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> Vorume 2....No. E. 


IN SENATE. 
Mownpay, December 1, 1834 


This being the day fixed by the Constitution 
for the meeting of both Houses of Congress, 

The Vice President took the chair, and called 
the Senate to order. 

A quorum of members being present, 

Mr. WHITE submitted the following motion: 

Ordered, That the Secretary acquaint the House 
of Representatives that a quorum of the Senate is 
assembled, and ready to proceed to business, 


Which resolution was agreed to. 
‘ NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 
Mr. WHITE submitted the following resolu- 


tion: . 3 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed on the 
pr of the Senate, to join such committee as may 

e appointed by the House of Representatives, 
to wait on the President of the United States, and 
inform him that quorums of the two Houses have 
assembled, and that Congress is ready to receive 
any communication he may be pleased to make. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. CLAY then moved that the Senate waive 
balloting for the committee, and that the Presid- 
ing Officer appoint the same; which was agrecd 
to; and Messrs. Wuire and Swirr were ap- 

pointed. 


NEWSPAPERS FOR SENATORS. 


Mr. KNIGHT offered the following resolution; 
which lies one day on the table: 


Resolved, That cach Senator be supplied, dur- 
ing the present session, with three such news- 
papers, printed in any of the States, as he may 
choose, provided the same be furnished at the 
usual rate for the annual charge of such papers; 
and provided, also, that if any Senator shall 
choose to take any newspapers other than: dail 
papers, he shall be supplied with as many such 
papers as shall not exceed the price of three daily 
papers. 


. CONTINUATION OF A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. GRUNDY, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, offered the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That the thirty-fourth rule of the 
Senate, so far as respects the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, be suspended; and 
that the present Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be continued, with all the powers 
vested in them, and subject to all the duties en- 
joined on them, by the resolution of the Senate 
of the 28th day of June, 1834. 


Mr. GRUNDY remarked, that the resolution 
was one which he could find no precedent to sanc- 
tion; but he offered it at this time, owing to the 
peculiar situation of the committee. They had 
been assiduously engaged, for some time past, 
collecting testimony and other evidence connected 
with their duties, but they would not be able to 
make a satisfactory report for some time to come. 
Some of the witnesses for examination would be 
here to-morrow, and he was therefore desirous 
that the Senate should suspend the rule which 
requires the standing committees to be balloted 
for at the commencement of each session, so far 
as the same applies to the Committee on the Post 
Ofiice. He asked the immediate consideration of 
the resolution; which was agreed to; and it was 
then adopted. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. Frankui, their Clerk, 
stating that a quorum of members of that House 
was present, and that a committee had been ap- 
pointed to join the Senate committee, for the pur- 
pose of informing the President of the United 
States that the two Houses were organized, and 
ready to receive his communications. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


1 


I 


‘John Adams, 


i James P. Heath, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpay, December 1, 1834. 

At twelve o’clock the Speaker took the chair, 
and called the House to order. 

The Clerk then proceeded to call the roll, 
whereupon the following members answered to 
their names: 

Mame. 

Rufus McIntire, 
Leonard Jarvis, Gorham Parks, 
Edward Kavanagh, Francis O. J. Smith. 

‘New Hampesnire. 
Benning M. Bean, Henry Hubbard, 
Robert Burns, Franklin Pierce. 
Joseph M. Harper, i 
MASSACHUSETTS. 
John Quincy Adams, Edward Everett, 
Isaac C. Bates, George Grennell, Jr. 
William Baylies, Gayton P. Osgood, 
George N. Briggs, John Reed. 
RHODE ISLAND. 
Dutee J. Pearce. 
CONNECTICUT. 
Samuel Tweedy. 

VERMONT. 

William Slade. 


Joseph Hall, 


Noyes Barber, 


Horace Everett, 
Hiland Hall, 
New York. 


Gerrit Y. Lansing, 
George W. Lay, 
Abijah Mann, Jr. 
Henry C. Martindale. 
Charles McVean, 
Henry Mitchell, 
Sherman Page, 
Job Pierson, . 
William Taylor, e 
Joel Terrill, 
Aaron Vanderpoel, 
Isaac B. Van Houten, 
. Aaron Ward, 
Daniel Wardwell, 
Reuben Whallon, 
Campbell P. White 


Samuel Beardsley, 
Abraham Bockee, 
John W. Brown 
C. C. Cambreleng, 
Samuel Clark, 
John Cramer, 
Rowland Day, 
John Dickson, 
Millard Fillmore, 
William K. Fuller, 
Ransom H. Gillet, . 
Nicoll Halsey, 
Gideon Hard, 
Samuel C. Hathaway, 
Abel Huntingdon, 
Noadiah Johnson, 
‘New Jersey. 

Philemon Dickerson, James Parker, ` 
Thomas Lee, Ferdinand S. Schenck. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 

Joscph B. Anthony, Henry King, 
Charles A. Barnitz, John Laporte, 
Andrew Beaumont, Thos.M.T.McKennan, 
Horace Binney, Joel K. Mann, 
George Chambers, Jesse Miller, 
William Clark, Henry A. Muhlenberg, 
Edward Darlington, David Potts, Jr., 
Harmer Denny, Robert Ramsay, 
James Harper, Joel B. Sutherland, 
Samuel S. Harrison, David D. Wagener, - 
William Hiester, John G. Watmough. 
Joseph Henderson, 

DELAWARE. 

John J. Milligan, 

MARYLAND. 

John T. Stoddart, 
William Cost Johnson, Francis Thomas, 
Isaac McKim, James Turner. 

VIRGINIA. 

John J. Allen, William McComas, 
James M. H. Beale, Charles F. Mercer, 
Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Samuel McD. Moore, 
Thomas Davenport, John M. Patton, 
William F. Gordon, William P. Taylor, 
George Loyall, Edgar C. Wilson. 
Edward Lucas, © 

Nortn CAROLINA. 
Daniel L. Barringer, Abraham Rencher, 


Henry W. Connor, William B. Shepard, 


Edmund Deberry, | Augustine H. Shepperd 
Thomas H. Hall, J see Speight, ppan 
Micajah T. Hawkins, Lewis Williams. 
James McKay, 
Sourn CAROLINA. 
‘William K. Clowney, John K. Griffin 
Wiliam J. Grayson, f Henry L. Pinckney 
GEORGIA. ; 
Augustin S. Clayton, George R. Gilmer 
John Coffee, "William Schley, ” 
Thomas F. Foster, James M. Wayne, 
Roger L. Gamble, Richard H. Wilde ` 
Keyrucry. 
Richard M. Johnson, 
James Love, 
Chittenden Lyon, . 
os D . Thomas A. Marshall, 
Renjamin Hardin, Patrick FI. Pope, 7 
Albert G. Hawes, Christopher Tompkins. 
"TENNESSEE. l 
Cave Johnson, 
Luke Lea, 
James K. Polk, 
James. Standifer. 


Chilton Allan, 
Martin Beaty, 
Thomas Chilton, 
Amos Davis, 


Samuel Bunch, 
David W. Dickinson, 
William C. Dunlap, 
John B. Forrester, 
William M. Inge, 


f Onto. 

James M. Bell, Jonathan Sloane, 
John Chaney, David Spangler, 
Benjamin Jones, ‘Sohn Thomson, 
Jeremiah McLene, Joseph Vance, 


Robert Mitchell, Samuel F. Vinton, 
William Patterson, Elisha Whittlesey. | 


LOUISIANA. 
Philemon Thomas 


INDIANA. 
George L. Kinnard, 
Amos Lane, | 
Jonathan MeCarty. 


Mississippi. 
Harry Cage. 
Iuyrivors. 
Zadok Casey. 
ALABAMA. 
John McKinley. 


Ratliff Boon, 
John Carr, 
John Ewing, 


Clement C. Clay, 
Samuel W. Maylis, 
Missourt. 

William H. Ashley, John Bull. 

The following members severally appeared, 
were sworn, and took their seats: 

Massacuusetts—S. C. Phillips. 

p Connecricur—E. Jackson, P. Miner, J. Trum- 
ull. 

New Yorx—C. G. Ferris, J. J. Morgan. 

Vireiwia—J. Robertson. 

Kentucny—R. P. Letcher. 

On1o—D. Kilgore. 

Lovrs1awa-—H. Johnson, 

Inuinois—W. L. May, J. Reynolds. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message was received from the Senate, 
informing the House that a quorum of the Senate 
had assembled, and were ready to proceed to 
business. 

NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT, 

On motion of Mr. McKINLEY, the following 
resolutions were adopted: | 

Resolved, That a message he sent to the Senate, 
informing that body that a quorum of the House 
of Representatives has assembled, and that the 


'| House is ready to proceed to business. 


Resolved, That a committee be appointed on 
the part of this House, jointl with such eom- 
mittee as may be appointed by the Senate, to 
| wait on the President of the United States, and 
inform him that a quorum of the two Houses is 
assembled, and that Congress is ready to re- 
|! ceive any communication he may be pleased, to 
i make. 
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‘The Speaker appointed Messrs. McKiniey | 
and Lansine, on the part of the House. 


NEWSPAPERS FOR MEMBERS. 
On motion of Mr. WARD, the usual resolu- 
tions for furnishing the members with newspa- 
pers, and with regard to the hour of meeting, 


were adopted. 
On motion of Mr. CONNOR, the House ad- 


journed. 


IN SENATE. 
“Turspay, December 2, 1834 


The Hon: Mr. Morris, one of the Senators 
from Ohio, appeared, and took his seat. 

Mr. WHITE, from the committee appointed 
to wait upon the President of the United States, 
in conjunction with a similar committee from the 
House of Representatives, to inform’ him that the 


mitted to the Mirffster of the United States at 
Madrid, to be communicated to the Government 
of the Queen. No intefligence of its receipt bas 
yet reached the Department of State. If the 
present condition of the country permits the 
Government to make a careful and enlarged ex- 
amination of the true interests of these important 
portions of its dominions, no doubt isentertained 
that their. future intercourse with the United 
States will be placed upon a more just and liberal 
basis. ` 

The Florida archives have not yet been selected 
and delivered. Recent orders have been sent to 
the agent of the United States at Havana, to re- 
turn with all thathe can obtain, so thatthey may 
be in Washington before the session of the Su- 
preme Court, to be used in the legal questions 
there. pending, to which the. Government is a 
party. 

Internal tranquillity is happily restored to Por- 


two Houses of Congress were organized, and 
ready to receive any communication he may be 
pleased to make, reported that they had performed 
the duty assigned to them, and that the Presi- 
dent gave information that he would make a com- 
munication to both Houses this day, at twelve 
o’clock. 

The following message was then received from 
the President of the United States, by A.J. Don- 
ELSON, Esq., his Private Secretary: 


Fellow- Citizens of the Senate 
and House of Representatives: 
In performing my duty at the opening of your 
resent session, it gives me pleasure to congratu- 
ate you again upon the prosperous condition of 
our ‘beloved country. Divine Providence hag 
favored us with general health, with rich rewards 
in the fields of agticulture and in every branch of 
labor, and with peace to cultivate and extend the 
various resources which employ the virtue and 
enterprise of our citizens. etus trust that, in 
surveying a scene so flattering to our free institu- 
tions, our joint deliberations to preserve them 
may be crowned with success. 

Our foreign relations continuc, with but few ex- 
ceptions, to maintain the favorable aspect which 
they bore in my last annual message, and prom- 
ise to extend those advantages which the princi- 
ples that regulate our intercourse with other na- 
tions are so well calculated to secure. 

The question of the northeastern boundary is 
still pending with Great Britain; and the proposi- 
tion made in accordance with the resolution of 
the Senate for the establishment of a line accord- 
ing to the treaty of 1783, has not been accepted 
by that Government. Believing that every dispo- 
sition is felt on both sides to adjust this perplex- 
ing question to the satisfaction of all the parties 
interested in it, the hope is yet indulged that it 
may be effected on the basis of that proposition. 

With the Governments of Austria, Russia, 
Prussia, Holland, Sweden, and Denmark, the best 
understanding exists. Commerce, with all, is 
fostered and protected by reciprocal good will, 
under the sanction of liberal conventional or le- 
gal provisions. 

In the midst of her internal, difficulties, the 
Queen of Spain has ratified the Convention for 
the payment of the claimsof our citizens arising 
since 1819. Itis in the course of execution on 
her part, and a copy of it is new laid before you 
for such legislation as may be found necessary 
+0 enable those interested to derive the benefits 
of it. 

Yielding to the force of circumstances, and to 
the wise counsels of time and experience, that 
power has finally resolved no longer to occupy 
the unnatural position in which she stood to the 
new Governments established in this hemisphere. 
T have the great satisfaction of stating to you that, 
in preparing the way for the restoration of har- 
mony between those who have sprung from the 
same ancestors, who are allied by common inter- 
ests, profess the same religion, and speak the 
same language, the United States have been 
actively instrumental. Our efforts to: effect this 
good work will be persevered in while they~are 
deemed usetul to the parties, and our entire dis- 
interested ness continues to be felt and understood. 
The act of Congress, to countervail the discrim- 
inating duties levied, to the prejudice of our nav- 
igation,in Cuba and Porto Rico, has been trans- 


tugal. The distracted state of the country ren- 
dered unavoidable the postponement of a final 
payment of the just claims of our citizens. Our 
diplomatic relations will be soon resumed; and 
the long-subsisting friendship with that Power 
affords the strongest guarantee that the balance 
due will receive prompt attention. 


of indemnity with the King of the Two Sicilies, 
has been duly received, and an offer has been 
made to extinguish the whole by a prompt pay- 
ment—an offer I did not consider myself author- 
ized to accept, as the indemnification provided 


the United States.. The original adjustment of 
our claims, and the anxiety displayed to fulfill at 
once the stipulations made for the payment of 
them, are highly honorable to the Government of 
the Two Sicilies. When it is recollected that 
they were the result of the injustice of an intru- 
sive power, temporarily dominantin its territory, 
a repugnance to acknowledge and to pay which 
would have been neither unnatural nor unex- 
pected, the circumstances cannot fail to exalt its 
character for justice and good faith in the eyes of 
all nations. 

The treaty of amity and commerce between 
the*United States and Belgium, brought to your 
notice in my last annual message, as sanctioned 
by the Senate, but the ratifications of which had 
not been exchanged, owing to a delay initsrecep- 
tion at Brussels, and a subsequent absence of the 
Belgian Minister of Foreign Affairs, has becn, 
after mature deliberation, finally disavowed by 
that Government as inconsistent with the powers 
and instructions given to their Minister who nego- 
tiated it. This disavowal was entirely unex- 
pected, as the liberal principles imbodied in the 
convention, and which form the groundwork of 
the objections to it, were perfectly satisfactory to 
the Belgian representative, and were supposed to 
be not only within the powers granted, but ex- 
pressly conformable to the instructions given to 
him. An offer, not yet accepted, has been made 
by Belgium to renew negotiations for a treaty less 
liberal in its provisions, on questions of general 
maritime law. 

Our newly-established relations with the Su- 
blime Porte promise to be useful to our commerce, 


ment. Our intercourse with the Barbary Powers 
continues without important change, except that 
the present political state of Algiers has induced 
me to terminate the residence there of a salaried 


to remain so long as the place continues in the 
possession of France. Our first treaty with one 
of these Powers—the Emperor of Morocco—was 
formed in 1786, and was limited to fifty years. 
That period has almost expired. I shall take 
measures to renew it with the greater satisfaction, 
ag its stipulations are just and liberal, and have 
been, with mutual fidelity and reciprocal advant- 
age, scrupulously fulfilled. 

Intestine dissensions have too frequently oc- 
curred to mar the prosperity, interrupt the com- 
merce, and distract the Governments of most of 
the nations of this hemisphere which have sepa- 
rated themselves from Spain. When a firm and 
permanent understanding with the parent country 
shall have produceda formal acknowledgment of 


their independence, and the idea of danger from 


The first installment due under the convention į 


is the exclusive property of individual citizens of |! 


and satisfactory, in every respect, to this Govern- f 


consul, and to substitute an ordinary consulate, | 


that quarter can be no longer entertained, the 
friends of freedom expect that those countries, so 
favored by nature, will be, distinguished for their 
love of justice and their devotion to those peace- 
fularts, the assiduous cultivation of which confers 
honor uponnations and gives valuc to human life. 
In the mean time I confidently hope, that the ap- 
prehensions entertained, that some of the people 
of these luxuriant regions may be tempted, in a 
moment of unworthy distrust of their own capa- 
city for the enjoyment of liberty, to commit the 
too common error of purchasing present repose 
by bestowing on some favorite leaders the fatal 
gift of irresponsible powcr, will not be realized. 
With all these Governments, and with that of 
Brazil, no unexpected changes in our relations 
have occurred during the present year. Frequent 
causes of just complaint have arisen upon the part 
of the citizens of the United States—sometimes 
from the irregular action of the constituted sub- 
ordinate authorities of the maritime regions, and 
sometimes from the leaders or partisans of those 
in arms against the established Governments. Jn 
all gases, representations have been, or will be 
made; and as soon as their political affairs are in 
a settled position, it is expected that our friendly 
remonstrances will be followed by adequate re- 
dress. 

The Government of Mexico made known in 
December last the appointment of commissioners 
and a surveyor, on its part, torun, in conjunction 
with ours, the boundary line between its terri- 
tories and the United States, and excused the 
delay for the reasons anticipated—the prevalence 
of civil war. The commissioners and surveyors 
not having met within the time stipulated by the 
treaty, anew arrangement became necessary, and 
our chargé d’affaires was instructed, in January 
i last, to negotiate, in Mexico, an article additional 
to the préexisting treaty. This instruction was 
acknowledged, and no difficulty was apprehended 
in the accomplishment of that object. By in- 
formation just received, that additional article to 
the treaty will be obtained, and transmitted to 
this country as soon as it can receive the ratifi- 
cation of the Mexican Congress. 

The reunion of the three States of New Gran- 
ada, Venezuela, and Equador, forming the Repub- 
lic of Colombia, seems every day to become more 
improbable. The commissioners of the two first 
are understood to be now negotiating a just divis- 
ion of the obligations contracted by them when 
i united under one Government. The civil war in 
Equador, it is believed, has prevented even the 
| appointment of a commissioncr on its part, 

I propose, at an early day, to submit, in the 
proper form, the appointment of a diplomatic 
agent to Venezuela, the importance of the com- 
merce of that country to the United States, and 
the large claims of our citizens upon the Govern- 
ment, arising before and since the division of 
Colombia, rendering it, in my judgment, improper 
# longer to delay this step. f 
| Our representatives to Central America, Peru, 

and Brazil, are cither at, or on their way to, their 
respective posts. 4 

From the Argentine Republic, from which a 
minister was expected tothis Government, nothing 
further has been heard. Occasion has been taken, 
on the departure of a new consul to Buenos 
Ayres, to remind that Government, that its long 
delayed minister, whose appointment had been 
made known to us, had not arrived. 

It becomes my unpleasant duty to inform you 
that this pacific and highly gratifying picture of 
our foreign relations docs not include those with 
| France at this time. Itis not possible that any 
|| Government and people could be more sincerely 
desirous of conciliating a just and friendly inter- 
|| course with another nation, than are those of the 
United States with their ancient ally and friend. 
This disposition is founded, as well on the most 
grateful and honorable recollections associated 
with our struggle for independence, as upon a 
well-grounded conviction that it is consonant with 
the true policy of both. The peoplc of the United 
States could not, therefore, see, without the deep- 
est regret, even a temporary interruption of the 
friendly relations between the two countrics—a 
regret which would, E am sure, be greatly aggra- 
vated, if there should turn out to be any reasonable 
i ground for attributing such a result to any act or 
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omission or commission on our part. I derive, 
therefore, the highest satisfaction from being able 
to assure you, that the whole course of this Gov- 
ernment has been characterized by a spirit so 
conciliatory and forbearing, as to make it impos- 
sible that our justice and moderation should be 
questioned, whatever may be the consequences 
ofa longer perseverance, on the part of the French 
Government, in her omission to satisfy the con- 
ceded claims of our citizens. 

The history of the accumulated and unprovoked 
aggressions upon our commerce, committed by 
authority of the existing Governments of France, 
between the years 1800 and 1817, has been ren- 
dered too painfully familar to Americans to make } 
its repetition either necessary or desirable. It 
will be sufficient here to remark, that there has, 
for many years, been scarcely a single adminis- ! 
tration of the French Government by whom the | 
justice and legality of the claims of our citizens | 
to indemnity were not, to a very considerable | 
extent, admitted; and yet near a quarter of a cen- 
tury has been wasted in ineffectual negotiations 
to secure it. 

Deeply sensible of the injurious effects result- 
ing from this state of things upon the interests 
and character of both nations, I regarded it as 
among my first duties to cause one more effort 
to be made to satisfy France, that a just and | 
liberal settlement of our claims was as.well due 
to her own honor as to their incontestable valid- 
ity. The negotiation for this purpose was com 
menced with the late Government of France, and 
was prosecuted with such success, as to leave no 
reasonable ground to doubt, that a settlement of | 
a character quite as liberal as that which was į 
subsequently made would have been effected, 
had not the revolution, by which the negotiation | 
was cut off, taken place. The discussions were 
resumed with the present Government, and the 
result showed, that we were not wrong in sup- | 
posing, that an event by which the two Govern- 
ments were made to approach each otherso much 
nearer in their political principles, and by which 
the motives for the most liberal and friendly inter- 
course were so greatly multiplied, could exercise 
no other than a salutary influence upon the ne- 
gotiation. After the most deliberate and thor- | 
ough examination of the whole subject, a treaty 
between the two Governments was concluded and 
signed at Parison the 4th of July, 1831, by which 
it was stipulated that “the French Government, 
in order to liberate itself from all the reclamations | 
preferred against it by citizens of the United : 
States, for unlawful seizures, captures, seques- | 
trations, confiscations, or destruction of their ; 
vessels, cargoes, or other property, engages to 
pav a sum of twenty-five millions of francs to the ; 
United States, who shall distribute it among those 
entitled, in the manner and according to the rules ; 
it shall determine;’’ and it was also stipulated, on | 
the part of the French Government, that this twen- | 
ty-five millions of fran s should *¢ be paid at Paris: 
in six annual installments of four million one hun- ; 
dred and sixty-six thousand six hundred and } 
sixty-six francs and sixty-six centimes each, | 
into the hands of such person or persons as shall | 
be authorized by the Government of the United | 
States to receive it;* the first installment to be paid | 
“at the expiration of one year next following the | 
exchange of the ratifications of this convention, 
and the others at successive intervals of a year, ; 
one after another, till the whole shall be paid. To | 
the amount of cach of the said installments shall: 
be added interest at four per centum thereupon, : 
as upon the other installments then remaining | 
unpaid, the said interest to be computed from the 
day of the exchange of the present convention.” 

Ít was so stipulated, on the part of the United ; 
States, for the purpose of being completely liber- 
ated from all the reclamations presented by France | 
on behalf of its citizens, that the sum of one imill- | 
ion five hundred thousand francs should be paid | 
to the Goverment of France, in six annual in- : 
stallments, to be deducted out of the annual sums | 
which France has agreed to pay, interest there- | 
upon being in like manner computed from the 
day of the exchange of the ratifications. In ad- : 
dition to this stipulation, important advantages | 
were secured to France by the following article, i 
viz: “The wines of France, from and after | 
the exchange of the ratifications of the present į 


; Wines thus reduced, and the general rates of the 


i the United States, which proceeded to enact such 


convention, shall be admitted to consumption 
in the States of the Union, at duties which shall 
not exceed the following rates by the gallon, 
(such as is used at present for wines in the United 
States,) to wit: six cents for red wines in casks; 
ten cents for white wines in. casks; and twenty- 
two cents for wines of all sorts in bottles. The |} 
proportions existing between the duties on French 
tariff which went into operation on the first of 
January, 1829, shall be maintained, in case the į 
Government of the United Siates should think || 
proper to diminish those general rates in a new 
tarif.” 

In consideration of this stipulation, which shall 
be binding on the United States for ten years, the 
French Government abandons the reclamations 
which it had formed in relation to the eighth article | 
of the treaty of cession of Louisiana. Ït engages, 
moreover, to establish on the “long staple cottons 
of the United States, which, after the exchange 
of the ratifications of the present convention, 
shall be brought directly thence to France b 
the vessels of the United States, or by Frenc 
vessels, the same dutics as on short staple cottons.” 

This treaty was duly ratified in the manner 
prescribed by the constitutions of both countries, 
and the ratification was exchanged at the city of 
Washington on the 2d of February, 1832. On 
account of its commercial stipulations it was, in 
five days thereafter, laid before the Congress of 


{ 


laws favorable to the commerce of France as were 
necessary to carry it into full execution; and 
France has, from that period to the present, been 
in the unrestricted enjoyment of the valuable 
privileges that were thus secured to her. The 
faith of the French nation having been thus sol- 
emnly pledged, through its constitutional organ, 
for the liquidation and ultimate payment of the |! 


committee, but there was no further action upon 
it. The next session of the Chambers commenced 
on the 26th of April, 1833, and continued until 
the 26th of June following. A new bill was 
introduced on the 11th of June, but nothing im- 
portant was done in relation to it during the 
session. In the month of April, 1834, nearly. 
three years after the signature of the treaty; the 
final action of the French Chambers upon the bill 
to carry the treaty into effect was obtained, and 
resulted in a refusal of the necessary appropri- 
ations. The avowed grounds upon which the 


| bill was rejected are to be found in the published 


debates of that body, and no observations of mine 
can be necessary to satisfy Congress of their utter 
insufficiency. Although the gross amount of the 


j claims of our citizens is probably greater than 


will be ultimately allowed by the commissioners, 
sufficient is, nevertheless, shown, to render it 
absolutely certain that the indemnity falls far short 
of the actual amount of our just claims, inde- 


| pendently of the question of damages and interest 


for the detention, That the settlement involved 


' a sacrifice in this respect was well known at the 
| time—a sacrifice which was cheerfully acquiesced 


in by the different branches of the Federal Gov- 
ernment, whose. action upon the treaty was. re- 
quired, from a sincere desire to avoid further col- 


| lision upon this old and disturbing subject, and 


in the confident expectation that the general 


| relations between the two countries would be im- 


proved thereby. ; 
The refusal to vote the appropriation, the news 
of which was received from our Minister in Paris 


ji about the 15th day of Mav last, might have’ been 


considered the final determination of the French 
Government not to execute the stipulations of 
the treaty, and would have justificd an immediate 
communication of the facts to Congress, with a 
recommendation of such ultimate measures as 


long deferred claims of our citizens, as also for || the interest-and honor of the United States might 
the adjustment of other points of great and re- |; seem to require. But with the news of the refusal 
ciprocal benefits to both countries, and the United !! of the Chambers to make the appropriation, were 
States having with a fidelity and promptitude by | conveyed the regrets of the King, and a declara- 
which their conduct will, I trust, be always char-!! tion that a national vessel should’ be forthwith 
acterized, done everything that was necessary || sent out, with instructions to the French Minister 
to carry ‘the treaty into full and fair effect on their | to give the most ample explanations of the past, 
part, counted, with the most perfect confidénce, || and the strongest assurances for the future, After 
on equal fidelity and promptitude on the part of i| a long passage, the promised dispatch vessel © 
the French Government. In this reasonable ex-': arrived. The pledges given by the French Min- 
pectation we have been, I regret to inform you, ‘| ister, upon receipt of his instructions, were, that, 
wholly disappointed. No legislative provision :' as soon after the election of the new members as 
has been made by France for the execution of the || the charter would. permit, the Legislative Cham- . 
treaty, either as it respects the indemnity to be |; bers of France should be called together, and the 
paid, or the commercial benefits to be secured to |; proposition for an appropriation laid before them; 
the United States; and the relations between the |! that all the constitutional powers of the King and 
United States and that Power, in consequence i| his Cabinet should be exerted to accomplish the 
thereof, are placed in a situation threatening to |; object; and that the result should be made: known 
interrupt the good understanding which has so |! early enough to be communicated to Congress at 
long and so happily existed between the two | the commencement of the present session, | Re- 
nations. i! lying upon these pledges, and not doubting that 
Not only has the French Government been thus |} the acknowledged justice of our claims, the 
wanting in the performance of the stipulations it}! promised exertions of the King and his Cabinet, 
has so solemnly entered into with the United |! and, above all, that sacred regard for the national 
States, but its omissions have been marked by cir- || faith and honor for which the French character 
cumstances which would seem to leave us with- : has been so distinguished, would secure an early 
out satisfactory evidences, that such performance | execution of the treaty in all its parts, I did_not 
will certainly take place ata future period. Advice deem it necessary to call the attention of Con- 
of the exchange of ratifications reached Paris | gress to the subject at the last session. 
prior to the 8th of April, 1832. The French | Lregret to say that the pledges made through 


! 
Chambers were then sitting, and continued in | the Minister of France have not been redeemed. 


session until the Q1st of that month; and although 
one installment of the indemnity was payable on $$ 
the 2d of February, 1833, one year after the ex- . 
change of ratifications, no application was made |! 
to the Chambers for the required appropriation; | 
and in consequence of no appropriation having 
then been made, the draft of the United States 
Government for that installment was dishonored |. 
by the Minister of Finance, and the United States | 
thereby involved in mach controversy. The next | 
session of the Chambers commenced on the 19th i 
of November, 1832, and continued until the 25th |: 
of April, 1833. Notwithstanding’ the omission į; 
to pay the first installment had been made the | 
subject of earnest remonstrance on our part, the | 
treaty with the United States, and a bill making |; 
the necessary appropriations to execute 1t, were | 
not laid before the Chamber of Deputies until the | 
5th of April, nearly five months after its meeting, | 
and only nineteen days before the close of the | 


session. The bill was read and. referred to a ji of the assurance gi 


The new Chambers met on the 31st July last; and 
although the subject of fulfilling treatics was al- 
luded to in the speech from the Throne, no attempt 
was made by the King or his Cabinet to procure 
an appropriation to carry itinto execution. ‘The 


“ reasons given for this omission, although they 
! might be considered sufficient in an ordinary case, 


are not consistent with the expectations founded 
upon the assurances given here, for there is no 
constitutional obstacle to entering into legislative 
business at the first meeting of the Chambers. 
This point, however, might have been overlooked, 
had not the Chambers, imstead of being called to 
meet at so early a day that the result of their de- 
liberations might be communicated to.me before 
the meeting of Congress, been prorogued. to the 
Q9th of the present month—a period so late that 
their decision can scarcely be made known to the 
present Congress prior to its dissolution. | To 
avoid this delay, our Minister in Paris, in virtue 
ven by the French Minister in 


Pernera, 


„this refusal has been accompanied with the most | 
positive assurances, on the part of the exeeutive | 
‘Government of France, of their intention to press | 


the appropriation at the ensuing session of the | 


Chambers. 7 

The executive branch of this Government has, 
asmatters stand,exhausted all the authority upon 
the subject with which it is invested, and which 
it had any reason to believe could be beneficially 
employed. 

The idca of acquiescing in the refusal to cxe- 
-eute the treaty will not, T am confident, be fora 
moment entertained by any’ branch of this Gov- 
ernment; and further negotiation is equally out 
of the question. ; 

If it shall be the pleasure of Congress to await 
the further action of the French Chambers, no 


‘further consideration of the subject will, at this | 


session, probably be required at- your hands. 
But if, from the original ‘delay in asking for an 
appropriation, from the refusal of the Chambers 
togrant it when asked, from the omission to bring 
the subject before.the Chambers at their last ses- 


sion, from the fact that, including that session, ; 


there have been five different occasions when the 
appropriation might have been made, and from 
the delay in convoking the Chambers until some 
weeks after the meeting of Congress, when it 
was well known that a communication of the 
whole subject to Congress at the last session was 
prevented by assurances that it should be disposed 
of before its present meeting, you should feel 
yourselves constrained to doubt whether it be the 
intention of the French Government, in all its 
branches, to carry the treaty into effect, and think 


that such meastires asthe occasion may be deemed | 


to call for should now be adopted, the important 
question arises what those measures:shall be? 
Our institutions are essentially pacific. Peace 
and friendly intercourse with all nations are as 
` much the desire of our Government as they are 
the interest of our people. But these objects are 
not to be permanently secured by surrendering 
the rights of our citizens, or permitting solemn 
treaties for their indemnity in cases of flagrant 
wrong to be abrogated and set aside. 
Tt is undoubtedly in the power of Congress se- 


riously to affect the agriculturaland manufacturing į 


interests of France, by the passage of laws relating 
to her trade with the United States. Her products, 
manufactures, and tonnage, may be subjected to 
heavy duties in our ports, or all commercial in- 
tercourse with her may be suspended, But there 
are powerful, and, to my mind, conclusive, ob- 
jections to this mode of proceeding. 
-embarrass or cut off the trade of France, with- 
out, at the same time, in some degree, embarrass- 
ing or cutting off our own trade. The injury of 
such a warfare must fall, though unequally, upon 
our own citizens, and could not but impair the 
means of the Government, and weaken that united 
sentiment in support of the rights and honor of 
the nation, which must now pervadeevery bosom. 
Nor is it impossible that such a course of legisla- 
tion would introduce once more into our national 


councils those disturbing questions in relation to | 


the tariff of duties which have been so recently 
ut to rest. Besides, by every measure adopted 


the Government of the United States with the | 


view of injuring France, the clear perception of 
right which will induce our own people, and the 
rulers and people of all other nations,-even of 
France herself, to pronounce our quarrel just, will 
be obscured, and the support rendered to us ina 
final resort to more decisive measures, will be 
more limited and equivocal. There is but one 
pointin the controversy, and upon that the whole 
civilized world must pronounce France to be in 
the wrong. We insist that she shall pay us a 


sum of money, which she has acknowledged to | 


be due; and of the justice of this demand, there 
can be but one opinion among mankind. True 


policy would seem to dictate that the question at | 


issue should be kept thus disincumbered, and that 
not the slightest pretense should be given to 
France to persist in her refusal to make payment, 
by any act on our part affecting the interests of 
her people. The question should be left as it is 
now, in-such an attitude that when France fulfills 


|| decided by Congress. 


We cannot. 


|  Itismy conviction, that the United States ought 
į to insist on a promptexecution of the treaty, and 
iin case it be refused, or longer delayed, take re- 
! dress into their own hands. After a delay on 
‘the part of France of a quarter of a century in 
i acknowledging these claims by treaty, it is not to 
| be tolerated that another quarter of a century is 
i to be wasted in negotiating about the payment. 
| The laws of nations provide a remedy for such 
i occasions. It isa well settled principle of the 
i international code, that where one nation owes 
‘another a liquidated dcbt, which it refuses or 
| neglects to pay, the aggrieved party may seize on 


| or subjects, sufficient to pay the debt, without 
giving just cause of war. This remedy has been 
repeatedly resorted to, and recently by France 
herself towards Portugal, under circumstances 
less unquestionable. 

The time at which resort should be had to this, 
jor any other mode of redress, is a point to be 
If an appropriation shall 
j not be made by the French Chambers at their 
next session, it may justly be concluded that the 
Government of France has finally determined to 
disregard its own solemn undertaking, and refuse 
| to pay an acknowledged debt. 
| every day’s delay on our part will be a stain upon 
our national honor, as well as a denial of justice 
to ourinjured citizens. Prompt measures, when 
| the refusal of France shall be complete, will not 
only be most honorable and just, but will have 
the best effect upon our national character. 

Since France, in violation of the pledges given 
through her minister here, has delayed her final 
action so long that her decision will not probably 
| be known in time to be communicated to this 
| Congress, I recommend that a law be passed, 
authorizing reprisals upon French property, in 
case provision shall not be made for the payment 
|of the debt, at the approaching session of the 
| French Chambers. Sucha measure ought not to 
' be considered by France as a menace. Her pride 
and power are too well known to expect anything 
i from her fears, and preclude the necessity of a 
|; declaration that nothing partaking of the character 
| of intimidation is intended by us. She ought to 
| look upon it as the evidence only of an inflexible 
determination on the part of the United States to 
‘insist on their rights. That Government, by 
: doing only what it has itself acknowledged to be 
| just, will be able to spare the United States the 
| necessity of taking redress into their own hands, 
| and save the property of French citizens from that 
scizure and sequestration which American citi- 
zens so long endured without retaliation or re- 
| dress, 

of acknowledged justice, and in violation of the 
law of nations make reprisals on our part the 
occasion of hostilities against the United States, 


not fail to expose herself to the just censure of 
civilized nations, and to the retributive judgments 
of Heayen. 


i ted, on account of the position she occupies in 
maintaining our national rights and honor, all 
| Governments are alike to us. If, by a collision 
with France, in acase where she is clearly in the 
|; wrong, the march of liberal principles shall be 
|| impeded, the responsibility for that result, as well 
as every other, will rest on her own head. 
Having submitted these considerations, it be- 


‘has taken place, it will still await the further ac- 
tion of the French Chambers, or now adopt such 
provisional measures as it may deem necessary 
i| aud best adapted to protect the rights and main- 
tain the honor of the country. Whatever that 
decision may be, it will be faithfully enforced by 
the Executive, as far as he is authorized so to do. 

According to the estimate of the Treasury De- 
partment, the revenue accruing, from all sources, 
during the present year, will amount to twenty 
| millions six hundred and twenty-four thousand 
| seven hundred and seventeen dollars, which, with 
the balance remaining in the Treasury on the first 


| of January last, of eleven millions seven hundred 
‘and two thousand nine hundred and five dollars, 


the property belonging to the other, its citizens | 
year, eight million two thousand nine hundred 


In that event, | 


If she should continue to refuse that act | 


| she would butadd violence to injustice, and could | 


| Collision with France is the more to be regret- | 


Europe in relation to liberal institutions. Butin į 


| longs to Congress to decide whether, after what | 


t 


roduces an aggregate of thirty-two millions-three 
undred and twenty-seven thousand six hundred 
| and twenty-three dollars. The totalexpenditure 
during the year for all objects, including the pub- 
| lie debt, is estimated at twenty-five millions five 
hundred and ninety-one thousand three hundred 
and ninety dollars, which will leave a balance in 
the Treasury on the firstof January, 1835, of six 
millions seven hundred and thirty-six thousand 
| two hundred and thirty-two dollars. In this bal- 
i ance, however, will be included about one mil- 
lion one hundred and fifty thousand dollars of 
what was heretofore reported by the Department 
as not effective. 

Of former appropriations it is estimated that 
there will remain unexpended at the close of the 


| and twenty-five dollars, and of this sum there 
will not be required more than five million one 
hundred and forty-one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty-four dollars to accomplish the objects 
of all the current appropriations. Thus it appears 
that, after satisfying all those appropriations, and 
after discharging the last item of our public debt, 


|| which will be done on the Ist of January next, 


there will remain uncxpended in the Treasury 
an effective balance of about four hundred and 
forty thousand dollars. That such should be the 
aspect of our finances is highly flattering to the 
industry and enterprise of our population, and 
auspicious of the wealth and prosperity which 
await the future cultivation of their growing re- 
sources. It is not deemed prudent, however, to 
recommend any change for the present in our im- 
‘post rates, the effect of the gradual reduction now 
in progress in many of them not being sufficiently 
tested to guide us in determining the precise 
amount of revenue which they will produce. 

Free from publie debt, at peace with all the 
world, and with no complicated interests to con- 
sult in our intercourse with foreign Powers, the 
present may be hailed as that epoch in our history 
the most favorable for the settlement of those 
principles in our domestic policy which shall be 

èst calculated to give stability to our Republic, 
and secure the blessings of freedom to our citi- 
zens. Among these paneiples; from our past 
experience, it cannot be doubted that simplicity 
in the character of the Federal Government, and 
a rigid economy in its administration should be 
regarded as fundamental and sacred. All must 
.be sensible that the existence of the public debt, 
by rendering taxation necessary for its extin- 
guishment, has increased the difficulties which 
are inseparable from every exercise of the taxing 
| power; and that it was, in this respect, a remote 
i agent in producing those disturbing questions 
which grew out of the discussions relating to the 
tariff. If such has been the tendency ofa debt 
incurred in the acquisition and maintenance of 
our national rights and liberties, the obligations 
of which all portions of the Union cheerfully 
acknowledged, it must be obvious, that whatever 
is calculated to increase the burdens of Govern- 
ment without necessity must be fatal to all our 
hopes of preserving its true character While 
we are felicitating ourselves, therefore, upon the 
extinguishment of the national debt, and the 
prosperous state of our findnces, let us not be 
tempted to depart from those sound maxims of 
public policy which enjoin a just adaptation of 
the revenue to the expenditures that are consis- 
tent with a rigid economy, and.an entire absti- 
nence from all topics of legislation that are not 
clearly within the constitutional powers of the 
Government, and suggested by the wants of the 
country. Properly regarded, under such a pol- 
icy, every diminution of the publie burdens 
arising from taxation gives to individual enter- 
prise Increased power, and furnishes to all the 
members of our happy Confederacy new motives 
for patriotic affection and support. But, above 
all, its most important effect will be found in its 
influence upon the character of the Government, 
by confining its action to those objects which will 
be sure to secure to it the attachment and sup- 
port of our fellow-citizens. 

Circumstances make it my duty to call the 
attention of Congress to the Bank of the United 
States, “Created for the convenience of the Gov- 
ernment, that institution has become the scourge 
of the people. Its interference to postpone the 


i 


ee 
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payment of a portion of the national debt, that it 
might retain the public money appropriated for 
that purpose, to strengthen it in a political con- 
test—the extraordinary extension and contraction 
of its accommodations to the community—its cor- 
rapt and partisan loans—its exclusion of the pub- 
lic directors from a knowledge of its most import- 
ant progeedings—the unlimited authority con- 


ferred on the president to expend its funds in : 


hiring writers, and procuring the execution of 
printing, and the use made of that authority—the 


retention of the pension money and books after ; 
the selection of new agents—the groundless claim . 


to heavy damages, in consequence of the protest 
of the bill drawn on the French Government, 
have, through various channels, been laid before 


Congress. Immediately after the close of the last | 
session, the bank, through its president, an- . 
nounced its ability and readiness to abandon the: 
system of unparalleled curtailment, and the inter- ; 


ruption of domestic exchanges, which it had prac- 
ticed upon from the Ist of August, 1833, to the 
30th of June, 1834, and to extend its accommoda- 
tions to the community. The grounds assumed 


in this annunciation amounted to an acknowledg- i 
ment that the curtailment, in the extent to which | 
it had been carried, was not necessary to the! 
safety of the bank, and had been persisted in ʻ 
merely to induce Congress to grant the prayer of | 
the bank in its memorial relative to the removal | 
of the deposits, and to give it a new charter. | 


They were substantially a confession that all the 
real distresses which individuals and the country 
had endured for the preceding six or eight months 
had been needlessly produced by it, with the view 
of affecting, through the sufferings of the people, 
the legislative action of Congress. It is a subject 
of congratulation that Congress and the country 


had the virtue and firmness to bear the infliction; | 


that the energies of our people soon found relief 
from this wanton tyranny, in vast importations 
of the precious metals from almost every part of 
the world; and thatatthe close of this tremendous 
effort to control our Government, the bank found 
itself powerless, and no longer able to loan out its 
surplus means. The community has learned to 


manage its affairs without its assistance, and trade || 


had already found new auxiliaries; so that on the 
Ist of October last the extraordinary spectacle was 


presented of a national bank, more than one half || 


of whose capital was either lying unproductive 
in its vaults, or in the hands of foreign bankers. 
To the needless distresses brought on the 
country during the last session of Congress, has 
since been added the open seizure of the dividends 


on the public stock, to the amount of one thousand | 
seven hundred and forgy-one dollars, under pre» | 


tense of paying damages, cost, and interest, upon 
the protested French bill. This sum constituted a 
portion of the estimated revenues for the year 1834 
upon which the appropriations made by Congress 
were based. It would as soon have been expected 
that our collectors would seize on the customs, or 


the receivers of our land offices on the moneysaris- | 


ing from the sale of public lands, under pretenses 
of claims against the United States, as that the 
bank would have retained the dividends. Indeed, 
if the principle be established that any one who 
chooses to set up a claim against the United 
States may, without authority of law, seize on 


the public property or. money wherever he can ` 
find it, to pay the claim, there will remain no as- 
surance that our revenue will reach the Treas- ` 


ury, or that it will be applied after the appropria- 
tion to the purposes designated in the law. ‘The 
paymasters of our army, and thepursers of our 


navy, may, under like pretenses, apply to their | 
own use moneys appropriated to set in motion the ;; 


ublic force, and in time of war leave the country © l 4 : 
i f : i| notes of the Bank in payment of public dues, į 


without defense. This measure resorted to by 
the bank, is disorganizmg and „revolutionary; 
and, ifgencrally resorted to by private citizens in 
like cases, would fill the land with anarchy and 
violence. 


It is a constitutional provision, that “ no money | 


shall be drawn from the Treasury but in conse- 
eres >? 

quence of appropriations made by law.” The 

palpable object of this provision is to prevent the 


expenditure of the public money for any purpose . 


whatsoever, which shall not have been first ap- 

proved by the representatives of the people, and 

the States in Congress assembled. ft vests the 
. 


i power of declaring for what purpose the public 
‘| money shall be expended in the legislative de- 
partment of the Government, to the exclusion of 
the executive and judicial, and it is not within 
the constitutional authority of either of those 
| departments to pay it away without law, or to 
sanction its payment. According to this plain 
constitutional provision the claim of the bank can 
never be paid without an appropriation by act of 
Congress. But the bank has never asked for an 
appropriation. It attempts to defeat the provision 
of the Constitution, and obtain payment without 
an act of Congress. Instead of awaiting an ap- 
propriation passed by both Houses, and approved 
by the President, it makes an appropriation. for 
| itself, and invites an appeal to the judiciary to 
sanction it. That the money had not technically 
been paid into the Treasury, does not affect the 
principle intended to be established by the Con- 
stitution. The executive and judiciary have as 
little right to appropriate and expend the public 
money without authority of law, before it is 
placed to the credit of the Treasurer, as to take it 
from the Treasury. 
Secretary of the Treasury, and in his correspond- 
ence with the president of the bank, and the 
opinions of the Attorney General accompanying 
it, you will find a further examination of the 
claims of the bank, and the course it has pursued. 

It seems duc to the safety of the public funds 
: remaining in the bank, and to the honor of the 
i; American people, that measures be taken to sep- 
‘| arate the Government entirely from an institution 
+; go mischievous to the public prosperity, and so 
| regardless of the Constitution and laws. By trans- 
i ferring the public deposits, by appointing other 
| pension agents, as faras it had the power, by 
ordering the discontinuance of the receipt of bank 


i 


ʻi 


first day of January next, the Executive has ex 
erted all its lawful authority to sever the connec 


corporation. 


avoid, and from which I trust there will be no 
inclination on the part of any of them to shrink. 
My own sense of them is most clear, as is also 
my readiness to discharge those which may 
rightfully fall on me. To continue any business 
relations with the Bank of the United States that 
may be avoided without a violation of the national 


the conceded right of the Government to examine 
its affairs; after it has done all in its power to 
deride the public authority in other respects, and 
i to bring it into disrepute at home and abroad; 


| after it has attempted to defeat the clearly ex- | 


pressed will of the people, by turning against 


and by involving a country otherwise peaceful, 
flourishing, and happy, in dissension, embarrass- 
ment, and distress—would make the nation itself 
"a party to the degradation so sedulous! prepared 


confidence of mankind in popular governments, 
‘and to bring into contempt their authority and 
efficicncy. In guarding against an evil of such 
magnitude, considerations of temporary, conve- 
nience should be thrown out of the question, and 
we should be influenced by such motives only as 
li look to the honor and preservation of the repub 
lican system. Deeply and solemnly impressed 
with the justice of these views, I feel it to be my 
: duty to recommend to you that a Jaw be passed 


| provision of the charter requiring the receipt o 
| shall, in accordance with the power reserved to 


be suspended until the bank pays to the Treasurer 


_ bank, directly or indirectly, be repealed; and that 
| the institution be left hereafter to its own re- 
sources and means. n 
Events have satisfied my mind, and I think the 
minds of the American people, that the mischiefs 
and dangers which flow from a national bank far 
i overbalance all its advantages. ‘The bold effort 


In the annual report of the | 


checks in payment of the public dues after the ; 


tion between the Government and this faithless | 


The high-handed career of this institution im- | 
i poses upon the constitutional functionaries of this | 
Government duties of the gravest and most im- | 
perative character—duties which they cannot | 


faith, after that institution has set at open defiance | 


them the immense power intruasted to its hands, | 


ii for its publicagents—and do much to destroy the | 


authorizing the sale of the public stock; that the 1 


' Congress in the fourteenth section of the charter, | 


i the dividends withheld; and that all laws con- | 
necting the Government or its officers with the | 


the present bank has-made to contro} the Gov- 
ernment, the distresses it has wantonly produced, 
the violence of which it has been the oceasion in 
one of our cities famed for its observance. of law 
and order, are but premonitions of the fate which 
awaits the American people should they be de-. 
luded into a perpetuation of this institution, or 
the establishment of another like it. It.is.fer- 
vently hoped that, thus admonished, those who 
have heretofore favored the establishment of a 
substitute for the present bank, will be induced to 
abandon it, as it is evidently better to incur any 
inconvenience that may be reasonably expected, 
į than to concentrate the whole moneyed power of 
i the Republic in any form whatsoever, or under 
|; any restrictions. 

Happily it is already illustrated that the agency 
of such an institution is not necessary to the fiscal 
operations of the Government. The State banks 
are found fully adequate to the performance of all 
services which were required of the Bank- of the 
United States, quite as promptly, and with the 
same cheapness. They have maintained them- 

elves, and discharged all these duties, while the 
Bank of the United States was still powerful, and 
i, in the field as an open enemy; and itis not possi- ` 
i| ble to conceive that they will find greater difficul- 

ties in their operations when that enemy shall 
cease to exist. ae 

The attention of Congress is earnestly invited 
to the regulation of the deposits in the State 
banks by law. Although the power now exer- 
ciscd by the executive department in this behalf 
is only such as was uniformly exerted through 
every Administration, from the origin of the Gov- 
ernment up to the establishment of the present 
bank, yet it is one which is susceptible of regu- 
lation by law, and, therefore, ought so to be 
regulated, The power of Congress to direct in 
what places the Treasurer shall kecp the moneys 
in the Treasury, and to impose restrictions upon 
the executive authority in relation to their cus- 
| tody and removal, is unlimited, and its exercise 
-will rather be courted than discouraged by those 

public officers and agents on whom rests the 
responsibility for their safety. Itis desirable that 
as little power as possible should be left to the: 
President or Secretary of the Treasury over those 
institutions, which, being thus freed from exec- 
utive influence, and without a common- head to 
direct their operations, would have neither the 
temptation nor the ability to interfere in the polit- 
| ical conflicts of the country. Not deriving their 
charters from the national authorities, they would. 
never have those inducements to meddle in gen~ 
eral elections which have led the Bank: of the , 
United States to agitate and convulse the country. 
for upwards of two years. 

The progress of our gold coinage is creditable 
to the officers of the Mint, and promises ina 
short period to furnish the country with a sound 
and portable currency, which will much diminish 
the inconvenience to travelers of the want of a 
general paper currency, should the State banks 
be incapable of furnishing it. Those institutions 
have already shown themselves competent to 
purchase and furnish domestic exchange for the 
convenience of trade at reasonable rates; and not 
‘| a doubt is entertained that, in a short period, all 
|| the wants of the country in bank accommoda- 
'| tions and exchange will be supplied as promptly 
‘| and cheaply as they have heretofore been by the 
‘| Bank of the United States. If the several States 
shall be induced gradually to reform their bank- 
ing systems, and prohibit the issue of all small 
notes, we shall, ina few years, have a currency 
‘as sound, and as little hable to fluctuations, as 
any other commercial country. 

The report of the Secretary of War, together 
with the accompanying documents from the seve- 
ral burcaus of that Department, will exhibit the 
situation of the various objects committed to its 
administration. j f 

No event has occurred since your last session 
rendcring necessary any movements of the Army, 
with the exception of the expedition of the regi- 
ment of dragoons into the territory of the wan- 
dering and predatory tribes inhabiting the west- 
ern frontier and living adjacent to the Mexican 
boundary. These tribes have been. heretofore 
n to us principally by their attacks upon 
pon other Indians entitled 
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tothe protectionof the United States. It became 
necessary for the peace of the frontiers to check 
these habitual inroads; and I am happy to inform 
you that the object has been effected without the 
commission of any act of hostility. Colonel 
Dodge, and the troops under his command, have || 
acted. with equal firmness and humanity, and an 
artangement has been made with those Indians, 
which it is hoped will assure their, permanent 
pacific relations with the United States and the | 
other tribes of Indians upon that border. It is to |! 
be regretted: that the prevalence of sickness in 
that quarter has deprived the country: of a num- 
ber of valuable lives, and particularly that Gen- 
eral Leavenworth, an officer well known and 
esteemed for his gallant services in the late war, | 
and for his subsequent good conduct, has fallen a 
victim to his zeal and exertions in the discharge 
of his duty. , 

The Army is in a high state of discipline. Its 
moral condition, so faras that is known here, is 
good; and the various branches of the public | 
service are carefully attended to. It. is amply | 
sufficient, under its present organization, for pro- | 
viding the necessary garrisons for the seaboard | 

“and for the defense of the internal frontier, and | 
also for preserving the elements of military knowl- | 
edge, and for keeping pace with those improve- 
ments which modern experience is continually 
making. And these objects appear to me to em- | 
brace all the legitimate purposes for which a per- 
manent military force should be maintained in 
our country. The lessons of history teach us 
its danger, and the tendency which exists to an 
increase. This can be best met and averted by 
a just caution on the part of the public itself, and 
of those who represent them in Congress. 

From the duties which devolve on the engineer 
department, and upon the topographical engi- 
necrs, a different organization seems to be de- 
manded by the public interest, and I recommend 
the subject.to your consideration. 

No important change has, during this season, 
taken place in the condition of the Indians. Ar- 
rangements are in progress for the removal of the 
Creeks, and will soon be for the removal of the 
Seminoles. I regret that the Cherokees cast of 
the Mississippi have not yet determined, as a 
community, to remove. How long the personal 
causes which have heretofore retarded that ulti- 
mately inevitable measure will continue to ope- 
rate I am unable to conjecture. It is certain, 
however, thatdclay will bring with it accumulated 
evils, which will render their condition more and 
more unpleasant. The experience of every year 
adds to the conviction, that emigration, and that 
alone, can preserve from destruction the remnant 
of the tribes yet living among us. The facility | 
with which the necessaries of life are procured, 
and the treaty stipulations providing aid for the | 
emigrant Indians in theiragricultural pursuits, and 
in the important concern of education, and their | 
removal from those causes which have heretofore | 
depressed. all and destroyed many of the tribes, | 
cannot fail to stimulate their exertions and to re- |! 
ward their industry. 

The two laws passed at the last session of Con- | 
gress on the: subject of Indian affairs have been j 
carried into effect, and detailed instructions for | 
their administration have been given. It will be! 
scen, by the cstimates for the present session, that | 

agreat reduction will take place in the expendi- | 
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tures of the Department in consequence of these | 
laws. And there is reason to believe that their | 
operation will be salutary, and that the coloniza- ! 
tion of the Indians on the western frontier, to- 
gether with a judicious system of administration, 
will still further reduce the expenses of this branch || 
of the public service, and at the same time pro- 
mote its usefulness and efficiency. | 

Circumstances have been recently developed | 
showing the existence of extensive frauds under | 
the various laws granting pensions and gratuities | 
for revolutionary services. It is impossible to |! 
estimate the amount which may have been thus |! 
fraudulently obtained from the national Treasury. 
I am satisfied, however, it has been such as to |! 
justify a reéxamination of the system, and the | 
adoption of the necessary checks in its administra- | 
tion. All will agree that the services and suffer- |! 
ings of the remnant of our revolutionary band |! 


| mission of frauds. I 
and may be, fabricated, and in such a way as tot 


should be fully compensated. But while this is | 


done, every proper precaution should be taken to 
prevent the admission of fabricated and fraudulent 
claims. In the present mode of proceeding, the 
attestations and certificates of judicial officers of 
the various States form a considerable portion of 
the checks which are interposed against the com- 
These, however, have been, 


elude detection at the examining offices. And, 
independently of this practical difficulty, it is 
ascertained that these documents are often loosely 
granted; sometimes even blank certificates have 
been issued; Sometimes prepared papers have been 
signed without inquiry; and, in one instance at 
least, the seal of the court has been within reach 
of a person most interested in its improper appli- 
cation. ft is obvious that, under such circum- 
stances, no severity of administration can check 
the abuse of the law; and information has, from 
time to time, been communicated to the Pension 
Office, questioning or denying the right of persons 
placed upon the pension list to the ‘bounty of the 
country. Such cautions are always attended to, 
and examined. Buta far more gencral investi- 
gation is called for; and I therefore recommend, 
in conformity with the suggestion of the Secretary 
of War, that an actual inspection should be made 
in each State into the circumstances and claims 
of every person now drawing a pension. The 
honest veteran has nothing to fear from such a 
scrutiny; while the fraudulent claimant will be 
detected, and the public Treasury relieved to an 
amount, I have reason to believe, far greater than 
has heretofore been suspected. The details of 
such a plan could be so regulated as to interpose 
the necessary checks, without any burdensome 
operation upon the pensioners. The object should 
be twofold: 

1. To look into the original justice of the 
claims, so far as this can be done under a proper 
system of regulations, by an examination of the 
claimants themselves, and by inquiring, in the 
vicinity of their residence, into their history, and 
into the opinion entertained of their revolutionary 
services. 

2. To ascertain, in all cases, whether the ori- 
ginal claimant is living, and this by actual per- 
sonal inspection. 

This measure will, if adopted, be productive, I 


think, of the desired results, and I therefore re- ; 


commend it to your consideration, with the fur- 


j ther suggestion, that all payments should be 
suspended till the necessary reports are received. | 


It will be seen, by a tabular statement annexed 
to the documents transmitted to Congress, that 
the appropriations for objects connected with the 
War Department, made at the last session, for 
the service of the year 1834, excluding the perma- 


ij nent appropriation for the payment of military 


gratuities under the act of June 7, 1832, the ap- 
propriation of two hundred thousand dollars for 
arming and equipping the militia, and the appro- 
priation of $10,000 for the civilization of the In- 
dians, which are notannually renewed, amounted 
to the sum of nine million three thousand two 


| hundred and sixty-one dollars, and that the esti- 


mates of appropriations necessary for the same 
branches of service for the year 1835; amount to 
the sum of five million seven hundred and sev- 
enty-cight thousand nine hundred and sixty-four 
dollars, making a difference in the appropriations 
of the current year over the estimates of appro- 
priations for the next, of three million two hun- 
dred and twenty-four thousand two hundred and 
ninety-seven dollars. 

The principal causes which have operated at 
this time to produce this great difference are 
shown in the reports and documents, and in the 
detailed estimates. Some of: these causes are 
accidental and temporary, while others are per- 
manent, and, aided by a just course of adminis- 
tration, may continue to operate beneficially upon 
the public expenditures. 

A just economy, expending where the public 


service requires, and withholding where it does | 


not, is among the indispensable duties of the 
Government. 

I refer you to the accompanying report of the 
Secretary of the Navy, and ‘to the documents 
with it, for a full view of the operations of that 
important branch of our service during the 
present year It will be seen that the wisdom 


| and liberality with which Congress have provided 
ifor the gradual increase of our Navy material, 
| have been seconded by a corresponding zeal and 
| fidelity on the part of those to whom has been 
| confided the execution of the laws on the subject, 
i and that but a short period would be now re- 
| quired to put in commission a force large enough 
| for any exigency into which the country may be 
| thrown. 
When we reflect upon our position in relation 
| to other nations, it must be apparent that, in the 
| event of conflicts with them, we must look chiefly 
| to our Navy for the protection of our rational 
í rights. The wide seas which separate us from 
other Governments must, of necessity, be the 
theater on which an enemy will attempt to assail 
us; and, unless we are prepared to meet-him on 
this element, we cannot be said to possess the 
| power requisite to repel or prevent aggressions. 
| We cannot, therefore, watch with too much at- 
i! tention this arm of our defense, or cherish with 
too much care the means by which it can possess 
| the necessary efficiency and extension, ‘To ,this 
| end our policy has been heretofore wisely directed 
| to the constant employment of.a force sufficient 
| to guard our commerce, and to the rapid accumu- 
|| lation of the materials which are necessary to 
repair our vessels, and construct with case such 
new ones as may be required in astate of war. 
In accordance with this policy, I recommend 
to your consideration the erection of the addi- 
tional dry dock described by the Secretary of 
the Navy, and also the construction of the steam 
batteries to which he has referred, for the pur- 
pose of testing their efficacy as auxiliaries to th 
system of defense now in use. f 
The report of the Postmaster General, herewith 
submitted, exhibits the condition and prospects 
of that Department. - J*rom that document, it ap- 
ears that there was a deficit in the funds of the 
epartment at the commencement of the present 
year, beyond its available means, of three hun- 
dred and fifteen thousand five hundred and ninety- 
nine dollars and ninety-eight cents, which, on 
the Ist of July last, had been reduced to two 
hundred and sixty-eight thousand and ninety-two 
dollars and seventy-four cents. It appears also 
that the revenues for the coming year will exceed 
the expenditures about two hundred and seventy 
thousand dollars, which, with the excess of rev- 
enue which will result from the operations of the 
current half year, may be expected, independ- 
| ently of any increase in the gross amount of post- 
ages, to supply the entire deficit before the end of 
| 1835. But, as this calculation is based on the 
| gross amount of postages which had accrued 
| within the period embraced by the times of strik- 
| ing the balances, it is obvious that without a pro- 
| gressive increase in the amount of postages, the 
rere retrenchments must be persevered in 
t 
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hrough the year 1836, that the Department may 
ccumulate a surplus fund sufficient to place it in 
condition of perfect ease. 

It will be observed that the revenues ‘of the 
Post Office Department, though they have in- 
creased, and their amount is above that of any 
į former year, have yet fallen short of the estimates 
more than a hundred thousand dollars. This is 
| attributed in a great degree to the increase of free 
: letters growing out of the extension and abuse of 
the franking privilege. There has beena gradual 
increase in the number of exccutive officers to 
which it has been granted; and by an act passed 
in March, 1833, it was extended to members of 
Congress throughout the whole year. It is be- 
lieved that a revision of the laws relative to the 
franking privilege, with some enactments -to en- 
force more rigidly the restrictions under which it 
is granted, would operate beneficially to the 
country, by enabling the Department at an earlier 
period to restore the mail facilities that had been 
withdrawn, and to extend them more widely 
as the growing settlements of the country may 
require. 
| ‘To a measure so important to the Government, 

and so just to our constituents, who ask no ex- 
clusive privileges for themselves, and are not 
willing to concede them to others, I earnestly 
recommend the serious attention of Congress. 

The importance of the Post Office Department, 


a 
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and the magnitude to which it has grown, both 
in its revenues and in its operations, seem to 
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demand its reorganization by Jaw. ‘The whole of 
its receipts and disbursements have hitherto been 
left entirely to executive control and individual 
discretion. The principle is as sound in relation 
to this as to any other Department of the. Gov- 
ernment, that as little diserction should be con- 
fided to the executive officer who controls it, as 
is compatible with its efficiency. It is therefore 
earnestly recommended that it be organized with 
an Auditor and Treasurer ofits own, appointed by 
the President and Scnate, who shall be hranches 
of the Treasury Department. 

Your attention is again respectfully invited to 
the defect which exists in the judicial system of 
the United States. Nothing can be more desira- 
ble than the uniform operation of the Federal 
Judiciary throughout the several States, all of 
which, standing on the same footing as memberé 
of the Union, have equal rights to the advantages 
and benefits resulting from its laws. This objéet 
is not attained by the judicial acts now in force, 
because they leave one fourth of the States with- 
out circuit courts. 

It'is undoubtedly the duty of Congress to place 
all the States on the same footing in this respect, 
either by the creation of an additional number of 
associate judges, or by an enlargement of the 
circuits assigned to those already appointed, so 
as to include the new States. Whatever may be 
the difficulty in a proper organization of the judi- 
cial system, so as to secure its efficiency and 
uniformity in all parts of the Union, and at the 
same time to avoid such an increase of judges as 
would encumber the supreme appellate tribunal, 
it should not.be allowed to weigh against the 
great injustice which the present operation of the 
system produces, 

l trust that [ may be also pardoned for renew- 
ing the recommendation I have so often submit- 
ted to your attention, in regard to the mode of 
electing the President and Vice President of the 
United States. All the reflection E have been able 
to bestow upon the subject increases my convic- 
tion that the best interests of the country will be 
promoted by the adoption of some plan which will 
secure, in all contingencies, that important right 
of sovereignty to the direct control of the people. 
Could this be attained, and the terms of those 
officers be limited to a single period of either four 
or six years, I think our liberties would possess 
an additional safeguard. 

At your last session I called the attention of 
Congress to the destruction of the public building 
occupied by the Treasury Department. As the 
public interest requires that another building 
should be erected, with as little delay as possible, 
it is hoped that the means will be seasonably pro- 
vided, and that they will be ample enough to 
authorize such an enlargement and improvement 
in the plan of the building as will more effectually 
accommodate the public officers, and secure the, 
public documents deposited in it from the casu- 
alties of fire. 

I have not been able to satisfy myself that the 
bill entitled, ‘* An act to improve the navigation 
of the Wabash river,’? which was sent to me at 
the close of your last session, ought to pass, and 
Ihave therefore withheld from it my approval, 
and now return it to the Senate, the body in which 
it originated. : 

There can be no question connected with the 
administration of public affairs, more important 
or more difficult to be satisfactorily dealt with, 
than that which relates to the rightful authority 
and proper action of the Federal Government 
upon the subject of internal improvements. To 
inherent embarrassments have been added others 
resulting from the course of our legislation con- 
cerning it. i 

I have heretofore communicated freely with 
Congress upon this subject; and in adverting, to 
it again, I cannot refrain from expressing my in-. 
creased conviction of its extreme importance, as 
well in regard to its bearing wpon the mainte- 
nance of the Constitution, and the prudent man- 
agement of the public revenue, as on account of 
its disturbing effect upon the harmony of the 
Union. ; 

. We are in no danger from violations of the 
Constitution by which encroachments are made 
upon the personal rights of the citizen. The sen- 
tence of condemnation long since pronounced by 


the American people upon acts of that character 
will, I doubt not, continue to prove as salutary 
in its effects as it is irreversible in its nature. But 
against the dangers of unconstitutional acts which, 
instead of menacing the vengeance of offended 
authority, proffer local advantages, and bring in 
their train the patronage of the Government, we 
are, I fear, not so safe. To suppose that because | 
our Government has been instituted for the ben- | 
efit of the people, it must therefore have the power 
to do whatever may seem to conduce to the pub- | 
lic good, isan error into which even honest minds | 
are too apt to fall. In yielding themselves to this | 
fallacy, they overlook the great considerations 
in which the Federal Constitution was founded. 
They forget that in consequence of the conceded 
diversities in the interest and cendition of the dif- |! 
ferent States, it was foreseen, at the period of its | 
adoption, that although „a particular measure of 
the Government might be beneficial and proper | 
in one State, it might be the reverse in another— 
that it was for this reason that the States would 
not consent to make a grant to the Federal Gov- | 
ernment of the general and usual powers of Gov- |} 
ernment, but of such only as were specifically ! 
enumerated, and the probable effects of which | 
they could, as they thought, safely anticipate; | 
and they forget also the paramount obligation | 
upon all to abide by the compact, then so solemn- |! 
ly, and, as it was hoped, so firmly established. | 
In addition to the dangers to the Constitution, 
springing from the sources I have stated, there | 
has been one which was perhaps greater than all. | 
I allude to the materials which this subject has || 
afforded for sinister appcals to selfish feelings, and ; 
the opinion heretofore so extensively entertained ! 
of its adaptation to the purposes of personal am- || 
bition. With such stimulants it is not surprising | 
that the acts and pretensions of the Federal Gov- l 
ernment, in this behalf, should sometimes have | 
been carried to an alarming extent. The ques- 
tions which have arisen upon this subject have | 
rclated— 
1st. To the power of making international im- | 
provements within the limits of a State, with the | 
right of territorial jurisdiction, sufficient at least į 
for their preservation and use. 
2d. To the right of appropriating money in aid ; 
of such works when carried on by a State or by ! 
a company in virtue of State authority, surren- | 
dering the claim of. jurisdiction; and, 
3d. To the propriety of appropriation for im- 
rovements of a particular class, viz: for light- |! 
ouses, beacons, buoys, public piers, and for the 
removal of sand bars, sawyers, and other tempo- 
rary and partial impediments in our navigable | 
rivers and-harbors. 


| 
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of power incompatible with State sovereignty i 
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dation greatly weakened. The officers andagents : 
of the General Government might not always 
have the discretion to abstain from intermeddling 


not always escape the suspicion of having done | 
so. Collisions, and consequent irritations, would {| 


| could receive my official sanction. 


spring up—thatharmony which should ever exist 
between the General Governmentand each member 
of the Confedaracy, would be frequently inter- 
rupted—a spirit of contention would be ‘engen-' | 
he ae the dangers of division greatly multi- 
plied. : 

Yet we all know that, notwithstanding these 
grave objections, this dangerous doctrine was at 
one time apparently proceeding to its final estab- 
lishment with fearful rapidity, The desire to 
embark the Federal Government in works of 
internal improvement" prevailed in the highest 
degree during the first session of the first Con- 
gress that I had the honor to meet in my present 
situation. When the bill authorizing a subscrip- 
tion on the part of the United States for stock 
in the Maysville and Lexington Turnpike Com- 
panics passed the two Houses, there had been 
reported by the Committees of Internal Improve- 
ments, bills containing appropriations for such 
objects, exclusive of those for the Cumberland 
road, and for harbors and light-houses, to the 
amount of about one hundred and six millions of 
dollars, In thisamount wasincluded authority to 
the Secretary of the Treasury to subscribe for the 
stock of different companies toa great cxtent, and 
the residue was principally for the direct con- 
struction of roads by this Government. In addi- 
tion to these projects, which had been presented 
to the two Houses, under the sanctionand recom 
mendation of their respective Committees on In- 
ternal Improvements, there were then still pend- 
ing before the committees, and in memorials to 
Congress, presented, but not referred, different 
projects for works of a similar character, the 
expense of which cannot be estimated with cer- 
tainty, but must have excceded one hundred 
millions of dollars. 

Regarding the bill authorizing a subscription. tor 
the stock of the Maysville and Lexington Turn- 
pike Company as the entering wedge of a sys- 
tem, which, however weak at first, might soon 
become strong enough to rive the bands of the 
Union asunder; and believing that, if its passage 
was acquiesced in by the Executive and the peo- 
ple, there would no longer be any limitation upon 
the authority of the General Government in re- 
speet to the appropriation of money for such 
objects, I deemed it an imperative duty to with- 


i hold from it the executive approval. Although, 


from the obviously local character of that work, 
I might well have contented myself witha refusal 
to approve the bill upon that ground, yet, sensible 
of the vital importance of the subject, and anx- 
ious that my views and opinions in regard:to the 
whole matter should be fully understood by Con- 
gress and by my constituents, I felt it my duty to 
go further. I therefore embraced that early occa- 
sion to apprise Congress that, in my opinion, the 


fî Constitution did not confer upon it the power to 


authorize the construction of ordinary roads and 
canals within the limits of a State, and to say, 
respectfully, that no bill admitting such a power 
I did so, in 
the confident expectation that the speedy settle- 
ment of the public mind upon the whcle subject 
would be greatly facilitated by the difference be~ 


|| tween the two Houses and myself, and that the 
ii harmonious action of the several departments of 
| the Federal Government in regard to it would 
‘| be ultimately secured. f 


So far, at Jeast, asit regards this branch of the 
subject, my best hopes have been realized. Near- 
ly four years have clapsed, and several sessions of 
Congress have intervened, and no attempt, within 
my recollection, has been made to induce Con- 


i gress to exercise this power. The applications 
i for the construction of roads and canals, which 


were formerly multiplied upon your files, are no 
longer presented; and we have good reason to 


| infer that the current of public sentiment has be- 
| come so decided against the pretension as effectu- 
| ally to discourage its reassertion. Sothinking, I 


derive the greatest satisfaction from the convic- 


| tion that thus much, at least, has been secured 
; upon this important and embarrassing subject. 


From attempts to appropriate the national funds 


| to objects which are confessedly of alocal charac-. 
i ter, we cannot, I trust, have anything further to 


apprehend. My views in regard to the expedien- 


; cy of making appropriations for works which are 


claimed to be of a national character, and prose- 
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cuted under State authority, assuming that Con- 


gress have the right to doso, were stated in my | 
annual message to Congress in 1830, and also in |! 


that-containing my objections to the Maysville 
toad. bill. 


So. thoroughly convinced am] that no such ap- | 
propriations ought to be made by Congress until | 


a suitable constitutional provision is made upon 


the: subject, and so essential do I regdrd the : 


point to the highest interests of our country, that 
1 could not consider myself as discharging my 
duty to my constituents ‘in giving the executive 
sanction to any bill containing such an appropria- 
tion. If the people of the United States desire 
that the public Treasury shall be resorted. to for 
the means. to prosecute such works, they will 


concur in an. amendment of the Constitution, | 


prescribing a rule by which the national. charac- 
ter of the works is to be tested, and by which the 
greatest practicable equality of benefits may be 
secured to cach member of the Confederacy. The 
effects of such a regulation would be most salu- 
tary in preventing unprofitable expenditures, ir 
‘securing our legislation from the pernicious con- 
sequences of a scramble for the favors of Govern- 
ment, and in repressing the spirit of discontent 


which must inevitably arise from an unequal dis- | 


tribution of treasures which belong alike to all. 


There is another class of appropriations for . 
what may be called, without impropriety, inter- | 


nal improvements, which have always been re- 
garded as standing upon different grounds from | 
those to which [have referred. [allude to such as 
have for their object the improvement of our bar- 
bors, the removal of partial and temporary ob- 
structions in our navigable rivers, for the facility | 
and security of our foreign commerce. The | 
grounds upon which 1 distinguished appropria- 
ations of this character from others have already 
been. stated to Congress. I will now only add | 
that, at the. first session of Congress under the | 
new Constitution, it was provided by law, that | 
all expenses which should accrue from and after 
the fifteenth day of Aegust, 1789, in the neces- 
sary support and maintenance and repairs of all 
light-houses, beacons, buoys, and public piers, 
erected, placed, or sunk before the passage of the 
act, within any bay, inlet, harbor, or port of the 
United States, for rendering the navigation there- 
of casy and safe, should be defrayed out of the 


Treasury of the United States; and further, that | 


it should be the duty of the Secretary of the 
Treasury to provide by contracts, with the ap- 
probation of the President, for rebuilding when 
necessary and keeping in good repair the light- 
houses, beacons, buoys, and public piers in the 
several States, and for furnishing them with sup- 
lies. Appropriations for similar objects have 
een continued from that time to the present 
without interruption or dispute. As a natural 
consequence of the increase and extension of our 
foreign commerce, ports of entry and delivery 


have been multiplied and ‘established, not only | 


upon our seaboard, but in the interior- of the 
country, upon our lakes and navigable rivers. 
The convenience and safety of this commerce have 
led to the gradual extension of these expendi- 
tures; to the erection of light-houses, the placing, 
planting, and sinking of buoys, beacons, and 
piers, and to the removal of partial and tempo- 
rary obstructions in our navigable rivers, and in 
the harbors upon our great lakes, as well as on 
the seaboard. Although I have expressed to 
Congress my apprehension that these expendi- 
‘tures have sometimes been extravagant and dis- 
proportionate to the advantages to be derived 
from them, I have not felt it to be my duty to re- 
fuse my assent to: bills containing them, and have 
contented myself to follow in this respect in the 
footsteps of allmy predecessors. 
ever, from expericnce and observation, of the 


o 


great abuses to which the unrestricted excercise | 
of this authority by Congress was exposed, I | 


have prescribed a limitation for the government 
of my own conduct, by which expenditures of 
this character are confined to places below the 
ports of entry or delivery established by law. 
kam very sensible that this restriction is not as 
satisfactory as could be desired, and that much 
embarrassment may be caused to the executive 
department in its execution, by appropriations 
for remote and not well understood objects. Butas 


Sensible, how- ` 


neither my own reflections, nor the lights which I 
may properly derive from other sources, have 
supplied me with a better, I shall continue to 
apply my best exertions toa faithful application 
of the rule upon which itis founded. I sincerely 
regret that I could not give my assent to the bill | 
entitled ‘* An aet to improve the navigation of the 
Wabash river;” but I could not have done so 
without receding from the ground which I have, 
upon the fullest consideration, taken upon this 
subject, and of which Congress has been hereto- | 
fore apprised, and without throwing the subject 
again open to abuses which no good citizen, 
entertaining my opinions, could desire. 


fellow-citizens, in whose liberal indulgence t have 
already so largeby participated for a correet ap- 
preciation of my motives in interposing, as [have | 
done, on this, and other occasions, checks to a 
course of legislation which, without in the slight- 
estdegree calling in question the motives of others, 
I consider as sanctioning improper and unconsti- 
tutional expenditures of publie treasure. 


| 
I| wish to see them extended to every part of the | 
il country; but I am fully nersiadeil if they are 
not commenced ina proper manner, confined to 
proper objects, and conducted under an authority | 
generally conceded to be rightful, that a successful 
prosecution of them cannot be reasonably ex- | 
pected. The attempt will meet with resistance | 
where it might otherwise receive support; and 
instead of strengthening the bonds of our Con- 
fedcracy, it will only multiply and aggravate the 
causes of disunion. 


i 
i 
i 
} 
t 


ANDREW JACKSON. 
December 1, 1834. d 

The message having been read, 

Mr. WHITE moved that five thousand copies 
thercof, and fifteen hundred copies of the accom- 
panying documents, be printed for:the use of the 
j members of the Senate; which was agreed to. 


NEWSPAPERS FOR SENATORS. 


The. resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
Kureur, relative to authorizing asubscription for 
newspapers for the use of the members, was taken 
up for consideration. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, said that, upon inquiry, 
he found that resolutions similar to the present, 
and for the same object, had been frequently 
passed by both Houses of Congress, and with so 
little interruption, heretofore, that it now consti- | 
‘tuted a regular practice. At one time it was 

admitted that it was a very improper one, and, 
notwithstanding the continuance of the practice, 
it was still equally so. He hoped that some gen- 
tleman who was in favor of it would show some 
reasonable connection between the propriety of 
the practice’ of printing the documents of the 
Senate and subscribing for the various newspapers 
of the day, or any of the fashionable novels, the 
Waverley Novels, or the romances of Mrs. Rad- 
cliffe. It was true that the newspapers and peri- 
‘ odicals might contain speculations of the editors 
on political subjects, but so did the works of 
Bolingbroke, anda variety of other authors. They 
might also contain a republication of the pro- | 
ceedings of this bedy, and notices of subjects con- 
nected with the legislation of Congress, but they 
did not necessarily contain them. They were 
unconnected with every branch of this Govern- | 
rent. Honorable gentlemen, he thought, should 
show some reasonable connection between the 
printing of documents and subscribing for news- 
papers. To admit the power was no argumént | 
1n favor of the utility or expediency of exercising 
it. We should never exercise power merely to 
show that we possess it. A few thousands could 
not be expended more uselessly than in this 
way. Many flourishes might be made about the 
amount of useful information which the members 
would derive from the subscriptions te news- 
papers, but was there a single individual mem- 
ber, either of this-or the other House, who was | 
qualified for a-seat in Congress, who was not a | 
subscriber to more papers than he had leisure to 
read? He ventured to say there was none, and | 
he defied contradiction. The expenditure con- | 
templated was therefore uscless, and not neces- 


I rely upon the intelligence and candor of my || 


the Mirror, the Lad Book, &c., and afterwards 
folding them up sal acain throwing them on Mr. 
Barry to send to their wives, their daughters, and 
their sweethearts? The mail was improperly 
burdened with such things. A majority of the 
Senate, at the Tast session, looked at the same 
| principle involved in another subject, and cor- 
rected it. He (Mr. K.) opposed the principle 
then, but he took no credit to himself for it, 
because he usually acted with the party who had 
no power in this body, and therefore he gave all 
the credit of the measure he allu@ed to to the 
| Opposition. He concluded by moving that the 
resolution be laid on the table. 

The motion was disagreed to; and the resolu- 
| tion was then adopted. : 


` CONTINUATION OF A COMMITTEE, 


Mr. POINDEXTER offered the follawing res- 
olution; which, on his motion, was considered 
and adopted: : 

Resolved, That the 34th rule of the Senate, so 
far as respects the Committee on Public Lands, 


` 


; : : |! be s > ; pre ittte | 
Cam not hostile to internal improvements, and || be suspended; and that the present committee he 


continued with all the powers vested in them, and 
subject to all the duties enjoined on them by the 
j several resolutions of the Senate, at the last ses- 
sion, relative to frauds inthe sale of the public 
lands. 


The Senate then adjourned. 


} 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, December 2, 1834. 


The following members appeared in addition to 
| those who answered to their names on Monday: 
Messrs. HowELL, Hennerson, BANKS, YOUNG, 
FowreRr, Suinn, Jackson of Massachusetts, 
Wisg, P. C. FuLLER, Boutpin, HAZELTINE, AL- 
LEN of Ohio, Loyart, CHINN, CouLTER, and 
GALBRAITH. \ 

H. F. Janes, a new member from Vermont, 
appeared, was sworn, and took his seat. 


REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 


Mr- McKINLEY, from the joint committee 
appointed yesterday to wait on the President of 
the United States, reported that they had per- 
formed that duty, and that the President had 
informed them that he would send a communica- 
| tion, in writing, to cach House, at twelve o’clock 

this day. j 

A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by the hand of Anvrew J. 
Donexsox, Esq., his Seeretary; which will be 
found in the Senate proceedings of to-day. 

After the reading of the message from the 
Clerk’s table, 

On motion of Mr. CONNOR, it was ordered 
that it be referred to the Committee of the Whole 
„on the state of the Union, and-that ten thousand 
copies of the message and accompanying doc- 
uments be printed. h 

On motion of Mr. BOON, the House then ad- 
journed. 


H 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, December 3, 1834. 
The Hon. Mr. Brown of North Carolina, Mr. 


Tomumson of Connecticut, and Mr. Srracur 
of Maine, appeared and took their seats. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


A message was received from the President 
i of the United States, communicating the annual 
report of the Treasury Department. 7 

On motion of Mr. BENTON, the reading of 
ithe report was dispensed with, and the usual 
number of copies was ordered to be printed. 

The VICK PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Treasury Depart- 


ment, containing the receipts and expenditures of 


that Department for the year 1833. 
PUBLIC LANDS IN MISSISSIPPI. 
Mr. POINDEXTER submitted the following 
resolutions: 
Resolved, That the Commissioner of the Gen- 


eral Land Office be dirccted to communicate to the 
Senate a list of the purchasers of the public lands 


sary. What must be the reflection on seeing 
grave Senators seated at their desks looking over 


~- 


at the land offices in Columbus and Chocchuma, 
in the State of Mississippi, specifying the name 
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of each original purchaser, and of the assignee or 
assignees to whom the certificate of purchase 
may have been indorsed, the quantity of land 
purchased by each, and the price per acre paid for 
each tract respectively, between the first day of 
October, 1833, and the first day of January, 
1834. 

Resolved, That the said commissioner be di- 
rected to report to the Senate the aggregate num- 
ber of acres of the public lands offered at public 
sale, by proclamation of thé President of the 
United States, at each of the land offices in the 
State of Mississippi, from the first day of Janu- 
ary, 1833, up to the present time. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 


Mr. EWING gave notice that on to-morrow he 
would ask leave to introduce a bill to settle and 
establish the northern boundary line of the State 
of Ohio. i 

Mr. MOORE gave notice that on Monday | 
next he would ask leave to introduce the follow- 
ing bills: 

A bill authorizing the relinquishment of the 
sixteenth sectioas granted for the use of schools, 
and the entry of other lands in lieu thereof; 

A bill for the relief of Elijah Simmons; 

A bill for the relief of Eli Robinson; 

A bill for the relief of Samuel Smith, Linn Mc- 
Ghee, and Semoice, Creek Indians; and 

A bill for the relief of Susan Marlow. 


REFERENCE OF PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


On motion of Mr GRUNDY, so much of the 
President’s message as relates to the Post Office 
Department was referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads 

The Senate then adjourned 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Wepyespay, December 3, 1834 


The following members appeared: 

Messrs. ALLEN of Vermont, Fuiron of Vir- 
ginia, Buarr of Tennessee, Hanweaanof Indiana, 
Guoxsoy of Virginia, Granamof North Carolina, 
STEWART of Pennsylvanis, Crane and Corwin of 

io. 


OBITUARIES——HON. CHARLES SLADE. 


Mr. CASEY rose (he said) to offer a resolution 
to the House expressive of the respect of the 
members of this body for the memory of the Hon. |; 
Cuares SLADE, late one of the Representatives 
from Mlinois on this.floor. In submitting the 
resolution which I now have the honor to do, for 
the considcration of the Housc, it is not my pur- 
pose to trespass, on its time or attention by aM 
labored eulogy on the character of my late dis- 
tinguished colleague and much esteemed friend, 
now no more. He died near Vincennes, Indiana, 
of that scourge of nations, cholera, on his way 
home from attending the last session of Congress. 
His amiable manners, his mild and benevolent 
disposition, his sound sense, and untiring devo- 
tion to his legislative duties while here, has made 
a lasting impression on all who knew him. 

He had a heart that responded to every advance 
of sympathy and benevolence; a heart formed 
for the most ardent attachments; open and undis- 
guised, the prominent traits of his, character were 
always before the world. 

But, suffice it to say that, though the dust of 
Cuartes Stave now sleeps with that of his 
fathers, he still lives in the hearts of hundreds and | 
thousands of his countrymen who, with sin- 
cerity, deplore his death. i 

I, therefore, respectfully ask the members of 
this House to concur with me in this humble, 
this last, tribute of respect to his memory. 

Mr. CASEY offered the following resolution; 
which was adopted: 

Resolved unanimously, That the members of 
this House will testify their respect for the memo- 
ry of Cuarres Stave, deceased, late a member 
of this House from the State of Illinois, by 
wearing crape on the left arm for one month. 


HON, BENJAMIN F. DEMING. 


Mr. JANES addressed the Chair as follows: 
It has become my melancholy duty to announce 
to this House the death, since the last session, 


| of moral character—the daily Christian deport- 


| deposited in their library, as a last tribute of re- ; 


! country. | 


of another of your then members. The Hon. 


| A.J. Doxersoy, Esq., his Private Secretary: 


| ette, accompanying a copy of the Declaration of : 


Bensamin F. Demine, of Vermont, departed this 

life on the 11th of July last, on his-way from this | 
place to his home in that State. The deceased 

had been but a short time a member of this body, 

but long had held a distinguished place in the | 
councils of his native State, and was there, and | 
wherever he was known, universally esteemed | 
and beloved as an enlightened and honest states- 

man, as an amiable citizen, asa Christian of pure 

and unsullied morals. However flattering it may | 
be to hold a seat on the floor of this House, to me 
it is deeply affecting that the one I have the honor į! 
of occupying has been made vacant by the death | 
of an able legislator; by the removal from his | 
family of an affectionate husband, a kind parent; 
and from me, a long and most valued personal 
friend. But, if we be permitted to gather hope 
from the public and private worth—the rectitude 


ment of men—few, if any, have left more com- 
forting, more enduring, evidences than the de- 
ceased, that he has now a crown of immortality, 
an eternal rest. 

Mr. J. then offered the following resolution; 
which was agrecd to: 

Resolved unanimously, That tie members of 
this House will testify their respect for the mem- 
ory of Bensamin F. Deming, deceased, late of | 
the State of Vermont, by wearing crape on the 
left arm for one month. 

On motion of Mr. HUBBARD, the House 
adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, December 4, 1834. 
The Hon. Mr. Leren, one of the Senators from ! 
Virginia, appeared, and took his seat. 


The following message was received from the | 
President of the United States, by the hands of | 


To the Senate of the United States: 
Í transmit to Congress a communication ad- 
dressed tome by Mr. George Washington La Fay- | 


Independence, engraved on copper, which his | 
illustrious father bequeathed to Congress, to be | 
placed in their library, as a last tribute of re- | 
spect, patriotic love, and affection for his adopted | 
country. 
I have a mournful satisfaction in transmitting |! 
this precious bequest of that great and good man, | 
who, through a long life, under many vicissi- | 
tudes, and in both hemispheres, sustained the 
principles of civil liberty asserted in that memor- 
able declaration, and who, from his youth to the | 
last moment of his life, cherished for our beloved | 
country the most gencrous attachment. i 
ANDREW JACKSON. 
The bequest accompanies the message to the | 
House of Representatives. A.J 
December 4, 1834 
The Letter inclosed in the above. 
Paris, June 15, 1834. 
Sir: A great misfortune has given me more 
than one solemn and important duty to fulfill, and 
the ardent desire of accomplishing with fidelity 
my father’s last will emboldens me to claim the | 
patronage of the President of the United States, | 
and his benevolent intervention, when Iam obliged || 
respectfully and mournfully to address the Senate | 
and Representatives of a whole nation. | 
Our forever-beloved parent possessed a copper- || 
plate, on which was inscribed the first cngraved 
copy of the American Declaration of Independ- ; 
ence; and his last intention, in departing this 
world, was, that the precious plate should be pre- | 
sented to the Congress of the United States, to be | 


spect, patriotic love, and affection, for his adopted | 


Will it be permitted to me, a faithful disciple | 
of that American school, whose principles are so | 
admirably exposed in that immortal Declaration, 
to hope that you, sir, would do me the honor to | 
communicate this letter to both Houses of Con- | 
gress at the same time that, in the name of his | 
afflicted family, you would present to them my | 
venerated father’s gift? . ij 

In craving such an important favor, sir, the son | 


of General La Fayette, the adopted grandson of | 


Washington, knows, and shall never forget, that 
he would become unworthy of it if-he was ever 
to cease to be a French and American patriot. i 

With the utmost respect, I am, sir, your de- . 
voted and obedient servant, oe : 
GEORGE W.LA FAYETTE 


To the Presipent of the United States. 
BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. EWING, in pursuance of notice: yester 
day, and on leave given, introduced a bill to settle 
and establish the northern boundary line of the 
State of Ohio. 7 

RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 


The resolutions submitted by Mr. PorNDEXTER 

yesterday were considered and adopted. 
ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY 

On motion of Mr. KANE, it was . 

Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns it 
adjourn over to Monday next. 

WABASH RIVER. 

_ Mr. TIPTON submitted the following resolu- 
tion: i 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and - 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of an appropriation to improve the naviga- 
tion of the Wabash river. 

This resolution lies on the table one day. 

On motion of Mr EWING, the Senate ad- 
journed. ; 


` 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, December 4, 1834. 

On motion of Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, it 
was ordered, that the standing committees of the 
House be appointed. > 

ELECTION OF CHAPLAINS. 

On motion of Mr. GRENN ELL, it was 

Resolved, That two Chaplains, of different de- 
nominations, be elected by Congress, one by each 


| House, to serve during the present session, who 


shall interchange weekly. 
REPORTS FROM THE TREASURY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the an- 
nual report of the Secretary of the Treasury on ` 
the state of the finances; which, on motion of Mr. 
Po.x, was laid on the table, and ten thousand 
copies ordered to be printed. :,„ 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
communication from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, inclosing a copy of the receipts and expend- 
itures of the Government for the year 1833; which, 
on motion of Mr. Poxk, was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
communication from the Secretary of the 'Treas- 
ury, inclosing a report of the register and receiver 


‘| of the land office atSt. Stephen’s, Alabama; which, 


on motion of Mr. Connor, was laid on the table, 
and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of the ‘Treasury, containing 
the annual estimates of appropriations for the 
year 1835; which, on motion of Mr. PoLK, was 
laid on the table, and directed to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message was received from the President of 
the United States, transmitting a communication 
from George Washington La Fayette, which 
will be found in the Senate’s proceedings. 

On motion of Mr. EVERETT, of Massachu- ` 


setts, the communication was referred to the 


| Committee on Forcign Affairs. 


CONTINGENT FUND OF THE HOUSE. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the Clerk, inclosing his annual report of 
the disbursement of the contingent fund of the 
House for the year 1833; which, on motion of 
Mr. CONNOR, was laid on the table, and or- 
dered to be printed. . 

REPORT OF THE TREASURER OF THE 

UNITED STATES, 

The SPEAKER laid before the House. the 
annual report of the Treasurer of the United 
States; which was laid on the table, and ordered 
to be printed. 
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December 4, 


RESOLUTION INTRODUCED. 


Mr. WARDWELL submitted the following 
resolution; which lies one day for consideration: 
‘Resolved; That the Secretary of the Navy be 
directed to report to this Ilouse the amount ex- 
ended in erecting the ship-house at Navy Point, 
in the county of Jefferson, and State of New York, 
and the expense of keeping the same in repair. 
Also, the like information in relation to the vessel 
built and: lately sold at Storr’s Harbor, in said 
county, and the amount of compensation allowed 
to the officer or officers, person or persons,-who 
have from time to time had charge of the same. 
Also, the reasons, if any exist, for the further 
reservation of the vessel and ship-house at Navy 
oint. Also, that he report the amount hereto- 
fore paid fag the use and occupation of the land 
now belonging to the heirs of Henry Eckford, 
deceased, at Navy Point and Storr’s Harbor, on 
which. the vessels New Orleans and Chippewa 
were built, and ‘also the terms of any contract 
which may have been made with the Govern- 
ment, or its authorized agent, for the use and oc- 
cupation of such land. 


PRINTING A REPORT. 
On motion of Mr. WHITE, of Florida, a re- 


port made by the engineer department at the last | 


session, in relation to the canal between Pensa- 
cola and Mobile Bays, was ordered to be printed. 
ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

On motion of Mr. MANN, of New York, it 
was ordered that when the Elouse adjourns, it 
will adjourn to meet again on Monday next. 

On motion of Mr. M. the House then adjourned. 


Report 


Of the Secretary of the Treasury on the state of the 
Finances, 


Theasont DerdntieNa, } 
ecember 2, 1834. 

The Secretary of the Treasury respectfully 
presents the following report, in obedience tọ the 
Tan Supplementory to the act to establish the 

reasur cpartment, 

He ould ie the attention of Congress— 

1. To the Public Revenue and Expenditures. 

The balance.in the Treasury, onthe Ist of Jan- 
uary, A. D. 1832, was...... Re x $4,502,914 45 
The actual receiptsinto the Treas- 

ury during the year 1832, from , 

all sources, WEC, aseeseen eoo 31,865,561 16 
Making the whole amount in the ` 

‘Treasury in that year. e... e.. $36,363,475 61 
The actual expenditures during i 

the same year, including the 

public debt, were..... eee eee 
The balance in the Treasury on 

the Ist of January, A. D. 1333, 

was, therefore... .cesseeccees 
In. addition to this balance, the re- 

ceipts, during the year 1833 

were, from all sources. sneer 6 

Viz: from— 

Customs... ++ a... 829,032,508 91 
Lrands....+-..4++ 3,967,682 55 
Dividends on 

bank stock.... 474,985 00 
Sales of bank 

stock. ...se..e. 135,300 00 
Incidental items.. 337,949 79 
These made, with the above bal- 

ance, an aggregate Of.....e.. 
The expenditures during A. D. 

1833, Were... cccerccccsvcsses 

Viz: on the 

Civil list, forcign 

intercourse, and 

miscellaneous 


34,356,698 06 
2,011,777 55 


33,048,426 25 


35,960,203 80 
24,257,298 49 


$5,716,245 93 


ord- 
nance, Indian 
affairs, pen- 
sions, arming 
militia, and in- 
i ternal improve- 
Ments....ereee. 13,096,152 43 
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Naval service, in- 
cluding gradual 
improvement... 3,901,356 75 

Public debt...... 1,543,543 38 

Thus a balance was left in the 
Treasury, on the Ist of Janua- 
ry, 1834, amounting to.. se aes. 

The receipts into.the Treasury as- 
certained and estimated, during 
A. D. 1834, are computed to be 

Of these the receipts during the 
first three quarters are ascer- 
tained to have been.....eeeeer 

Viz: from— 

Customs........-$12,740,872 25 

Lands.....e0008 3,076,475 50 

Dividends on bank 
stock 

Sales of bank stock 

Incidental items 


11,702,905 31 
20,624,717 94 


16,324,717 94 


ie 19 


$16,324,717 94 

And those, during the fourth 
quarter, it is expected, will be 
Thus, with the balance on the Ist 
of January, 1834, they form an 


4,300,000 00 


aggregate Of. ..eee.-06 PPAT 32,327,623 25 
The expenditures of the whole 

year are ascertained and esti- 

mated to be..eeseeeseree ..... 25,591,390 91 


Of these, the expenditures during 
the first three quarters are as- 
certained to have becn. seses.. 

Viz: on— 


16,545,342 92 


Civil list, foreign 


intercourse, and, 
miscellancous.. $3,475,527 08 

Military service, 

including fortifi- 
cations, &c..... 8,349,400 06 

Naval service, in- 
2,913,183 12 


eluding, &c.... 
Duties refunded.. 108,546 19 
1,698,686 47 


Public debt....... 
The expenditures for the fourth 
quarter, including $4,462,330 99 
on account of the public debt, 
it is supposed will be about.. 
Thus leaving on the Ist of Janu- 
ary, 1835, an estimated bal- 
ance of... 
This balance includes what has 
before been reported by this De- 
partment as not available, the 
sum of about $1,400,000, but 
which is now ascertained to be 
reduced to about the sum of 
$1,150,000; making the comput- 
ed available balance on the ist 
of January, 1835, to be........ 


9,046,047 99 


6,736,232 34 


ee ee er ee ris 


It is estimated, that of former appropriations, 
there will remain uncxpended at the close of this 
year the sum of $8,002,925 13. 


Of this amount, it is supposed that only | 


$5,141,964 27 will be required to accomplish the 
objects intended by the current appropriations— 
leaving the sum of $999,742 93, applicable after- 
wards uuder permanent appropriations, and that 
of $1,523,308 79 to be applicd in aid of the ap- 


propriations for the ensuing year, without reap- | 


propriation—as will be seen in the estimates when 
submitted, and the balance of $337,909 14, which 
has not been required at all,‘or seasonably, for 
the objects contemplated in its appropriation, and 
will, therefore, be carried to the surplus fund. In 


‘the examination of this result, as to outstanding 


appropriations, it should be noticed, that one 


| small amount of unclaimed interest on the public 


debt, and another of unfunded debt, though 
chargeable on the Treasury, are not included. 
Embracing those and the amount applicable af- 
terwards to permanent appropriations, there 
would not be money enough in the Treasury to 
pay, at once, every claim outstanding. But, ex- 
cluding them, it will be seen that the effective, 
unexpended funds on the Ist of January, 1835, 
will be $5,586,231 34, to meet what will be re- 
quired for the remaining and unexpended appro- 
priations, being $0,141,964 27; or, in other words, 
that our available means then on hand to discharge 
all the old and existing claims. on the Treasury, 


| with the exceptions before named, will be about 


$444,268 07 more than their actual amount. 
The next subject deserving consideration is the 


condition of ; 
2. The Public Debt. 


All the four and a half per cents, outstanding at 
the commencement of the present year, have been 
redeemed, except the sum of $443 25. Money 
sufficient to meet the whole balance was placed in 
the United States Bank and its branches, as com- 
missioners of loans, in May last, and that portion 
not yet paid to the holders of the debt still remains 
in these depositories. A partof the five per cent. 
stock, created in March, A. D. 1821, amounting 
to $4,712,060 29, was all of the $123,000,000 of 
debt existing in A. D. 1816, and of the subsequent 
additions to it which were leftto be redeemed. It 
did not become payable till the Ist of January, 
1835; but as there was sufficient money in the 
Treasury for the purpose, and it having been con- 
sidered beneficial to the public to save, as far as 
practicable, all the accruing interest, carly in 
July last, agents were employed by this Depart- 
ment to purchase, at par, if possible, the whole 
of the remaining debt. Between that time and the 
30th ultimo, the Department had succeeded in 
redecming about $491,258 35 of it, and additional 
purchases are constantly making. In October 
Jast, the undersigned gave notice that the whole 
of this debt unredeemed after the Ist of January 
next would cease to bear interest, and would be 
promptly paid, after that date, on application to 
the commissioners of loans in the several States. 
Under authority from the commissioners of the 
sinking fund, this Department has since placed 
and made arrangements to place, seasonably, in 
those offices ample funds for the above purpose. 

Thus, before the close of the ycar, the whole 
will either be paid, or money provided to pay it 
—and the United States will present that happy, 


Jand probably, in modern times, unprecedented 


spectacle, of a people substantially free from the 
smallest portion of a public debt. $ 

Considering these facts, it was deemed proper 
to charge the whole amount of the remaining 
debt to the expenditures of the present year. In- 
terest on all not paid before the 30th ultimo has 
been computed till the Ist of January next, the 
time being so short; and the account for the pay- 
ment of the public debt, during the year, will 
then stand as follows: 

All the disbursements on account of the public 
debt, during the year 1834, will be, as before 
shown ....... tev ecceecoveeseces $6,161,017 46 
Of which there will have been ap- 

plied to principal, $5,964,774 93 
And to interest.... 196,242 53 

The stocks, which will have been redeemed by 
the application of this sum during the year, are— 
Of the residue of the exchanged 414 per cent. 

stock, issued under the act of the 26th of May, 

1824. ..+. on t... r. e. e $1,252,625 90 
The residue of the 5 per cent. 

stock, issued under the act of 

the 3d of March, 182]1......... 
Certain portions of unfunded debt, 38 74 
Treasury notes ....cecercecereee 50 00 

Making in all the principal before-named. 
There is an unfunded debt of about... $37,733 05 
Consisting of claims registered prior 

to 1798, for services and supplies 

during the revolutionary war, of 


ADOUL. ce ereveeoree ees $27,437 96 


s... trese 


4,712,060 29 


Treasury notes issued 
during the last war.... 5,975 00 
And Mississippi stock... 4,320 09 


Nothing has been paid on any of these during 
the present year, except $88 74; but should the 
certificates be ever presented, which is not very 
probable as to many of them, the means undoubt- 
edly will always exist for their payment at this 
Department. . 

3. The estimates of the Public Revenue and Expend- 
itures for the year 1835, next require attention, and 
are as follows: 

The receipts into the Treasury from all sources, 
during the year 1835, are esti- 

mated at...ceeeseccccsrecsescee $20,000,000 

Viz: from— 
Customs.......+.+2- 16,000,000 


Public lands, .. eserse 3,500,000 
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Bank dividends and mis- 
cellaneous receipts. ... 500,000 | 

To which add the balance of avail- 
able funds in the Treasury on | 
the Ist of January, 1835, esti- 


mated at.... 5,586,232 34 |} 


And they make together the sum 
Ofssesesesosreeconresorennee $20,086,232 34 ji 


The necessary appropriations for 
the year 1835, including those 
under new and permanent acts, 
are estimated at 915,660,232 73. 
But the whole expenditures for 
the service of that year are esti- 
mated to require the additional 
sum of $1,523,308 79, which has 
before ‘been appropriated and 
mentioned as applicable to the 
wants of 1835, without a reap- 
propriation, making together, 

Viz: on— 

Civil, foreign inter- 
course, and miscel- 
laneous items 

Military service, &c., 
pensions, and the 
appropriations un- 
der the act of 7th 
June, 1832......... 9,672,654 50 


Naval service, and 


$17,183,541 52 


2,788,225 85 


gradual improve- 
Ment. esseer reee 4,672,661 17 

Unclaimed intereston 
public debt......... 50,000 00 


To this add, as a contingent ex- 
penditure, abouthalftheamount 
of the average excess of appro- 
priations beyond the estimates 
during the last three years...... 2,500,000 00 


neon — | 


And they make the sum of..... $19,683,541 52 
Leaving an available balance in 

the Treasury, at the close of the 

year 1835, or on the Ist of Jan- 

ary, 1836, estimated at....... $5,902,690 82 | 


But should the whole amount of former appro- |} 
priations, current and permanent, that will be |! 
outstanding on the Ist of January, 1835, and be | 
needed to complete the services of former years— | 
amounting in all, as before shown, to the sum of 

$6,141,707 20-—be actually called for during the |; 
year 1835, there would be an apparent deficiency 
in the Treasury on the Ist of January, 1836. It | 
usually happens, however, that of the new and |; 
the old appropriations a sum of five or six millions || 
remains uncalled for at the commencement of each |; 
year; and hence no real deficit is then anticipated, ri 
nor much, if any, excess, after defraying all the |! 
expenditures then chargeable to the Treasury. | 

This estimate of receipts is formed où the sup- | 
position that the value of imports during the en- | 
suing year, and especially of those paying duties, į 
will not differ essentially from the average during || 
the last three years. Though our population has, 
within that period, probably increased over one 
million, yet our manufactures and internal trade 
have probably increased nearly in an equal pro- 
portion; and this circumstance, coupled with the | 
greater caution and frugality practiced during the 
past year, and still continuing, will, it is believed, 
tend to prevent any considerable augmentation 
in the consumption or importation of foreign 
articles. 

The imports during the year ending September 
30, 1834, are estimated in value at $123,093,351; 
being, compared with the preceding year, an j 
increase of $14,101,541. Those during the three || 
past years have, on an average, been about 
$111,038, 142. y 

The exports during the same year are estimated 
at $97,318,724; of which $74,444,429 were in i; 
domestic, and $22,874,29 s 
being, compared with the preceding year, an m- | 
crease of $6,655,321; of which $3,802,399 were in | 
articles of domestic, and $2,852,922 in those of 
foreign products. The average exports during the | 
last three years have been about $91,719,690; of j: 
which $69,407,976 are the average in articles of |) 


5 in foreign products— | 


| be similar, and the rate of duties on them will not, | 
by existing laws, be essentially altered till tHe ! 


“nately obtains both at-home and abroad. 


: sequence of the sales of our bank stock under 


| been called, in common parlance, the bill of ex- 
ii change, drawn on the French Government by i 
| this Department. 


i} that principal, which was the United States, rathe 
l! than for the credit of the bank; or, at the furthest, | 
! if similarand conflicting relations existed between 
! them and the bank, they should have pursued 


| course, thereby justly impairing the furt 


Tt 
| is therefore, in connection with the reasons before | 
| named, considered safe to infer that the imports || 


of the ensuing year may not differ materially from | 
that average. “Should they not so differ, the rev- | 
enue from customs will’ probably correspond in | 
substance with that of the past year, except so | 
far as it may be changed by the whole amount of | 
all the importations when compared with the | 
above average. ; | 

Because the classes and value of articles paying | 
duty, for aught which is known, will probably | 


The revenue from the sale of public lands has | 
been estimated at half a million more than the | 
amount it was estimated for the current year, and 
one million more than the amount for 1833. 

This estimate would have been made still larger 
had not the sales’ of the Chickasaw lands, which 
will probably exceed half a million of dollars, 
been pledged by treaty to other purposes, and not |! 
to the gencral revenue of the Government. 

This large computation is founded on the facts 
of the progressive increase for some time evinced; | 
the sum actually received during the past year; |} 
the great. quantity of new and salable lands | 
coming into market;the enlarged demand for them | 
to satisfy the necessary wants of our growing 
population, and of the emigrants from Europe, 
and the high prices which their produce fortu- 


| 
31st of December, 1835. | 
| 


it 


The revenue from bank dividends has been es- | 
timated at somewhat less than heretofore, in con- | 


the act of July 10, 1832, for the investment of the |; 
accruing income of the Navy pension and hos- 
pital funds—having already amounted to $656,600, |; 
and on which the Treasury can now receive no | 
dividends applicable to general purposes. Hii 
might perhaps be advisable to deduct a still |) 
further sum to meet any contingency, like that i! 


| of the present year, in which the United States | 


Bank, without the consent of this Department, |) 
or the sanction of Congress, and without any || 
forewarning of its intention, seized on about 
$170,041 of the estimated revenue from this source, |; 
and had since withheld it from the public Treas- | 
ury. | 
Copies of the opinions of the Attorney Gen- | 
eral, and the whole correspondence on this sub- |! 
ject between the Department and the bank, which |i 
took place previous to the request for ‘these 
opinions, are annexed, for the consideration and | 
action of Congress. It may be proper to add, 
that within a few days past a new communication 
in relation to this transaction has been received 
from the bank, and when a reply is finished, both 
will be submitted if desired. | 
No foundation appears to have existed in law 
or equity for the great claim of damages made by 
the bank on account of the protest of what has | 


It is believed that the bill, 
when protested, ought, by our agents abroad, 
had they acted with due regard towards their: 
principal, to have been taken up for the credit of 


iH 
the equitable course of taking it up for the credit || 
of both the United States and the bank, or the |: 
more liberal one of giving the preference to the ij 
Government, which was the drawer; and in either |; 
of these events, no room for difficulty, by this |; 
extraordinary claim, would probably have been 
left. But as these agents preferred a different | 


her con- | 


al 
| 


i 


| fidence of the Government in their discretion, it | 


would seem that the bank “in the next place, i 
having long been the general fiscal agent of the l; 
Government, and the primary one in importance, | 
should have returned the bill, and made no charge | 
agains, its principal, the United States, except 


expenses it had incurred in-the transaction, The 
actual advances, by the bank, when the bill was, 
originally received, had only been a matter ‘of 
form, and were nothing. The money, in fact, 
never belonged to this Department, except in 
trust for the merchants, or their widows and or- 


-phans, who had suffered by French spoliations; 
land a sum exceeding the whole amount of- it 


having been left in. the bank and its branches, 
and no part of the money having ever been brought 
into the Treasury by warrant, it was immedi- 


‘ately, on notice of the protest, restored in form, 


and a willingness was expressed to make remu- 
neration to the bank for all reasonable costs and 
expenses. But the temptation of an opportunity 
to obtain more from its principal, by a novel 
species of litigation, through a virtual judicial 
prosecution for damages, against the Government 
of the Union, seems to have been too strong for 
resistance; and the bank concluded to depart from 
the above equitable rule, and by some technical 
regulation of strict law between individuals, to 
attempt to procure alarge sum, as mere construel- 
ive damages, and by the extraordinary mode. of 
seizing on the dividends which had been declared 


; by the bank itself to belong to the United States, 


and of withholding them to abide the ordinary 
contingencies of a lawsuit. 

It seems to have preferred this urprecedented 
course, rather than to pursue the usual fiode.of 
a petition addressed to the justice of Congress, 
though Congressis well known to be the custom- 
ary and only tribunal for adjusting controverted 
claims against the Government, when no suit is 
pending by the United States, and the only tribu- 
nal which, under the Constitution, is empowered 
to appropriate. money to discharge any claim 
whatever After applying to this Department, 
and being, so long as a year ago last June, in- 
formed of its inability to admit, or authority to 
discharge, the damages demanded, it is remark- 
able that the hank should have continued to pay 
ver the accruing dividends, and not till after the 
last session closed, and when any deficiency in 
the ctirrent revenue could not be provided for, 
should, without any prior application to Con- 
gress, have resorted to this unusual procceding, 
and sought to have its claim against the United 
States adjudicated by the Judiciary, when the 
United States are not amenable to any citizen or 
corporation, high or low; before the Judiciary, 
for the decision of any claim, unless they have, 
of their own accord, been. pleased to resort to 
that tribunal by a previous action against a debtor} 
and, in which event only, is a set-off, under cer- 
tain limitations, authorized to be pleaded, as either 
equitable or legal. But here the United States 
had instituted no such action against‘the bank, 
and had no intention or foundation to institute 
one; and yet the bank, not in the case provided 
in the charter where dividends might be withheld, 
but by an unfaithful act, as an agent, and as a 
public corporation, towards its principal and the 
community, proceeded to seize their dividends in 
a case entirely different and most questionable in 


i equity as well as law, and refused to fulfill the 


duty imposed by its charter, and by civil and 
moral obligations, of paying over those dividends 
promptly to the Treasury. Tn the adoption of 
this reprehensible course, an attempt is made to 
force the Government either to lose their divi- 
dends entirely, or to pay acontroverted claim for 
damages, which, so far asany of its Departments 
or officers have examined it, was fownd and pro- 
nounced to be groundless; or consent to let the 


| United States be arraigned as a debtor, and com- 
| pelled to submit the claim to deeision before a 


branch of their own Government, to which such 
claims are not ordinarily submitted, and to whose 
decision it could not be referred in this instance, 
but by a previous commission on the part of the 
bank of a deliberate violation of its obligations. 
The further attempt appears to be made in this 
way: to take from Congress and the Executive 
the constitutional power, on their high official 
responsibilities and deep sense of ‘duty, to make 
or withhold appropriations to discharge all con- 
troverted demands against the United States, and 
to enable the Judiciary, instead of them, indi- 
rectly and unconstitutionally, to make these ap- 
propriations in all cases of citizens.or corpora 
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‘tions, who. possess doubtful claims, and are 
unscrupulous cnough to commit, in order to pre- 
vent their adjudication by Congress, a deliberate 
attack on the property of the United States, or a 
deliberate sequestration of. their acknowledged 
dues. é 

For further and more detailed views on this cx- 
traordinary case, a reference is made to the whole 
correspondence and opinions annexed, without 
‘the discussion of any course, which the power 
and the wisdom of Congress are able to select | 
for. evincing its opinions on thisoutrage, whether, | 
by withdrawing indulgences from the bank as to 
the receiptof its notes for publicdues, orby adopt- 
-ing some other measure on the subject which the 
nature of the transaction, the rights of the United | 
States, and the constitutional authority of Con- 
gress, may be thought to justify and demand. 

Believing that a similar scizure was not likely 
to be repeated by the bank in 1835, under the other 
pretense of satisfying claims for damages, in con- 
sequence of the removal of the deposits, asset up 
inits second letter, this Department has estimated 
the probable revenue the ensuing year from this 
source, at the usual rate of dividends lately made 
on all our stock in the bank, remaining after the 
sales which have taken place for the investment 
of the Navy pension and hospital funds. But 
should Congress, on a full examination of the | 
subject, think otherwise, it may be provident to 
supply some other equivalent for the portion of 
the estimated receipts. 

The estimate of revenue from miscellaneous | 
sources has becu computed a little below the 
actual reecipts of the current year, because the | 
dividends applicable to general purposes will be 
on a less amount of bank stock, and the antici- 
pated sales of such stock to meet the further 
wants of the before mentioned funds will be 
much reduced. 

In this explanation of the estimate of the re- 
ceipts during ‘the coming year, it is hoped that 
satisfactory reasons have been assigned to show 
its general accuracy. This estimate being one 
anda half millions larger than that of last year, 
itis more likely to exceed than, like that, to fall 
short of the actual result. That estimate proved 
to be Jess than the actual receipts, probably about 
$2,000,000, or from customs about $1,200,000, 
from lands nearly $800,000, and the residue chiefly 
from larger sales of bank stock as before named, 
than was anticipated. As the first deduction of 
10 per cent. from the excess of duties on goods 
imported, and paying over 20 per cent. ad valo- 
rom, took effect on the Bist of December last, it 
was not practicable to fix beforehand, with much 
certainty, the amount of the diminution on ac- 
count of it from the revenue of the ycar, as the 


same value of merchandise might not be imported j| 


as in any previous year, which should be selected 
asa guide in forming the estimate: and the par- 
ticular kinds of merchandise thus imported, 
whether free, or paying a duty, might greatly 
fluctuate. To these uncertainties in the whole 
value, and in the kinds of goods imported, were 
to he added the circumstances that the system of re- 
duction going into operation was almost entirely 
new in practice ;and that the cash duties substituted 
for credit on some articles tended to render for- 
mer means of calculation still more inapplicable 
. and doubtful. 

It is hoped that, as the ensuing year is exposed 
chiefly to only one of these sources of uncertainty, | 
which is the whole value of dutiable goods im- 
ported, the estimate made for the income from 
customs will not, vary essentially from the amount | 
of receipts which time may prove to be correct. 


1 


the expectations expressed concerning them in 
the Jast annual report, except that the residue of 
the four and: a half per cent. stocks, although 
charged to 1833, was not in fact all reimbursed, 
or the money paid to the commissioners of Joans 


& 


$13,198 of them were redeemed in the residue of 


| 1833. Between the Ist of January and May, ; 
1834, about $497,697 more was redeemed, and : 


afterwards the sum of $759,271 was advanced to 
the commissioners of loans to meet the balance 
which was then outstanding. “Partly from this 
cause, therefore, reducing the actual expenditure 
in the fourth quarter of 1833 about a million 
below the estimate, and partly from an increase 
in the revenue of nearly two millions beyond the 
estimate of that quarter, from causes before enu- 
merated, the actual available amount in the Treas- 
wry on the Ist of January, 1834, was greater than 
the estimates; having been $10,302,905, instead 
of the estimated sum of $7,983,790. The cx- 
penditures in 1834, on account of the public debt, 
thus became increased beyond the estimate about 
$1,256,968. Another source of expenditute, in- 
creased during the past year, beyond.the esti- 
mates, was the sum of $75,407 for interest on the 


t 
i 


public debt, which had before been unclaimed, 
but which has since been demanded and dis- 
charged, and to meet which, probably from ad- 
hering to the usage of former years, or from an 
impression that it would remain uncalled for, no 
moncy had been ‘specifically set aside, nor any 
charge made to the expected expenditure of the 
year, 
present year, the appropriations in moncy, by 


acts stiil in force, have been computed to be about 
427,000,000. These constitute 


lions, and a balance of old appropriations liable 
to be called for, amounting to about five millions 
more. The whole appropriations thus chargeable 
for expenditures to the year, Gid not vary much 
from thirty-one millions of dollars in money, 


able extent and value, that were voted by Con- 
| gress. Having presented this explanation of the 
principal expenditures which have been charged 
to the present year, and defrayed to the extent 


In relation to the excess of revenue received 
from lands, over the estimate made for the year 
1834, the amount from that source happened to 
be unprecedcnted; and as full returns of the ver 
large sales in December, 1833, had not then been 
reecived, if was entirely unexpected. But the | 
actual excess this year, though not so large as in | 
the pfevious onc, coupled with circumstances be- 
fore named, has induced the Department to sub- 
mit a larger estimate, under this head, than has 
heretofore been made. i 

The estimates for the expenditures of the en-! 


1 
j 
j 
1 


suing year have been graduated and modified by | 
the following circumstances: the actual expend- i 


itures for the ycar 1833 did not differ much from ` 


‘dently retrenched from the expenditures con- 


li 
i 


! required, a basis has been laid. for showing the 
: reasons upon which this Department has pro- 
ceeded to reduce its estimates for new appropria- 
tions for expenditure. the ensuing year to the 
extent of about six and a third millions of dollars 
below those of last year. This is about one and 
a third of a million less, independent of the 
amount then estimated to be needed towards the 
discharge of the public debt. In that sum of new 
appropriations, amounting to about $21,000,000, 
| there was no permanent charge that. has been 

deemed likely to be much lessened for the ensu- 
ing year, such as the arming of the militia and 


somewhat fixed, such as those usually connected 
with civil and foreign purposes, the Navy and 
i ° : : $ 

i Army, including works classed as internal im- 


| diately, of so great diminution in number or 
f amount as might be desired and is hereafter ex- 
pected; but as large a reduction as practicable, 
without injury to the public interests and a neg- 


} 


for that purpose, within that year; but only | 


Besides these unexpected calls during the ; 


new acts of Congress, and by former permanent |! 


$ ) a new burden, | 
in addition to a balance of public debt which 
| remains to be paid, amounting to about six mil 


besides a number of grants of land of consider- j 


the gradual improvement of the Navy.. Nor, in. 
the opinion of this Department, will the great 
objects for expenditure, of a character general and | 


| provements, Indians and pensions, admit, imme- | 


titles of the Indians, and the removal of that un- 
fortunate race beyond the Mississippi, and by the 
rapid march of death among pensioners, and the 
detection of numerous frauds among their pro- 
| fessed agents, become still more diminished; and 
as our impost duties will be further reduced b 
the operations of the act of March, 1833, the re- 
duction both in revenue and in expenditure, for 
these great objecis, will, therefore, happily and 
conveniently for a time be likely very near to 
correspond. A more fixed amount for the ordi- 
nary peace establishment ofthe Army, and some 
other expenditures connected with the executive, 
legislative, and judicial departments, would, like 
what now exists, with greater precision and uni- 
formity in the expenses of the Navy, be a great 
desideratum in the permanent adjustment of our 
revenue system, and would tend, in many import- 
ant respects, to useful retrenchment. The grad- 
ual increase required in some classes of expendi- 
ture, by the gradual increase of our population 
and wealth, and of those public establishments 
which fluctuate with them, such as some parts of 
the judiciary, the legislative, and executive, could 
then be acqurately foreseen and provided for; 
while any extraordinary and unexpected enlarge- 
ment in expenses would then excite inquiry, and 
unless resting on clear and extraordinary causes, 
would justify opposition. When so resting, they 
would be met by the public cheerfully by’ means 
of increased taxes and revenue. 

Another important circumstance deserves 
consideration in explanation of the new and con- 
tingent item of $2,500,000, now first added to 
the estimates for the ensuing year. It has been 
ascertained by acarcful scrutiny and comparison, 
i that much of the great expenditures of the last 
four years, besides the payment of the debt, have 
aristn from appropriations by Congress to alarger 
amount, under particular heads, than the general 
estimates for the year, submitted by the Treasury, 
and to large appropriations to objects not specifi- 
cally included in any estimates. To illustrate 
this, an abstractof a table of the genera! estimates, 
appropriations, and expenditures, during the past 
two years, and of all these, but the expenditures 
|! during the past three years, has been prepared and 
|| is submitted, showing a difference between the 
i| estimates and appropriations, independent of the 
‘| public debt, in 1832, of between five and six mil- 
i} lone: in 1833, of nearly five millions; and in 1834, 
i| of about three millions. The largest portion of 
| this great increase, amounting in the first two 
|| years, from one quarter to one third of the whole 
i| appropriations, it will be seen is under the civil 
‘| and misccllancous heads, and under items classed 
with the military establishment, such as harbors 
improved, pensions, &c. For the information of 
the public on a comparison deemed so very im- 
‘| portant, itis proposed to publish the detailed table 
from which this is compiled, and a similar one 
hereafter, appended to the annual exhibit of the 
receipts and expenditurcs. Should this practice 
of making appropriations so greatly exceeding the 
estimates be continued by Congress, it will not 
only prevent much reduction, particularly under 
: the miscellancous head, but it will be necessary 
i to provide for the consequences of it by an 
| augmented revenue, proportionate to these de- 
i mands, or by a larger regular surplus in the 
| Treasury to mect such unexpected increases of 
| appropriations. It must be manifest, that itis 
ʻi ngtin the power of this Department to foresee 
and complete these increases with any degree of 


| 
| 
| 


lect of important duties, has been made in the :: accuracy, as, with the exception of some subse- 


| estimated expenditures for cach of them, being |: quent estimates, submitted after the annual ones, 


in all, after allowing a small increase in some, they depend almost wholly, in their inception, 
about one and a third million of dollars. t; on the pleasure and discretion of Congress; and as 
It is anticipated that with the valuable improve- | they consist chiefly of miscellaneous public ob- 


i 
| 
| ments of late years in steam, and the greatadvant- ` jects, and private grants for almost numberless 


y | ages in using these improvements for harbor and ;; causes, they may vary greatly in different years. 


maritime defense, some of the fortifications ori- ) Butit might be unfaithfulness in the undersigned, 
; ginally contemplated, may hereafter be wholly | towards both Congress and the public, since the 
‘dispensed with, or be built on a different and‘ extent of the influence of this excess on the ex- 
réduced scale; and though it is thought that only ; penditures, though always something, has been 
about two millions can the following year be pru- :' ascertained to be very large during the last three 
: years, not to bring it distinctly to their notice, and 
_ hot to submit a contingent item in the estimates 

for the purpose of covering it. Whether that 
: which the Department has now offered, reduced 
/as itis nearly one half-from the average of the 

actual excesses during the three pust ycars, will 


‘nected with fortifications and harbors, Indians 
and pensions, yet itis manifest, that very soon 
the amount required for those public purposes - 
must, by the completion of the most necessary | 
defenses, by the extinguishment of most of the 
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been made to the whole estimated expenditures 
for the ensuing year. A reduction so much lower 
than the late actual average excesses, is supposed 
to be justified from two leading considerations. 
One of them is the circumstance, that during a 
short session of Congress, which now occurs, 
fewer bills of a miscellaneous character can gener- 
ally be well examined and passed, than during a 
long session. Another is, that as our revenue di- 
minishes, it is probable that greater vigilance will 
be exercised by all, in the allowance of very an- 
cient and almost obsolete private claims, or of | 
claims very doubtful in character as to either facts 
or principles,and in making further appropriations | 
to some objects of public importance, which have 
already received liberal attention, and which, from 
their nature, must be expected to diminish rather 
than increase in their demands on the public 
Treasury. Thus, in regard to light-houses, cus- 
tom-houses, marine hospitals—not to enumerate 
various óbjects connected with internal improve- 
ment and public expenditure, within the Dis- 


appropriated for some years past, can be safely 
and, judiciously diminished in several respects, 
and in others almost entirely discontinued. If 
this be done, as it doubtless will be, with dis- 
crimination and judgment, though some new 
objects will have to be added, and increases in 
some old ones computed, yet it is probable thatthe 
saving in expense to the public will not only be 
considerable, but at the same time, no object of | 
a really commercial character, and of national 
magnitude, need be neglected, nor any power ex 
ercised, and treasure expended, in those doubtful 
cases of constitutional right in tbe General Gov- 
ernment, which tend to alicnaté brethren of the 
same political family, and to perpetuate excite- | 
ments unfavorable to useful legislation, and in 
some degree dangerous to our Union. It has 
been further considered, in the estimates and re- 
ductions for the ensuing year, that our whole | 
expenditure on account of the public debt has in 
one sense ceascd, either by completing the pay- 
ment of it, or by a deposit of money with the 
commissioners of loans, or a readiness of it in the 


whenever the holders choose to receive it. But | 
though all the principal and interest necessary for 


this object will, before the year closes, have been | 
‘| ous communities, we may well be proud of the 


placed ‘in the bank and its branches as commis- 
sioners of loans, yet the practice is, to require the 
interest, if not called for seasonably, to be, afte 


a certain period, returned tothe Treasury, and |; 
the principal only to be retained by the bank, till |; 


|i preservation of these institutions in their original 


otherwise directed by the commissioners of the 
sinking fund, or by Congress. The unclaimed | 
interest, after having been once paid out of the 
Treasury and returned, does not at this time ex- 


ceed $261,938, or the money ready there for its. |! r 
| been stated, that on the Ist of January, 1836, it 


discharge, after meeting all the outstanding cur 


rent appropriations. Under this practice, 1t will | 
be seen that its payment must constitute some {i 
annual charge on the Treasury till the whole is | 


actually adjusted, and consequently $50,000 for | 
that purpose has been included in the estimated 
expenditure of the ensuing year. This will prob- 
ably be nearly all the demands of any kind for į 
the public debt, in any form which will then be | 
made on the Treasury or the sinking fund. The 
rest of the sinking fund, if not abolished by Con- 


. : l; 
gress, could hereafter be applied for general pur--i 


poses. , an 
In substantial conformity to the proposition | 


nade last year by this Department, it would now : 
seem still more imperative on Congress to provide | ; i À 
‘available balance will to thatextent be increased. 
‘A minute analysis and examination of these un- 


that the money, whether principal or Interest, 
drawn from thé ‘Treasury and placcd in the bank | 
and its branches as commissioners of loans, and | 
which shall not be called for by the public ered- | 
itors before the close of the ensuing year, should 
be repaid into the Treasury and held under notice | 


to creditors to receive it there; that the office of |, 


| 
{ 
i 
I 
| 
| 
i 
H 
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commissioner of loans be abolished, the duties 
of the commissioner of the sinking fund, and the 
provisions as to the fund itself suspended, and 
such power devolved on this Department as may 
be necessary to a settlement of that pari of the debt 
which may not then have been demanded; and as 
the bank charter soon thereafter expires, to- pro- 
vide further that the books and other papers con- 
nected with the public debt should be returned, 
and deposited here to enable the Treasury to 
guard against mistakes and frauds. The whole 
amount unclaimed in possession of the bank on 
account of the public debt has been reduced to 
$282,333, and though about to be augmented by 
the transfer of a sufficient sum to meet the whole 
residué of the outstanding debt, it will probably 
not remain much larger at the close of the ensu- 


ing year. 


ith a little legislation of this kind, every- 
thing will be done by Congress which is deemed 
necessary to. close up, it is hoped forever, all 
the once large public debt of these United States. 
By the payment of the whole of it with punctu- 
ahty and fidelity, itis gratifying to reflect that 


| our public credit as a nation has been raised to a 
i high standing, and a-large stock of confidence 
; acquired from others, which in such future exi- 


gencies as are likely to happen sooner or later, in 


| all countries, will aid us to procure ample and 
i seasonable loans without ruinous discounts or 
| delays. 
i | Government of the Union has not only shown 
trict of Columbia—it is manifest that the sums |; 


In pursuing this honorable course, the 


good faith abroad to its foreign friends and allies— 


| those who lent assistance when most needed—but 
it has redeemed, whether at home or abroad, the 
entire debt of both the Revolution and the late 


preps or leaving their Treasury empty, trade 
anguishing, and industry paralyzed; but, on the 


as to give to our couvtry in this respect a very 
enviable superiority. 
When itis considered that this has been effected 


\ 


i | by a young, and, at first, not very numerous peo- 
Treasury sufficient to pay all which remains, |; 


ple, within about half a century, and who, during 
the same period, have provided such other and 


: ample means to sustain their useful systems of 


government, and to build up great and prosper- 


illustration our country affords of the financial 


_ ability of free institutions, and of the high desti-. 


nies in various respects, not appropriately notice- 
able on this occasion, but which may await our 


vigor, purity, and republican simplicity. 
From he views before taken of the probable 


‘wants during the ensuing year for expenditures, 


and of the probable receipts to meet them, it has 


was estimated that there will remain a surplus of 
available funds of about $5,900,690. This result 
has been attained by considering the unavailable 
portion of our funds then and now on hand, at 
the reduced sum of about $1,150,000, instead of 
$1,400,000, as heretofore reported. But it may 
be desirabie to Congress to know, that there is a 
prospect, during the ensuing year, of collecting 
some further portion of these funds. This will 


| be accomplished, it is anticipated, by the appoint- 


ment of some more active agents—by new com- 
promises—and by more rigorous requirements 1n 
collections where property exists, so as to reduce 
further the whole amount from $50,000 to $100,000; 
and if this hope be realized, the above-named 


available funds have recently been completed, and 


| willbe submitted in the supplemental report, soon 
| to be laid before Congress, on the present mode 


of keeping and disbursing the public revenue. 
But on the other hand, enlarged somewhat as this 


balance may happen to be from any causes, it 
should be remembered, that on*the 31st day of 
December, 1835, another reduction of ten ‘per 
cent. must, by the existing laws, be made from-a 
part of the present tariff; and if the surplus inthe 
Treasury, by a year from next January, should 


| prove to be increased to two millions, it could not; 


with safety, be regarded as too great for meeting, 
with a reduced rate of imposts on importations, 
the probable wants of the year 1836. At allevents, 
such is the uncertainty on that subject at this 
distance of time, that though something unusual 
in the latter part of the year 1836 may, inthe 
way of final dividends on our portion of the cap- 
ital of the bank stock, be received, yet it is not 


| now possible to foresee the contingencies that 


| may check either the present large importations 
‘of merchandise or large sales of land, and con- 
| sequently reduce the revenue derived from them, 
| or that may require an increase in our Army or 
| Navy expenditures, arising from those unfor- 
‘tunate collisions to which all nations are liable 
| that feel disposed to sustain the faith of treaties, 
i vindicate their public rights, and protect, efi- 
ciently, their commerce and citizens. No further 
reduction of the tariff, until that already provided 
for at the close of the ensuing year, would, there» 
fore, seem to be prudent. : : 

The reduction or increase of the tariff is now 
referred to with a view to revenue alone, and not 
with a view to questions so much agitated hereto- 
| fore, of protection, countervailing regulations, and 
the proper national policy to be pursued, as to 
the imported luxuries and necessaries of Ijfe. On 
those points, it is considered far better for the 
real manufacturers themselves, not engaged in 
mere speculative investments, as well as for com- 
merce, agriculture, and the revenue, that a policy 
should be selected, not unjust to their great inter- 
est, or either great section of the Union, and when 
once established, that frequent changes should be 
avoided, and the occasional increase or reduction 
| of revenue which may sometimes become proper 
for financial purposes, should be connected with 
articles wholly detached from the question of pro- 
tection to manufactures. The tariff, as to these 
| troublesome points, is regarded as now adjusted 
| by the act of March, 1833, till the year 1842, ex- 
cept in respect to such new regulations as may 
be required from time to time, for the due enforce- 
ment of the spirit of that act, or such other 
changes as new occurrences may satisfy the great 
| mass of the community are rendered proper for 
earlier modifications, without a departure from. 
the spirit of the compromise thenintended among 
the friends of free trade and of high protection: 

A separate report, on certain subjects relating 
to the dae enforcement of the present tariff, be- 
ing in preparation, only one of them will now be 
adverted to. It is the evasion of the present duty 
on silks from beyond the Cape of Good Hope, by 
their being first landed, and occasionally recol- 
ored, or restamped, in Europe, before imported 
into this country. In this way, and by the pres- 
‘ent discrimination in favor of European silks, 
! the revenue loses a very layge amount. As some 
illustration.of the loss by such discriminations, 
i the recent one in favor of French silks alone 
‘amounted to over $300,000 a year; and that now 
‘in favor of French wines amounts to nearly 
| $240,000 more; making a loss of over half a mil- 
|| tion a year on these two articles with only one 
| nation. 
| But, while on the other points, independent of 
i the spirit of the compromise of 1833, legislation 
| may be regarded as still fairly open, it certainly 
ought not to be attempted on so delicate and dif- 
ficult a subject, unless imperative cases for it 
| shall occur, whether combined or not with any 
‘increase or reduction of the tariff that may be- 
; come necessary as a mere question of revenue by 
| the actual condition of our receipts and expendi- 
tures. So far from any increase being necessary 
at present, or prospectively, the balance now on 
“hand in the Treasury, and the accruing revenue 
- under existing laws, will, in the opinion of the 

Department, prove aniply sufficient to answer all 
ordinary demands, and, united with our other 
resources, to answer any unexpected demands of 
_nho very extraordinary amount. 
As appears by the documents annexed, the 
! Government has about $6,343,400 subject to 
general use, invested im the United States Bank 


| 
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stock, and the sum of $1,882,500 invested in dif- 
ferent canal stocks; and the proceeds of the sales 
of which, if authorized in any unexpected defi- 
ciency, would, in most cases, prove amply suffi- 
cient, without any resort to an increased tariff. 
On the contrary, neither of the available balances 
estimated to be on hand in 1835 or 1836, after 
deducting what will be wanting for. outstanding 
‘appropriations, can probably exceed a million. 
Should the surplus, without that deduction, prove 
to be about six millions, as estimated, the under- 
signed respectfully submits that it will require 
no legislation,as that amount has been about the 
average usual balance retained on hand for many 
years—a balance that has furnished great facilities 
in meeting all claims, even at the remotest points, 
with punctuality and good faith, afforded much 
stability and elevation to our public credit, by 
roviding seasonably the means for a punctilious 
fulfillment of contracts, and yielded so great secu- 
rity against sudden evils of every kind in finan- 
cial affairs, as to render one of near that amount 
provident and economical; and especially so at 
this moment, when any surplus which may exist 
will accrue under a permanent compromise of the 
tariff, that. contains within itself a provision to 
reduce still further the duties, and undoubtedly 
the whole amount of our revenue after the close 
.of the coming year. 

It is a source of sincere congratulation, from 
‘the general prosperity of our commerce, and from 
the peace, industry, and abundanee, which so 
widely prevail over our fortunate country, under 
its admirable institutions, that researches are 
obligeď to be directed rather to the due reduction 
or disposition of any occasional surplus that may 
happen to exist in the Treasury, than to obtain 
sufficient for public purposes by taxation and 
other burdens. But under our altered system as 
to duties, and the public debt, it will be prudent 
‘to calculate that deficiencies, as wellas surpluses, 
may happen oftener than formerly. In the opinion 
of the undersigned, however, neither can be soon 
anticipated, so as to require immediate legislation. 
But should Congress think differently, no harm 
could arise from vesting a power in the Treasury 
Department, in case of an unexpected deficiency 
occurring in the revenue from any cause what- 
ever, to sell such portion of our public stocks as 
may be necessary to supply the public wants 
growing out of actual appropriations. In a con- 
tingency of that kind, against which, in the 
presentsystem of our revenue, and withouta large 
ordinary surplus to be applied as it can be spared, 
or not, for the payment of a public debt, in the 
manner heretofore practiced, itis dificult to guard 
effectually against not only the occurrence of a 
deficiency, but its usual evils, a delay, if not great 
embarrassment and injury to public creditors, and 
a violation of our plighted faith. At the same 
time, it might be expedient to provide that, when- 
ever the collections of the revenuc, permanently 
authorized, should prove to be in an excess not 
immediately needed, or useful as a proper surplus 
in the ‘Treasury, the Department should cither 
obtain interest for it of the banks where the 
largest amounts are long deposited, or invest it 


temporarily in some safe stocks, till needed, or h 


ull the tariff isagain changed. This would prob- 
ably secure a duc interest on it while retained, 
instead of the present and past modes of obtaining 
interest on any occasional surplus, by applying 
it in discharge of the public debt; and which 
mode, since the payment of the latter, can no 
longer be pursued. ‘ 

Should facts occur, which appear to require le- 
gislation, such an arrangement, like a regulator 
in some large or complicated machinery, remedy- 
ing any occasional irregularities, might operate 
more beneficially as to any considerable excess or 
deficiency, than yearly changes.of the tariff, made 
to meet yearly vibrations in our revenue, or to 
meet yearly reductions or augmentations in our 
expenditures. This subject of interest from the 
deposit banks, at some rate, and under some cir- 
cumstances, was adverted to ina report by a com- 
mittee in one House of Congress the last session, 
and would, at this time, be more fully examined 
in connection with that report, and the subsequent 
intimation of the United States Bank, of its claim 
for damages on account of the late removal of the 
deposits, connected, it is apprehended, with the 
idea. of a profit or interest derived from- them, 


1 


were it supposed that either point could, in the 
present’condition of things, be considered of any 
practical importance. ) 
at prescrit on hand,as before remarked, is merely 
the usual and convenient amount for current fiscal 


probably must, on an impression that the bonus 


posits, is not believed to be supported by the lan- 


bonus ‘for the exclusive privileges and benefits 
conferred by this act on the bank,” and which 
exclusive favors, whether termed privileges or ben- 
efits, consisted principally in the sole right of 
banking for twenty years, and for which alone, 


in his letter, December 24, 1815, thought ‘tha 


The letter further observed that,“ Independent 
‘of the bonus here proposed to be exacted, there 
| ‘are undoubtedly many public advantages to be 


‘bank, but they are generally of an incidental 


“bution of the revenue, may be regarded in the 


t fiscal connection with the Government.’’ 

If the reasons should ever be presented to this 
Department in support of the late intimation of a 
demand for damages for the removal of the depos- 
its, ina case where the bonus was claimed and 
paid on the above grounds, and where the right 


then probably be in season to enter more fully 
into this collateral question: or should the balance 
in the possession of the State banks, at any time, 
become much larger than the current demands 
existing against the Treasury, it will, if Congress 
do not earlier think proper to act on it prospect- 
ively, nor to authorize any temporary investment 
of it, be then considered necessary and proper for 
this Department to examine in what cases, and 
under what circumstances, on what surpluses, 


manded, in addition to the useful duties performed 


Department will not be understood as recom- 
mending that taxes should ever be imposed with 


income should be realized from it, by interest or 
an investment, until, at the end of every few 
years, a thorough revision of the tariff would, in 


ated as, during the next succeeding term, to be 


excesses or deficiencies, that had happened during 
the preceding term, and to lead to the sale and 
use of any interest or investments, which, in the 
mean time, had accumulated? i 

Those other questions, naturally connected 


regards the keeping and disbursing of the public 
money, might here be appropriately considered 
Yet, without any desire to avoid, but rather from 
a wish to submit that full and frank discussion 
of them which their acknowledged importance 


| and the exciting interest in them demand from the 
fiscal department of the Government, they will be 


postponed toa separate supplemental report, which 
will be confined exclusively to their considera- 
tion, and will soon be presented to Congress. 

It appears to the undersigned that a change in 


to commence after the last day of March, instead 
of September, and the annual appropriations 
begin from the same date, many delays and cm- 
barrassments would be avoided, and the inform- 
ation on the condition of the receipts and ex- 


Congress each session, could be much more full 
and accurate. i 


Upon the subject of the new coinage of gold 


But the balance of money i 


operations, and most of it is liable at any moment + 
to be withdrawn to meet existing appropriations. | 
While the intimation of the bank, resting, as it | 
was paid instead of interest on the public de- | 


guage or spirit of the charter, which required the | 


Mr. Madison, in his veto of 1815, and Mr. Dallas, | 


a bonus should be paid to the Government.” | 


‘drawn from the establishment of a national i 
‘kind, and, as in the case of the deposits, and distri- | 


‘light of equivalents, not for the monopoly of the | 
‘charter, but for the reciprocal advantages of a | 


to remove the deposits was expressly reserved in | 
the charter to the officer removing them—it will | 


and at what rate, interest could equitably be de- ; 
by the selected banks in behalf of the Treasury. | 
On these points, however, itis hoped that this : 


a view to permit a large surplus, any more than | 
a deficiency, to occur; but that, when the former | 
unexpectedly and unintentionally happens, an i 


the pursuit of this policy, be made, and so gradu- | 


likely to correct any great irregularities, whether ; 


with the present deposit banks, and, indeed, with | 
our whole existing system of finance, so far as ; 


the commencement of the fiscal year, and of the | 
time at which the annual appropriation began, ' 
| would be a great improvement in the financial | 

operations of the Government. If the year was | 


penditures of the previous year,.to be laid before | 


i 
il 
ji 


| and the operation of the acts of the last session 
relating to it, and the value and tender of foreign 
coins, this Department docs not, until further 


|} expericnce is had, contemplate offering many 
i 
i 


i 
iH 
HH 
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recommendations for new legislation. A partic- 
ular suggestion deemed proper is, that the one 
dollar gold coin, originally embraced in the late 
act, should be authorized. If found on trial to 
be convenient, as small gold coins have been 
found, some of less and some of little larger 
amount, in Portugal, Russia, Spain, Turkey, and 
Switzerland, it does not seem to comport with the 
interest and welfare uf the community to prevent 
its coinage and circulation here; and if not found 


will soon lcad to the abandonment of its coinage, 
by making no demand for it. Thus the com- 
munity can in no event sustain much, if any, 
injury from it; while the facilities of the public, 
by having a com of either metal, gold or silver, 
i| as small as one dollar, may be greatly increased, 
i! his kind of legislation, with a view to provide a 
full supply and variety of coin, instead of bills 
below five and ten dollars, is particularly condu- 
|| cive to the security of the poor and middling 
i| classes—who, as they own but little in, and profit 
i| but little by, banks, should be subjected to as 
|| small a risk as practicable by their bills. 

The wealthy and commercial, for whose ben- 
efit chiefly banks are instituted, will then chiefly 
use their bills, and suffer by them, if forged or 
| depreciated; white the laboring classes, and men 
| of small property, will, by the justice and paternal 
| care of the Government, generally be provided 
; with a currency of hard money, not exposed to 
any risk of failures, and to be used for all deal- 
ings of such an amount as their daily or weekly 
wants may in most cases require. 
| . The new coinage has as yet been confined prin- 

cipally to the half and quarter eagles, aud has 
{| equaled in all about $3,114,090; or in four months 
|| more than four times the annual average coinage 
i] of gold for many years past. The demand for 
|| other coins has also been promptly met through- 
i| out the year. i 
|| into efficient operation, this Department, last Au- 
| gust, placed in he hands of the Director of the 
i| Mint, under the act of April 2, 1792, twenty thou- 
i| sand dollars, and ten thousand more in Septem- 
‘| ber, as it was needed, and could be, without in- 
convenience, spared from the Treasury. By this 
|; course, many have been enabled at once to realize 


To aid in carrying the new law 


the Mint to continue its operations uninterrapt- 
edly, and to supply promptly where desired coins 
already prepared for circulation. The strong dis- 
position of the public to yse the new coinage has 
been observed with pleasure; and the liberal aid 
| of many of the deposit banks in assisting to in- 
crease its circulation has proved very useful, and 
i| deserves commendation. As the new coinage 
commenced nearly in the middle of the year, and 
i| the date till next January could not, by law, be 
i| altered so as to distinguish the new from the old 
|| coin, such other alterations were adopted by the 
:| Director of the Mintas the law permitted, and as 
:| were calculated to aid the community in readily 
discriminating between them. 
| After thé next year begins, the new date alone 
{will enable the public to distinguish the new 
: coins; and such modifications only will be made 
| in the former emblems as taste and convenience 
; may, in the opinion of the Dircetor, and without 
jan omission of anything required by Congress, 
appear to demand. His report, which itis ex- 
pected will soon be received and presented, will 
probably furnish every further particular con- 
| nected with the concerns of the Mint that may 
j be interesting. But it is considered proper to in- 
|| vite the attention of Congress to a change in the 
| law respecting the organization of the Mint es- 
i! tablishment so as hereafter to prevent its opera- 
tious in refining and coining for others from being 
‘ja tax on the Treasury, and any longer swelling 
i the large amount of our annúal expenditures. 
i! This could easily be effected by imposing a duty 
ii Or seignorage of about one per cent. on the prompt 
oinage of silver, and one fourth per cent. on 
hat of gold; the present coinage of copper now 
defraying its own expense. This would be no 
more. burdensome to the persons holding bullion 
| than the delay now allowed for the recoinage, and 


, || which delay of forty days, (pr half per cent, dis- 


on trial to be useful, the sagacity of self-interest ` 


i| funds from their deposit of bullion or coin, and > 


t 


1834, 


count if delivered in five days,) and consequent 
loss of interest, could, with such aseignorage, and 
the advantages now authorized from the Treas- 
ury, be, withoutinconvenience, reduced to eight or 
ten days, and the whole establishment be thus sus- 
tained by its own earnings without much, if any, 
increased cost to either individuals or the public. 
But, in such case, if the cost should ever be 
increased to individuals, some additional induce- 
ment will be held out to prevent either the export- 
ation or melting of our coin, which has been so 


great hitherto, before the late change in the law, | 


as to have left in deposit and circulation in this 
country aù amount of it not exceeding that struck 
in two or three out of the forty ycars during which 
the Mint has been in operation. The expenses 


and labors of the Mint equaling, on an average, 


about twenty thousand dollars a year, or eight 
hundred thousand dollars in all, excluding build- 
ings, have thus, except for about two years, been 
entirely lost to the country. 

It has been ‘desirable to attempt some improve- 
ments in the revenue cutter service. With such 
a vicw, all its regulations have been revised and 


republished. By those, it has been endeavored | 
to promote the cause of temperance, and thereby | 


to increase the health and efficiency of the crews, 
and the safety of the public property and the public 
interests in this branch of service, by holding out 
a similar inducement to that, now existing in the 
Navy to discontinue the use of spirit on shipboard. 
Greater security has been provided for the prompt 
payment of their wages, and for official account- 
ability. It has further been deemed expedient, 
not only to stop any contemplated increase in the 
cutters, but to reduce the number of them, and of 
the persons employed in this service, as rapidly 
as the diminished temptation to smuggling will 
safely permit. 

Ry several resolutions, appropriations, and acts 
of Congress, at the last and previous sessions, a 
variety of other subjects, not yet reported on, has 
been confided to the attention of this Department, 
such.as the erection of a number of custom- 
houses, the building of a bridge over the Potomac 
river in this District, a compromise of the suits 
pending against the firm of Thomas H. Smith & 
Son,an opinion on the validity of some private land 
titles in Missouri, a report on certain provisions in 
the tariffact of July 14, 1832, some statementsas to 
the marine hospital money, a reorganization of the 
Treasury Department, and a revision of the sub- 
ject of salaries and fees to custom-house officers. 

These have received careful attention, and will 
‘form the subjects of separate reports to Congress 
early in the present session. 


In the report on the last of them, it is contem- | 


plated to offer such suggestions, by way of ad- 


dition to this communication, as are appropriately | 


connected with that inquiry, and as would other- 


wise have been mentioned here in respect to some | 


changes deemed suitable in the whole amount of 


compensation to various custom-house officers, | 


and in the number of such officers, at various 
ports, and in relation to other changes in the 
system, which the great alterations in the exist- 
ing duties scem to indicate as required for sound 
economy and the public convenience, 

A few remarks concerning hospital money will 
also be postponed, and annexed to the statements 
requested in relation to that subject. 

in the preparation of new weights and meas- 
ures, on the authority given in the act of 2d 
March, 1799, and on the principles set forth.in a 
report from this Department of June 20, 1832, 
coupled with the provision on this subject in the 
Constitution, some progress has been made since 
the date of that report. Butthe dificulty in pro- 


curing the mostsuitable materials from abroad has | 
retarded the completion of the work, and the pres- | 
ent engagements of the distinguished gentleman | 
specially employed to superintend this business, | 


and which engross most of his time, ina survey 


of the coast, may, with the circumstance before | 


named, prevent the final accomplishment of this 
desirable object another year. But it is hoped 
that then, either at the arsenal in this city, or at 
the Mint, the most natural and appropriate place, 
the new weights and measures will be’satisfacto- 
rily finished, and greater uniformity and accu- 


racy attained on a subject which, both as to rev- i| 


enue and commerce, it is much needed, and will 
prove eminently useful to the public. 
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_ The survey of the coast before alluded to has, 
since the last annual report, been transferred to 
the charge of the Navy Department, with which 
it seems to be more intimately and appropriately 
connected. With this survey, the situation and | 
utility of our present light-houscs, already being 
one hundred and ninety-nine in number, besides 
twenty light-boats, and-the necessity for others, 
from time to timé, would seem to be,in some de- 
gree, fitly associated. As a measure likely to 
Icad to economy, in not extending the establish- 
ment of light-houses beyond the real wants of 
the country, and in fixing their exact localities, 
so important to the safety of our navigation and 
Navy, it is respectfully recommended that, in the 
survey now in progress, Congress should require 
the latitude and longitude of every light-house to 
be carefully ascertained and published, the im- 
portance of its position to be inquired into, and 
that no new one be hereafter erected till a report 
is made, in respect to its public benefits, by the 
two collectors and the commander of the navy- 
yard nearest the proposed site 

The rebuilding of the Treasury cdifice, on or 
near its former location, with the dimensions of 
the building enlarged so as to meet the wants of 
the Department, and rendered fire-proof for the 
security of its papers, seems indispensable to its 
convenient opcrations, and to the safety of some 
of the most valuable records connected with the 
public archives. 

The report from the Commissioner of the Gen- 
j eral Land Office is annexed. Many of its sug- 
gestions are highly important, and some of the 
recommendations, as to changes in this branch 
of the collections of the public money, are re- 
spectfully, though earnestly, urged on the con- 
sideration of Congress, 

The Indian titles having, of late years, been 
more extensively extinguished, the quantity of 
valuable lands brought into market has increased 
in amount, so ag to place in the Treasury over 
three millions annually, instead of about one mil- 
lion, as was the case twenty years ago. ‘Within 
the same period the land offices have augmented 
in number from about eighteen to fifty-three, in 
actual operation in 1834. These circumstances 
have added much to the business of that bureau, 
and should clearly lead to a corresponding in- 
crease in its clerks, or a separation from it of some 
of its present laborious duties; as the diminution 
in other business, in some other bureaus, might 
lead to reductions in the number of their clerks, 
to the extent proposed in the plan soon to be sub- 
mitted, in the reorganization of the Treasury De- 
|| partment. Attempts have been made, during the 
past year, with some success, to simplify the 
; mode of making entries in the General Land Of- 
fice of the sales effected; some difficult and long- 
delayed questions of accounts have been decided; 
greater local accommodations and facilities fur- 
nished to the office; and increased convenience 
and promptitude, as far as practicable with the 
present force of the burcau, have been introduced 
in the ascertainment of titles, and in the collection 
and disbursement of the large amount of revenue 
derived from this source. But new legislation can 
alone give entire relief, in the present condition 
of its enlarged duties; and at least $30,000 a year, 
for ten years, will be required to be expended, in 
additional clerk-hire, to dispose of all the writing 
in arrear,and that may be hereafter rendered 
necessary by the additional sales of land. 

It gives me great pleasure to state, that among 
more than fifty offices and one hundred receivers 
and registers connected with the present system 
of land sales, amenable to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and under his control as to their col- 
lections, not one, during the last year, has proved 
to be a defaulter, although the money collected 
and paid over has probably exceed four millions. 

All which is respectfully submitted. 

i LEVI WOODBURY, 

Secretary of the Treasury. 
—— 


Report of the Postmaster General. 


GENERAL Posr Orrice DEPARTMENT, 
. November, 1834 

i| To the President of the United States: 

Sır: The report which I had the honor to make į 


| beyond the whole amount of its available fu 
of $195,208 40. 

The expenses for the transportation of the 
mail necessarily continued undiminished till the 
close of the year 1833, prior to which date the re- 
trenchments stated in that report could not take ef- 
fect; consequently, the balance of debt against the ` 
Department continued to augment till that period. , 

The gross amount of postages was, from July 
ist to December 31, 1833..........$1,375,437 98 
Compensation to postmasters, in- 

cluding the contingent expenses 

of their offices during the same 
| period, amounted to.$434,628 89 

Incidental expenses of ` 
the Department dur- 
.ing the same time, 
| amounted to......04 
| The expense for trans- 
portation of the mail 
from July 1 to Decem- 
ber 31, 1833, was. ..1,013,402 68 
Making the total ex- 
| penses of the Depart- 
| ment for that half 
VEAL. E 


nds, 


47,797 29 


. 


—-——— 1,495,828 86 


-This sum, after deducting the gross amount of 
postages for that period, leaves a deficitfor the six 
| monthsending 3lst December, 1833,0f$120,391 58 


i To this sum add the deficit existing 

on the ist July, 1853............ 195,208 40 
| And the balance of the debt against 
the Department beyond the amount 
of its available funds was, on the 
| Ist of January, 1834........66+ $315,599 98 


i 
{ 
i 


i From the Ist of January, 1734, the retrench- 
| ments in the transportation of the mail, stated in 
; my report of last year, began to take effect; and’ 
| from that period the revenues of the Department 
| have exceeded its expenses. 
! The gross amount of postage was, from Jan- 
| uary 1 to June 30, 1834........ $1,448,269 69 
; Compensation to postmasters, in- 
| cluding the contingent expenses 
of their offices, within the same 
| period, amounted to $461,433 64 
| Incidental expenses 
of the Department 
for the same time, 
| amounted to..... 
The transportation 
of the mail from 
1 January 1 to June 
30, 1834, amount- 
CULO. e ee eareoees 
Making the total ex- 
penses of the De- 
partment for the 
| half year ending 
| the 30th of June, 
| 1834....-..00-- 
1 


30,300 38 


909,028 43 


$1,400,762 45 
|! This sum deducted from the gross 
amount of postages for that pe- 
riod, leaves a revenue beyond 
the amount of expenses for the 
half year from Taian 1 to 
June 30, 1834, Of. aces aes wes 
This sum deducted from the de- 
ficit existing January 1, 1834.. 


47,507 24 


315,599 98 


Reduces the balance of debt which 
existed against the Department 
on the Ist July, 1834, to...... 


268,099 74 


Such was the financial condition of the Depart- 
ment on the Ist day of July last. The amount 
of this debt has been continually diminishing to 
the present time, and it continues to diminish in 
an increased ratio. Ps 

On the 1st day of July, 1834, the balance of 
the account with banks was $398,616 99 against 
the Department, consisting of loans, $275,000, 
| and over checks to the amount of $123,616 99. 

In this statement, the difference between loans 
and over-checks is rather nominal than essential, 

When over-checks are mutually agreed upon 
to a certain definite amount as a standing order, 
they are called loans; but when they vary indefi- 
nitely as to time and amount, they are called 


I| on the 30th November, 1833, exhibited a balance 


|, due from this Department on the Ist July, 1833, 7 


i 
i 
i 
f 
| 
i 
| 
! 
I 


over-checks. In either case they are debts due 
from the Department to banks. 


æ 


December 4. 
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THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE: 


This amount of balance against the Depart- 
ment has been considerably reduced since the 
1st of July- last. : i 

On the Ist day of the present month it stood 
as follows: 

Amount due for loans from banks.. $275,000 00 
Amount of over-checks, November 
: 55,969 09 


EETA TA, 


$330,969 09 | 


Making together the sum of....... 
‘On the same day the balance of 
bank deposits in favor of the De- 
partment, constituting the amount 
of cash on hand, amounted to.., 82,031 34 
Making the actual balance of the ac- | 
counts with banks, against the 
Department, on the 1st of No- 


- vember, 1834... ... cc. ueser en 


248,937 75 | 


The contracts for the southern section, includ- 
ing the States of Virginia, North Carolina, South 
Carolina, and Georgia, and the Territory of Flor- 
ida, which will expire with the current year, 
have been renewed, to take effect from-the Ist of | 
January next, on such terms as will effect an an- 
nual saving from the amount now paid for trans- 
portation in that section, of about $120,000. 

Additional retrenchments have also been made 
in the expense of transportation, subsequent to 
my last report, to the annual amount of about 
$59,000, making together an annual saving, from 
the Ist of January next, of $179,000. 

From the savings thus effected, together with 
the current excess of revenue in favor of the De- 
partment, it may be safely calculated that, with- 
out any reliance upon an increase in the gross 
amount of postages, the revenues of the Depart- 
ment will exceed its expenditures, during the 
ensuing calendar year, to the amount of $270,000. 

From a careful estimate, it may be anticipated, | 

. with entire confidence, that before the close of | 
the year 1835 the wholebalance of debt against 
the “Department will be extinguished. No part 
of this debt was contracted upon the credit of the 
Treasury, nor upon any other credit or authority 
than that of the Department alone. . 

It was never regarded by either of the parties 
in the character of a debt of Government, but a 
mere expedient to anticipate the resources of the 
Department, based upon the credit of those re- 
sources alone. 

The means of its liquidation within a reason- | 
able time were always within the legal control of 
the head of the Department; and no other means 
have at any time been sought or desired by the 
Department. 

In my report of November, 1833, the expense 
for transporting the mail, and for incidentals, 
from July 1 to December 31, 1833, was estimated 

Abie cescncccssececveveeesee se Hl V61,644 TL 
The actual expense for that period 

WOSea creer srerecconceseeesens 1,061,199 97 


$444 74 


Varying from the estimate only... 
The net proceeds of postages for 
the year ending 30th June, 1834, 
were then estimated at.........42,037,410 81 
The actual net proceeds of post- 
ages for that-year were......... 1,927,644 44 
Falling below the estimate by the 
SUM Ofisseesrsaosesoecseses ee $109,766 37 


Thus it appears that the expenses of the De- 
partment have not essentially varied from the 
estimates; but the net revenue arising from post- 
ages has fallen short of the estimates then made 
more than a hundred thousand dollars. This 
is believed to be, in a very considerable degree, 
attributable to the great increase of free letters, 
The progressive increase’ of population naturally 
brings with it an accumulation of business in the 
executive offices, which tends, in séme measure, 
‘to increase their correspondence; and in addition 


to this, a law passed in March, 1833, extending |j 


to members of Congress the privilege of franking 
during the whole recess. Every other year, the 
session of Congress is protracted to a much 
‘greater length than in the alternate year, when a 
‘Congress terminates. 


| years ending July 30, 1832, (before the exten- | 


; Or payment for the delivery of 680,099 free let- : 
Of free letters at post offices where the postmas- | 


ii ered at offices where no allowances for them are || 


| extended, is equal to 960,000 frec. letters more | 


| And the increase of free letters within 


j| ence by mail, on which no postage is paid, is es- 


greater sum during the year when the session is ! 
protracted, than during the alternate year. To | 
make a fair comparison between the amount of | 
free letters before and after the extension of the | 
franking privilege, it is necessary to take two | 
entire years. Thus: The allowance to post- H 


masters for the delivery of free letters for the two ! 


SION,) WAS cececeecececesecmees $40,556 89 
For the two years ending July 1, 1834, f 

(after the extension,) was......... 54,158 88 | 
Making, since the extension, an in- 

CreaSE Of. ce sieas cece ce aceacecsee $13,601 99 | 


ters more than were delivered the two preceding | 
years. But no allowance is made for the delivery | 
i 
ters’ commissions exceed $500 a quarter. ial 

If the same proportion of free letters is deliv- . 


made to postmasters, as at the smaller offices, then j 
the increase since the franking privilege was i 


than were delivered within the same period of | 
time prior to that extension. The postage on | 
each of these letters, if not free, would be from i 
| six cents to two dollars. The average, it is be- ! 
| lieved, would not be'less than twenty-five cents i; 
each, exclusive of the postmasters’ commissions. n 
If estimated at this average, they would amount | 


LO. cee cere eeecccesreneeereeceeeses $240,000 : 
To this add the allowance actually 
made for their delivery.........-. 13,601 99 


— ij 


the last two years has actually cost f 

the Department, seere e esaea eo e.. $253,601 99 i! 
which is more than equal to the balance of debt | 
at this time existing against the Department. | 

Estimates have been obtained from several of | 
the executive offices, of the amount of their ofti- | 
cial correspondence carried on through the Post 
Office establishment under the franking privilege 
of the officers by whom it is conducted; and it 
| appears that from the Departments of State, Treas- 
ury, War, and Navy, including the sub-offices of | 
the Treasury and Navy, the official correspond- 


timated-to be equal to 2,685,235 single free let- 
ters in a year, and that by. far the greater propor- 
| tion of them are sent the full distance for which 
| the highest rate of postage would be chargeable. | 
The average postage on those letters, if not free, | 
it is believed would be not less than 182 cents | 
| each, which would amount to $503,481 56. 

This estimate is exclusive of the offices of the | 
Attorney General, Adjutant General, Commis- | 
sary General, Inspector General, Quartermaster | 
| General, Paymaster General, and Superintendent | 
of the Patent Office, all of whom have the privi- i 
lege of franking. It is also estimated that the | 
number of frec letters passing under the frank of | 
members of Congress, amounts to 8,000 a day 
during the session. 

If the correspondence of the offices above men- 
| tioned, which are not embraced in the estimate, 
and the postages fairly estimated which would be 
chargeable on the correspondence of members of 
! Congress, if not free, should be added to the | 
statement, it is believed that the annual amount! 
of frec letters would not fall short of a million 
of dollars, exclusive of the correspondence of the 
Post Office Department itself. 

This is an annual contribution b 
ment to the Government. 

Though the amcunt of revenue arising from 
postages, for the year ending June 30, 1834, did | 
not equal the estimate, yet there was a consider- 
able increase above the amount of the preceding 
year. The gross amount of postages for the year | 
ending June 30, 1833, was....... -$2,616,538 27 | 
For the year ending June 30, 1834, 

it was. Teter tes eee ee ee ee enees 2,823,706 97 

peices Oe ENE 
Making an increage in the gross 
BMOUNE Of. oe srecccecceccecsere $207,168 70 


y the Depart- | 


The net amount of postages, after deducting | 
commissions to postmasters, and the contingent | 


For the year ending June 30, 1834, 

IL WAS. eo ec eceeeeeereeeeeeese 1,927,644 44 
Making an increase in the net pro- 

ceeds Of, ee eeereveseeeseveceees $137,389 79 


——===z: 


The finances of the Department continue to be 
in an improving condition; and the solicitude 
which has been shown to obtain mail contracts, 
the reduced rates at which they have been taken 
for the southern section, and the zeal with which 
contractors generally persevere in their services 
to the Department, furnish ample demonstration 
that its credit is unimpaired. 

The number of.post offices in the United 
States was, on the Ist of July last, 10,693, being 
an increase of 566 over the number reported last 
year. | 

The annual amount of transportation has been 
but slightly varied since my last report. The 
mail is now carried in stages and- steamboats 
about 16,900,000 miles a year; and on horseback, 
aud in sulkies, about 8,600,000 miles; making 
together about 25,500,000 miles a year. 

The celerity of the mail should always be equal 
to the most rapid transition of the travcler; and 
that which shortens the time of communication, 
and facilitates the intercourse between distant 
places, is like bringing them nearer together. 
While it affords convenience to men of business, 
it tends to counteract local prejudices, by enlarg- 
ing the sphere of acquaintance. ; 

It perpetuates existing friendships, and creates 


;new ones, by which the bonds of union are 


strengthened, and the happiness of society pro- 
moted. These considerations have always had 
their full weight upon my mind in making im- 
provements in mail operations. ee 

The multiplication of railroads in different parts 
of the country promises, within a few years, to 
give great rapidity to the movements of travelers; 
and it isa subject worthy of inquiry, whethor 
measures may not now be taken to secure the 
transportation of the mail upon them? Already 
have the railroads between Frenchtown, in Mary- 
land, and New Castle, in Délaware, and between 
Camden and Amboy, in New Jersey, afforded 
great and important facilities to the transmission 
of the great eastern mail. The railroad between 
this city and Baltimore will soon be completed, 
and the distance from the post office in this place 
to that of Baltimore will not be materially varied 
from the present road, 38 miles. 

From Baltimore by Port Deposit, in Mary- 
land, to Coatesville, in Pennsylvania, the line for 
a railroad is located, and the stock subscribed for 
its completion; and from Coatesville to Philadel- 
phia a railroad is made and in operation. 

The distance between Baltimore and Philadel- 
phia, on this road, will be 117 miles, about 18 
miles greater than the present land route. From 
Philadelphia to Trenton bridge, about 28 miles, 
the railroad is nearly completed; and from New 
Brunswick, in New Jersey, to Jersey City, onthe 
west side of the Hudson river, opposite the city 
of New York, 30 miles, the railroad is in a state 
of progress. When those works shall be com- 
pleted, the only interval will be between Trenton 
and New Brunswick, about 26 miles, to complete 
an entire railroad between this place and the city 
of New York; and it cannot be supposed that the 
enterprising State of New Jersey will long delay 
to perfect a communication of such great import- 
ance, passing through most of her largestand most 
flourishing towns. When this shall be done, the 
whole distance between this city and New York, 
on a continuous railroad, will not.cxceed 240 
miles; and the journey may be performed at all 
times with certainty, allowing ample time for 
Stopping at important places on the road, in 16 
hours, and ordinarily in a shorter period. 

If provision can be made to secure the regular 
transportation of the mail upon this, and upon 
other railroads which are constructing, and in 
some instances already finished, it will be of 
great utility to the public; otherwise, these cor- 
porations may become exorbitant in their de- 
mands, and prove eventually to be dangerous 
monopolies. 


I have the honor to be, most respectfully, your 


‘The expenses for the delivery of free letters, at 
two cents each, have always amounted to a much 


# 


expenses of their offices, was, for the year endin 
June 30, 1833.666sceceveeseeee s§l790,254 G8 I 


humble servant, 
W. T. BARRY. 


MONDAY, DECEMBER 15, 1834. 


Vorume 2....No. 2. 


Monpay, December 8, 1834. 


The Hon. Messrs. Warster of Massachu- 
setts, Waccaman of Louisiana, Prentiss of 
Vermont, Kine of Alabama, and CLAYTON of 
Delaware, appeared and took their seats. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, in relation to the construction of the 
bridge over the Potomac at the city of Wash- 
ington. 

Also, the report of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury relative to a reorganization of the Treasury 
Department. 

On motion of Mr. KANE, the reading of these 
communications was dispensed with, and they 
were ordered to be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER also laid before 
the Senate a letter from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, communicating information of the 
quantity of scrip issued upon bounty land war- 
rants to the Virginia Continental line; which, 
on motion of Mr. Tyrer, was ordered to be 
printed, with the accompanying documents. 

Also, another communication from the Treas- 
ury Department, relative to the case of Mary 
O'Sullivan; which, on motion of Mr. Kans, was 
ordered to be printed. 

Also, another communication from the Treas- 
ury Department, showing the amount of funds 
in the Treasury applicable to the erection of ma- 
rine hospitals, and the number of such hospitals 
in the United States; which, on motion of Mr. 
SıLsger, was ordered to be printed. 


CREDENTIALS OF MR. BUCHANAN. 


The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the 
Senate a communication from Jacob Kern, pres- 
ident of the convention of the Legislature of Penn- 
sylvania, with a certificate of the election of Jamzs 
Bucuanan to represent that State in the Senate 
of the United States, to supply the vacancy occa- 
sioned by the resignation of the Hon. Winiiam 
WILKINS. 

CONTINGENT EXPENSES OF THE SENATE. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Secretary of the 
Senate, with a statement of the contingent ex- 
penses of the Senate for the past year. 

NOTICES OF BILLS. 

Mr. WEBSTER gave notice that, on to-mor- 
row, he would ask leave to introduce a bill to 
provide compensation to American citizens for 
spoliations on their commerce prior to 1800. 

Mr. TYLER gave notice that, on to-morrow, 


he would ask leave to introduce a bill authorizing | 


a further issuing of scrip to holders of military 
bounty land warrants of the Virginia line. 


Mr. KING, of Alabama, gave notice that, on} 


to-morrow, he would ask leave to introduce a bill 
for the relief of Theodore Brightwell. 

Mr. TIPTON gave notice that, on to-morrow, 
he would ask leave to introduce a bill for the 
relief of Colonel Gad Humphreys. 

Mr. NAUDAIN gave notice that, on to-mor- 


row, he would ask leave to introduce a bill au- ; 
thorizing a purchase, on the part of the United | 
States, of the patent of Boyd Reilly, forapplying | 
certain irrespirable gases to the human body, to | 


be used in the Army and Navy. 

Mr. MOORE gave notice that, on to-morrow, 
he would ask leave to introduce a bill granting to 
the State of Alabama the two per cent. proceeds 


of the sales of public lands within the State, to | 


be applied, as the General Assembly may provide, 
for the education of the children of those who are 


in circumstances too indigent to furnish means , 


of educating them. 
NORTHERN BOUNDARY OF OHIO. 

The bill to settle and establish the northern 
boundary line of the State of Ohio was taken 
up on its second reading, and, on motion of Mr. 
EWING, it was laid on the table. 


2 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MOORE, on leave given, introduced a bill 
for the relief of Samuel Smith, Lynn Magee, and 
Semoise, Creek Indians; which was read a first 
time, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. MOORE, on leave given, also introduced 
a bill to authorize a relinquishment of the six- 
teenth sections, and the granting of other lands 
in lieu thereof, for the use of schools; which was 
read a first time, and ordered to a second reading. 

Also, a bill for the relief of Susan Marlow; 
which was read a first time, and ordered to a 
second reading. 

On motion of Mr. WHITE, one thousand 
seven hundred and fifty additional copies of the 
documents accompanying the President’s mes- 
sage were ordered to be printed. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. EWING submitted the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to transmit to the Senate a copy of any commu- 
nications received by him from the commissioners 
appointed by the States of Maryland, Pennsyl- 
vania, and Virginia, to receive portions of the 
Cumberland road lying within the limits of those 
States respectively, and to erect toll-gates thereon; 
and if any money be necessary to complete the 
repairs of said road agreeably to the requirements 
of laws of said States which have received the 
assent of Congress; and that he furnish an esti- 
mate of the amount. Also, that he inform the 
Senate what is the condition of the masonry on 
that road; and how many inches of metal have 
been put on that part of it which has been located 
anew, aud upon that part of it which lies between 
the Monongahela and Ohio rivers; and also what 
depth of metal is, in his opinion, necessary to 
make it a permanent and substantial road, upon 
the plan which has been adopted, in its repairs 
by the Department. f 


Mr. EWING submitted the following: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to transmit to the Senate copies of all surveys and 


documents that are in his Department, relative to |} 


the improvement of the harbor at the mouth of 
the river Raisin, in the Territory of Michigan. 


ELECTION OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SOUTHARD moved that on Wednesday 
next the Senate would proceed to the appointment 


i| of the standing committees. 


Mr. POINDEXTER suggested the postpone- 
ment of the day till Monday next, as the Senate 
was not very full, and as it was desirable to have 
a full attendance of members. 

Mr. SOUTHARD had no objection, with a 
view to consider the subject, that the motion be 


laid on the table, and moved to that effect; which |! 
' Messrs. Allen of Vermont, Philo C. Fuller, Har- 


was agreed to. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, December 8, 1834. 


The following standing committees were ap- |; 
| pointed by the Speaker, pursuant to the order of | 


the House: 


breleng, McKim, Binney, Loyall, McKinley, 


Hubbard, Corwin. 


Claims—Messrs. Whittlesey of Ohio, Barbour, 
McIntire, Gholson, Forester, Stoddert, Banks, 
Fulton, Miner. 

Commerce— Messrs. Sutherland, HarperofNew 
Hampshire, Pinckney, Heath, Pearce of Rhode 


sland, Gillet, Phillips, Johnson of Louisiana, : 


Morgan. 
Public Lands—Messrs. Clay, Boon, Slade, 


i Ashley, Inge, Willams, Lincoln, Casey, Clay- 


ton. 
Post Office and Post Roads—Messrs. Connor, 
Kavanagh, Thomas of Louisiana, Briggs, Mur- 


phy, Lane, Laporte, Hall of Maine, Schley 


t 


i 


i 


District of Columbia—Messrs. Chinn, W: B. 
Shepard, McKennan, Allen of Virginia, Heister, 
Fillmore, King, Vanderpoel, Steele. 

Judiciary—Messrs. Foster, Gordon, Beardsley 
Thomas of Maryland, Hardin, Parks, Pierce of 
New Hampshire, Robertson, Hamer. : 
Pviehiig ies Claims — Messrs. Muhlenberg, 

rane, Bates, Standefer, Marshall - 
lies; Turrill, Kinnard. , hells pungs Bay 

ublic Expenditures—Messrs. Davenport, Lyon 
Page, Clark of Pennsylvania, Tweedy, Melone, 
J ackson of Massachusetts, Hazèltine, Ferris. 

Private Land Claims—Messrs. Johnson of Ten- 
nessee, Mardis, Carr, Galbraith, Mann of New 
York, Bull, Chambers, Davis of Kentucky, May 

Manufactures—Messrs, Adams of Massachu- 
setts, Denny, Dickerson of New Jersey, Mar- 
tindale, McComas, Osgood, Clowney, Cramer, 
Jackson of Connecticut. 

_Agriculture—Messrs. Bockee, Taylor of Vir- 
ginia, Hathaway, Barnitz, Bean, Dunlap, Clow- 


‘ney, Turner, Beaty. 


Indian Affairs—Messrs. Gilmer, McCarty, Ev- 
erett of Vermont, Graham, Allen of: Ohio, Dick- 
inson of Tennessee, Howell, Love of Kentucky, 
Grennell. 

Military Affairs— Messrs. Johnson. of: Ken- 
tucky, Vance, Speight, Ward, Thompson, Cof- 
fee, Bunch, McKay, Anthony. 

Naval Affairs—Messrs. White of New "York, 
Milligan, Watmough, Lansing, Reed, Grayson, 
Parker, Smith, Wise. 

Foreign Affairs —Messrs. Wayne, Everett of 
Massachusetts, Hall of North Carolina, Coulter, 
Jarvis, Pierson, Patton, Letcher, Peyton. 

Territories—Messrs. Allan of Kentucky, Potts, 


| Johnson of New York, Wilson, Jones of Ohio, 


Ewing, Gamble, Cage, Trumbull. 

Revolutionary Pensions— Messrs. Wardwell, 
Barringer, Tomkins, Moore of Virginia, Lea of 
Tennessee, William K. Fuller, Fowler, Bell, Lay. 

Invalid Pensions—Messrs. Miller, Beale, Ad- 
ams of New York, Schenck, Chilton, Chaney, 
Mitchell of Ohio, Brown of New York, Janes. 

Roads and Canals—Messrs. Mercer, Blair, Vin- 
ton, Stewart, Rencher, Johnson of Maryland, 
Lucas, Pope, Reynolds. 9 

Revisal and Unfinished Business— Messrs. Dick+ 
Son, Harrison, McVean, Shinn, Taylor of New 

ork. ; 5 

Accounis—Messrs. Mann of Pennsylvania, Lee 
of New Jersey, Mitchell of New York, Crockett, 
Osgood. 

The following Standing Committees of the 
House, appointed at the last session, remain 
through the Congress: 

On Expenditures in Department of State—Messrs. 
Augustine H. Shepperd, Day, Beaumont, Bodle, 


i Patterson. 


On Expenditures in Department of the Treasury— 


: per of Pennsylvania, Spangler, Clark of New 
; York. ` 


On Expenditures in Department of War—Messrs. 
Whittlesey of New York, Deberry, Chambers, 
Webster, Halsey. 

On Expenditures in Department of the Navy— 


' Messrs. Ha Mai i 
Elections—Messrs. Claiborne, Griffin, Haw- |) & essrs. Hall of Maine, Huntington, Ramsay, 


kins, Vanderpoel, Hannegan, Hard, Burns, ; 
i! Bouldin, Kilgore. : 
Ways and AMeans—Messrs. Polk, Wilde, Cam- j; 


Sloane, Van Houten. 

On Expenditures in Department of Post Office— 
Messrs. Hawes, Fulton, Burns, Wagener, Lay. 

On Expenditures on Public Buildings—Messrs 
Whallon, Darlington, Brown, Henderson, Hard. 

NEW MEMBERS QUALIFIED. 

R. J. Mayxnivne and Francis W. Pickens, 
elected to fill vacancies in the South Carolina 
delegation, appeared, were qualified, and took 
their seats. 

PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 
Petitions and memorials were presented by— 
Messrs. JARVIS and McINTIRE, of Maine; 
Mossrs. HUBBARD, BEAN, and HARPER, 

of New Hampshire; Parent 

Messrs. ADAMS, BATES, and EVERETT, 
of Massachusetts; 
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Mr. BARBER, of Connecticut; 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island; 

Messrs. WARDWELL, FILLMORE, HAL- 
SEY, BEARDSLEY, WARD, and MANN, of 
New York; 

(Mr. Warp presented the petition of Jonathan 
Ward, Samuel Young;and William A. Weaver.] 
_ Mr. PARKER, of New Jersey; 
~- Messrs. CHAMBERS, SUTHERLAND, and 
BEAUMONT, of Pennsylvania; 

Mr, HEAT Hs, of Maryland; 
Messrs. CHINN, PATTON, LOYALL, and 
GHOLSON, of Virginia; 
* Mr. WAYNE, of Georgia; 
_ Messrs. POPE, MARSHALL, LYON, 
JOHNSON, and LETCHER, of Kentucky; 
{Mr. Pope presented a petition of numerous 
citizens of Louisville, Kentucky, praying for the 
establishment of a district court at that place; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 
Also, the petition of Joseph Chilton and others, 
which was referred. ] à 
Mr. VINTON, of Ohio; 
. Mr. GARLAND and JOHNSON, of Louis- 
jana; 
Mr. CAGE, of Mississippi; i 
Messrs. CLAY and MARDIS, of Alabama; 
[Mr Cray presented the memorial of the Ten- 
nessce canal commissioners, for the construction 
of a canal around the Muscle Shoals, setting forth 
the progress already made in that work, and the 
necessity for a further appropriation to complete 


the same, which they request shall be made; | 


which was referred to the Committee on Roads 
and Canals. 

Mr. C. also presented the petition of Isaac 
Wellborn, Jr., praying the passage of an act to 
confirm his title to a tract of land; which was 

_¥eferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. C. also presented the petition of John Mc- 

Cartney, praying compensation for property de- 

` stroyed, or carried off Indian territory, by United 
States troops; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. Manors prescnted the petition of sundry 
citizens of Pickens and Sumpter, praying for a 
repeal of so much of the existing preémption 
laws as restricts the rights of occupants to convey 

their lands, &e.; which petition was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands.] 
<- Mr. ASHLEY, of Missouri; 
_ (Mr, Astrney presented the petition of Mary 
McNair, praying remuneration for Indian depre- 
dations; 
` The petition of Thomas Bazzell, praying remu- 
neration for a horse lost in the service of the 
United States; 
, The petition of James Ruby, praying a dona- 
tron of land; which were referred. ] 

Mr. WHITE, of Florida. 

RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. . 

The following resolution, submitted on Thurs- 
day by Mr. WaroweLL, was taken up: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be 
directed to report to this House the amount ex- 
pended in erecting the ship-house at Navy Point, 
inthe county of Jefferson, and State of New 
York, and the expense of keeping the same in 
repair, Also, the like information in relation to 
the vessel built and lately sold at Storr’s harbor, 
in said county, and the amount of compensation 
allowed to the officer or officers, person or persons, 
who have from time to time had-charge of the 
sume. Also, the reasons, if any exist, for the 
further preservation of the vessel and ship-house 
at Navy Point. Also, that he report the amount 
heretofore paid for the use and oceupation of the 


land now belonging to the heirs of Henry Eck- | 


ford, deceased, at Navy Point and Storr’s harbor, 
on which the vessels New Orleans and Chippewa 
were built, and also the terms of any contract 
which may have been made with the Government, 
or its authorized agent, for the use and occupa- 
tion of such land. 

Mr. WHITE moved the following amendment, 
which was accepted by Mr. Warpwe.t; and thus 
amended, the resolution was agreed to: 

“ And any other information in possession of 
the Department relative thereto.” 

On motion of Mr. EVERETT, of Massachu- 
setts, it wag 

Resolved, That a committee of three members 


be appointed on the part of this House, who, to- 

gether with three persons to be appointed on the | 
part of the Senate, shall direct the expenditure || 
of the money appropriated for the Library of | 
Congress. 


On motion of Mr. CLAYTON, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and 
Means inquire into the expediency of establishing 
a branch of the Mint in some central position of 
what is denominated the Gold Region, lying be- 
tween the States of Virginia and Alabama. 


On motion of Mr. JARVIS, it was 

Resolved, Thata committec be appointed whose 
duty it shall be to consider all matters referred to 
them touching the public grounds and buildings 
in the city of Washington, with leave to report 
by bill or otherwise. 


On motion of Mr. HUBBARD, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolution- | 
ary Pensions be instructed to inquire into the ex- | 
pediency of providing by law for the publication, 
semi-annually, in those newspapers printed in the | 
respective States, which from their location may 
be best calculated to give information, and which | 
shall be designated for that purpose by the Sec- | 
retary of War, for the time being, the names and | 
the residence of all those persons represented to be | 
living in said States, who are on ‘the rolls of the || 
invalid and revolutionary pensioners and annui- | 
tants, under the several acts of Congress. 


On motion of Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, | 
it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Of- 
fice and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into 
the expediency of establishing a post route from | 
Wickford, in the State of Rhode Island, to New- 
port, in the same State, by the most direct course | 
from one place to the other, 


REVENUE ON IMPORTED MERCHANDISE. 


Mr. BEATY moved the following resolution; 
Hens was read, and laid upon the table for one 

ay: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be requested to send to this House the aggre- 
gate amount of revenue collected on imported 
merchandise, tonnage, &e., in each State of this 
Union, for the year 1833, 


WEST POINT ACADEMY. 


Mr. HAWES offered the following resolution: 

Resolved, That a select committee, consisting 
of one member from cach State, be appointed, 
with power to inquire into the expediency of 
ame «ding the laws relating to the Military Acad- 
emy at West Point, in the State of New York, : 
or whether it would not comport with the pub- 
lic interests to abolish said institution. 

Mr. CLAYTON hoped that this inquiry would 
not be denied. Animpression had gone abroad, 
that this institution was a nursery for the sons 
of members of Congress, and the rich. If this 
impression was true, it ought to be abolished. 
Its benefits were said to be extended to the fa- | 
vored few, to the exclusion of the sons of poor 
soldiers and officers. He would not say that these | 
charges were true; but the suspicions which were 
in circulation demanded that a full inquiry into | 
the subject should be made. 

Mr. HAWES remarked, that the rumors | 
referred to by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr, 
Cuayron] demanded this inquiry. The minds of | 
his constituents were made up on this subject, 
and he believed the constituents of other gentle- ; 
men felt a deep solicitude in relation toit. The | 
institution has been held up as pure byits fricnds; 
and he trusted that ne gentleman who had abused | 
the Bank of the United States, because a full in- | 
quiry was denied to a committee of this House, | 
would oppose the investigation proposed in the | 
resolution. | 

Mr. PARKER moved to amend the resolution, 
by striking out so much as related ‘to abolishing | 
the Academy; and also that the committee should | 
consist of one member from each Siate, He sug- | 
gested that a select committee composed uf aj} 
more limited number would be sufficient, and that | 
the clause in relation to the abolishment of the in- 
stitution was unnecessary, as, upon the report of 
the committee, the House could take such steps | 
as the facts disclosed might render proper. | 


Mr. SPEIGHT was in favorof the amendment. i 


so far.as regarded the abolishment of the Acad. a 


emy. Heconsidered the inquiry necessary, and, if 
the rumors afloat were true, the institution should 
be abolished. The committee would, however, 
have it in their power to recommend such a meas- 
ure, if the facts warranted it. He was in favor of 
a large committee, and agreed with the gentleman 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Hawes,] that those who 
favored the investigation of the affairs of the Bank 
of the United States ought not to oppose the con- 
templated inquiry. It was true, the subject had 
heretofore been referted*to the Committee on 
Military Affairs; but complaint had been made, 
that, in consequence of a majority of that commit- 
tee being in favor of the West Point Academy, a 
full investigation into its affairs had not taken 
place. He considered the present a simple mat- 
ter of inquiry, and he trusted all objection to its 
adoption would be withdrawn. ; 

Mr. JOLINSON, of Kentucky, said, that the 
Committee on Military Affairs, at the last session, 
after a thorough investigation, had made a full 
report on this subject, but, owing to the press of 
business, he did not believe that ten members of 
the House were either aware of this ffet, or had 
read the report. He was 'sorry at all times to 
interpose any objection to motions made by his 
colleague; but he was not in favor of abandoning 
the usual practice of referring subjects which 
appropriately belonged to the standing commit- 
tees to select committees. As regarded the prop- 
osition to raise a sclect committee, to consist of 
so large a number, it was unusual; and in the 
course of a long service in Congress he did not 
recollect that such a course had been adopted on 
more than one or two occasions. He had no 
objection to a select committee of seven or nine 
members. It had been suggested that a majority 
of the Committee on Military Affairs were in 
favor of this Academy. If so, they could be 
instructed by the House. In relation to the 
rumors which had been referred to, he knew 
nothing of them, and regarded all rumors as the 
idle wind. He was satisfied the fullest investi- 
gation would result in nothing prejudicial to those 
who conducted the Academy, and that the ercater 
the scrutiny into its affairs, it would be the more 
approved by the American people. 

r. WILLIAMS said, that an inquiry might 
as properly be made as to the propriety of abol- 
ishing the Army. Onc was just as cssential to 
the military defense as the other. If, however, 
rumors injurious to the institution were in cir- 
culation, it was proper that they should be in- 
quired into. Jf true, and abuses existed, they 
should be corrected. If untrue, they should be 
refuted. The Committee on Military Affairs 
was the proper one to make this investigation. 
That committee was technically and_ practically 
better acquainted with the subject. He doubted 
whether the present rule for the admission of 
persons into this Academy was a good onc; and 
if this was changed, it was probable that all 
objections would cease. He would vote for the 
resolution in any shape; but viewing the Militar 
Committee as the proper one to make the investi- 
gation, he moved to amend the resolution by so 
referring it, 

Mr. BROWN hoped the amendment of the 
gentleman from North Carolina would prevail. 
He was the friend of the Military Academy,and 
he sincerely hoped that no one entertaining sim- 
ilar sentiments would throw any obstacle in the 
way of a full, free, and searching inquiry into its 
utility, and the administration of its affairs. A 
select committee of one member from each State, 
would look at the institution standing separateand 
alone, and unconnected with the Army, of which 
it was most certain.y a very essential part. It 
was, in fact, the foundation upon which, in a great 
measure, rested one system of public defense, and 
it should be regarded and examined in connection 
with the whole subject. It, therefore, properly 
belonged to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
which was raised by the rules of the House for 
the express purpose of investigating all questions 
of a military character. He should, therefore, 
prefer to have the inguiry made by that committee. 
The Military Academy was a national institution, 
and if there was any question or doubt in the 
public mind as to the propriety of its future exist- 
ence, the very best way to remove all such doubts 
was to make public all the light and information 
which can be obtained upon the subject. He had 
supposed that it had been fully investigated. The 
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and elaborate report upon the nature and character 
of the institution at West Point; and he could 
hardly believe that any unprejudiced mind could 
rise from the perusal of that report without a per- 
fect conviction of the utility and necessity of a 
military school for the instruction of our officers 
in the elements of military science. If, however, 
gentlemen desired a further investigation, and 
another report, he hoped no friend of the academy 
would interpose the slightest opposition. 

Mr. HARDIN considered this institution ag 
essentially necessary to the military defense as 
the arm is to the body. There was no specific 
charge alleged againstit, and unless that was the 
case, he believed the proposed investigation un- 
called for. If there was any blame in regard to 
the appointment of cadets, it rested with members 
of Congress, as their recommendations for their 
particular States were generally confirmed by the 
Executive Department. Fle concluded by mov- 
ing to lay the resolution and amendments on the 
table. 

The question was then taken upon laying the 
resolution on the table; and decided in the nega- 
tive—yeas 19, nays 190; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Chilton Allan, Archer, Ash- 
ley, Samuel Clark, Evans, Edward Everett, 
Gorham, Heister, Jarvis, Richard M. Johnson, 
Love, Manning, Phillips, Vance, Vinton, Ward, 
Wardwell, Whallon, and Wilde—19. 

NAYS—Messrs. John Quincy Adams, John 
Adams, -William Allen, Heman Allen, Banks, 
Barber, Barnitz, Barringer, Bates, Baylies, Beale, 
Bean, Beardsley, Beaty, Beumont, Bell, Binney, 
Blair, Bockee, Briggs, Brown, Bull, Bunch, Burd, 
Burns, Cage, Cambreleng, Campbell, Carmichael, 
Carr, Casey, Chambers, Chaney, Chilton, Chinn, 
Claiborne, William Clark, Clay, Clayton, Clow- 
ney, Coffee, Connor, Corwin, Cramer, Crane, 
Crockett, Darlington, Amos Davis, Davenport, 
Day, Deberry, Dickson, Dickerson, Dickinson, 
Dunlap, Horace Everett, Ewing, Ferris, Fill- 
more, Forester, Foster, Fowler, Philo C. Fuller, 
William K. Fuller, Fulton, Galbraith, Gamble, 
Gholson, Gillet, Gilmer, Gordon, Graham, Gray- 
son, Grennell, Joseph Hall, Hiland Hall, Thomas 
H. Hall, Halsey, Hamer, Hannegan, Hard, 
Hardin, Joseph M. Harper, James Harper, Har- 
rison, Hathaway, Hawkins, Hawes, Hazeltine, 
Heath, Henderson, Howell, Hubbard, Hun- 
tington, Inge, Ebenezer Jackson, Janes, Noa- 
diah Johnson, Cave Johnson, Henry Johnson, 
Benjamin Jones, Kavanagh, Kilgore, King, 
Kinnard, Lane, Lansing, Laporte, Lay, Luke 
Lea, Thomas Lee; Letcher, Lewis, Lincoln, 
Loyall, Lyon, Abijah Mann,Joel K. Mann, 
Marundale, Marshall, Mardis, John Y. Mason, 
Moses Mason, McCarty, McComas, MclIntire, 
McKay, McKim, McKinley, McLene, McVean, 


Miller, Miner, Henry Mitchell, Robert Mitchell, | 


Moore, Morgan, Muhlenberg, Murphy, Osgood, 
Page, Parks, Parker, Patton, Patterson, Datee 
J. Pearce, Peyton, Pickens, Franklin Pierce, 
Pierson, Pinckney, Polk, Pope, Potts, Ramsay, 


Reed, Rencher, Reynolds, Robertson, Schenck, | 
Schley, Augustine H. Shepperd, Shinn, Slade, | 


Sloane, Smith, Spangler, Speight, Standifer, 
Steele, Sutherland, William Taylor, William P. 
Taylor, Philemon Thomas, Thompson, Tomp- 
kins, Trumbull, Turner, Turrill, Tweedy, Van 
Houten, Wagener, Watmough, Wayne, White, 
Frederick Whittlesey, Williams, Wise, and 
Young —190. 


Mr. HAWES knew but perhaps one member of 
the Committee on Military Affairs, (Mr. Jounson į; 2 3 , ) 
i to connecting them, as I believe they will but 


of Kentucky,) and there was no man on earth that 


he would sooner trust. He had as much confidence |; 
inthe Military Committee as any other committee B 
of the House; but the subject was one of so much |: 
1 o that by connecting these subjects, the labors and 
difficulties incident to the investigation will be i| 
so much increased, as |} 


importance, that he thought each State should 
have a voice in it, 


is right, why is he so anxious again to refer the 


subject to the Committce on Miltary Affairs? lt) 
had been supposed that the resolution proposed to © 


It: 


abolish the academy. This was a mistake. 
merely proposed an inquiry into Its managemegt, 
which might or might not eventuate In a recom- 


mendation that it should be abolished. One of: t a 0 
i ing them together. If the gentleman from New 


his colleagues (Mr. Harpix] was adverse to the 


If the gentleman from New i, 
York, [Mr. Browy,]in whose district this institu- | 
tion is located, is so well satisfied that everything | 


| cadet in this institution, to the exclusion of other 


also negatived. 


resolution, because nothing specific was alleged. | 
He would furnish him and the House a specific al- 
legation. One of the near relations of that gentle- | 
man (who was wealthy) had been appointed a 


worthy and indigent youths. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, was in favor of 
the proposed inquiry. At the same time he 
wished it extended a little further—to make it as 
extensive as possible. He had no doubt of the 
maladministration in the West Point Academy. 
He understood it cost the Government some five | 
or six thousand dollars to qualify a young man | 
for the Army. He was in favor of the general 
principles of the institution, but was opposed to! 
its abuses. But he wished this inquiry eXtended 
to another branch of the service. He wished to 
offer an amendment abolishing the office of Com- 
mander-in-Chief of the Army. 

The SPEAKER reminded the gentleman that 
such an amendment was not now in order, there 
being then pending an amendment to an amend- 
ment, 

Mr. MANNresumed. He would propose his 
amendment at the proper time. He would, how- 
ever, remark, that the pay, rations, &c., of the 
Commander-in-Chief of the Army, was under- 
stood to be about $10,000. He was friendly to 
this officer; but he was unwilling that he should 
receive a compensation so disproportionate to 
that of other officers, and which greatly exceeded 
the salaries paid to the heads of Departments. 

The SPEAKER reminded the gentleman that 
he was indulging in a course of remarks not 
then in order. 

Mr. MANN continued. In relation to the im- 
mediate question before the House, he would, in 


| general, prefer sending subjects to the appropri- 


ate standing committees. As, however, it had 
been suggested that the Military Committee had 
prejudged the case, he had no objection to a select 
committee, but preferred a smaller number than 
proposed by the original resolution. 

Mr. WARD was a member of the Military 


| Committee which had investigated the subject at 


a former session, 
into, he would prefer a select committee. 
being no specific charges, the Military Commit- 
tee would have no new ground of inquiry; and 
they had already given to the subject the most 
thorough examination, and reported the result to 
the House. 

The amendment of Mr. Wituiams was then 
disagreed to—yeas 76, nays 98, . 

The question recurred on Mr. Parxer’s motion 
to amend 

A division of the question being called for, it 
was first put upon limiting the number of the 
select committee; which was lost—ayes 73, noes 
not counted. | 

The remainder of the amendment, to Strike out } 
that part of the inquiry in relation to the expedi- 
ency of abolishing the West Point Academy, was 


If it was again to be inquired 


Mr. MANN, of New York, then moved to add | 
to the resolution the following amendment: 

“ And that said committee be also instructed to! 
inquire into the expediency of abolishing the of- | 
fice of Major General Commanding-in-Chief, and 
apportioning more equitably the pay, rations, anp ; 
emoluments of the general officers of the Army.”’ į 

Mr. SMITH said he was entirely in favor of 
both the proposition contained in the original 


| resolution of the gentleman from Kentucky, and ; 
i the proposition of ~ 
i gentleman from New Y 


mendment. offered by the 
ork. He was persuaded 
that both subjects merit the careful investigation 
of this House. But (said Mr. S.) I am opposed 


embarrass each other, and perhaps defeat the in- 
tention of the proposed investigation in relation 
to cach. It must be apparentto every gentleman, 


possibly, if not probably, A 
to prevent our having a report made at all, or if 


at all, at too late a period to be definitely acted į 
upon by the House during the present short ses- |) 


sion. While, therefore, I am in favor of the 
proposition of the gentleman from New York, ir 
favor of cach of the prepositions made for inves 
tigation, and as much in respect to the one as to 
the other, fam constrained to vote against Joms, 


There | 


i 
{ 
H 
il 
i 


York will withdraw his amendment, and propose 
his desired investigation ina distinct resolution, 
I pledge him that my vote shall be given in its - 
support. As itis now presented, I trust it will 
not be adopted. : 

Mr. WISE remarked, that under the Constitu- 
tion, the President of the United States was the 
** Commander-in-Chief.”” He desired to know 
whether it was the object of the gentleman from 
New York to abolish the office of President? 

Mr. MANN. By no means. The person'to 
whom he alluded had assumed the gognomen of 
“ Commander-in-Chief;” and if the gentleman 
from Virginia would suggest a more proper term,” 
he would adoptit. He was not in favor of abol- 
ishing the office of President, although some gen- 
tlemen might think it expedient. 

Mr. WISE suggested the term “ General-in- 


Chief,” which was accepted as a modification; 


when the amendment was rejected. 

The original resolution was then adopted by 
the following vote: j 

YEAS— Messrs. John Quincy Adams, John 
Adams, Heman Allen, William Allen, Archer, 
Banks, Barber, Barringer, Bates, Baylies, Beale, 
Bean, Beardsley, Beaty, Beaumont, Bell, Blair, 
Bouldin, Briggs, Brown, Bull, Bunch, Burd, 
Burns, Cambreleng, Campbell, Carmichael, Carr, 
Casey, Chambers, Chaney, Chilton, Claiborne, 
William Clark, Clay, Clayton, Clowney, Coffee, 
Connor, Corwin, Crane, Crockett, Darlington, 
Amos Davis, Davenport, Day, Deberry, Dicker- 
son, Dickinson, Dunlap, Evans, Horace Everett, 
Ewing, Fillmore, Forester, Foster, Fowler, Philo 
C. Fuller, William K. Fuller, Galbraith, Gamble, 
Garland, Gholson, Gillet, Gilmer, Gordon, Gra- 
ham, Grayson, Grennell, Joseph Hall, Hiland 
Hall, Thomas H. Hall, Hamer, Hannegan, Hard, 
Joseph M. Harper, James Harper, Harrison, 
Hawkins, Hawes, Heath, Henderson, Hiester, 
Hubbard, Huntington, Inge, William Jackson, 
Ebenezer Jackson, Janes, Noadiah Johnson, Cave 
Johnson, Henry Johnson, Benjamin Jones, Kav- 
anah, Kilgore, King, Kinnard, Lane, Lansing, 
Laporte, Lay, Luke Lea, Thomas Lec, Lewis, 
Loyall, Lyon, Abijah Mann, Joel K. Mann, Mar- 
tindale, Marshall, Mardis, John Y. Mason, Moses 
Mason, May, McCarty, McComas, Mcihtire, 
McKay, McKim, McKinley, McLene, McVean, 
Miller, Milligan, Miner, Henry Mitchell, Robert 
Mitchell, Moore, Morgan, Muhlenberg, Murphy, 
Osgood, Page, Parks, Patton, Patterson, Dutee 
J. Pearce, Franklin Pierce, Peyton, Pickens, 
Pierson, Pinckney, Polk, Popg, Ramsay, Reed, 
Rencher, Reynolds, Robertson, Schenck, Schley, 
William’ B. Shepard, Augugtine H. Shepperd, 
Shinn, Slade, Sloane, Smith, Spangler, Speight, 
Standifer, Stecle, Sutherland, William Taylor, 
William P. Taylor, Philemon Thomas, Thomp- 
son, Tompkins, Trumbull, Turner, ‘Tarrill, 
Tweedy, Vanderpoel, Van Houten, Wagener, 
Wayne, White, Frederick Whittlesey, Williams, 
Wise, and Young—181. 

NAYS—Messrs. Chilton Allan, Ashley, Bar- 
nitz, Boekee, Samuel Clark, Cramer, Dickson, 
Edward Everett, Ferris, Halsey, Hardin, Hath- 
away, Hazeltiue, Howell, Jarvis, Richard M 
Johnson, Love, Manning, Parker, Phillips, 
Vance, Vinton, Ward, Wardwell, Whallon, and 
Wilde—27. 

PAY OF THE NAVY. 


On motion of Mr. WATMOUGH, the bill reg- 
ulating the pay of the Navy of the United States 
was made the special order of the day for to-mor- 
row weck. 

REORGANIZATION OF THE TREASURY. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House. a letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, inclosing a - 


| report, made in pursuance of a resolution of the 
| House at its last session, in relation to thé reor- 


ganization of the Treasury Deparunent. 

Mr. WAYNE moved to refer the report toa 
select committee of nine; which was agreed to; 
and, on motion of the same gentleman, five thou- 


: sand extra copies were ordered to be printed. 


BALANCES DUE THE GOVERNMENT. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House 
two communications from the First Compiroller 
of the Treasury, containing alistof balances due 
to the Government; whieh were laid on the table. 
Gn motion of Mr. BRIGGS, the House then 
adjourned. 


9, 


December 


IN SENATE. 
Tusspax,; December 9, 1834. 


A joint resolution was received from the House 
of Representatives, by Mr. Franuuiy, their Clerk, 
for the appointment of Chaplains of different de- 
nominations, to officiate during the session; 
which, 

On motion of Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, was 
concurred in. : 

Also a joint resolution for the appointment of 
a Joint Library Committee; ‘which, 

: On motion of Mr. ROBBINS, was concurred 
in. 
The Senate then procceded to ballot for the 
committee on their part; when it appeared that 
Mr. Rossins, Mr. Pompexrer, and Mr. Biss, 
were chosen. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. WEBSTER, in pursuance of notice, and 


on Icave given yesterday, introduced a bill to 
provide satisfaction for certain American citizens 
for spoliations on their commerce, prior to Sep- 
tember 30, 1800. 

On motion of Mr. W., the bill reecived its first 
reading, for the purpose of reference to a select 
commitiec. ` 

On balloting for the committec, it appeared 
that Mr. Wessrer, Mr. Prentiss, Mr. Pres- 
ron, Mr. Suepiey, and Mr. Grunpy, were 
chosen. 7 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, on leave given, intro- 
duced a bill for the relicf of Theodore Bright- 
well; which was read the first time, and ordered 
to a second reading. 


Mr, TIPTON, on leave given, introduced a 
bill for the relief of Colonel Gad Humphreys; 
which was read the first time, and ordered to a 
second reading. 


Mr. MOORE, in pursuance of notice, intro- 
duced a bill for the relief of Eli Robinson; which 
was read the first time, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

Mr. TYLER, in pursuance of notice given 
yesterday, asked and obtained leave to introduce 
a bill authorizing a further issuing of scrip to 
holdérs of military bounty-land warrdnts; which 
was read the first time, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

Mr. MOORE, in pursuance of notice, intro- 
duced a bill for the relief of Elijah Simmons; 
which was read the first time, and ordered to a 
second reading. @ 


Mr, NAUDAIN, jn pursuance of notice, intro- 
duced a bill authorizing the purchase of Boyd 
Reilley’s patent apparatus for applying the irres- 
pirable gases to the human body, to be used in 
the an and Navy of the United States; which 
was read the first time, and ordered to a second 
reading.- 

i NOTICES OF BILLS. 

Mr. TIPTON also gave notice. that on to-mor- 
row he would ask leave to introduce a bill for 
the relief of Hiram A. Hunter, of Indiana. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, fave notice that on 
to-morrow he would ask leave to introduce a bill 
to provide for the better organization. of the 
United States district court of Alabama, 

Mr. SILSBEE gave notice that on to-morrow 
he would ask leave to introduce a bill to exempt 
certain merchandise from the operation of duties 
imposed by the tariff of 1828. : 

Mr. SOUTEIARD gave notice that on to-mor- 
row he would ask leave to introduce several bills 
on naval subjects, which had been reported at 
the last session, 

Mr. TYLER gave notice that on to-morrow 
he would ask leave to introduce a bill to omit 
the duties on all locomotive steam engines in- 
tended for railroads, and upon parts of such en- 
gines and wheels for railroad cars, with their 
necessary appendages imported, or which may 
be ordered prior to 4th of March next. 

RESOLUTIONS, 


Mr. TIPTON submitted the following resolu- 
tien: ‘ 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a port of entry at thé town of Lafay- 

: eite, on the Wabash. 


Mr SILSBEE presented a memorial praying 


The following resolution, submitted yesterday | 
by Mr. Ewine, was considered and adopted: | 
Resolved, That the Seerctary of War be di- | 
rected to transmit to the Senate a copy of any | 
communications received by him from the com- j 
missioners appointed by the States of Maryland, | 
Pennsylvania, and Virginia, to reccive portions | 
of the Cumberland road lying within the limits | 
of those States respectively, and to crectzoll-gates 
thereon; and if any money be necessary to com- 
plete the repairs of said road agreeably to the 
requirements of laws of said States which have 
received the assent of Congress; and that he fur- ji 
nish an Gstimate of the amount. Also, that he || 
inform the Senate what is the condition of the 
masonry on that road; and how many inches 
of metal have been put on that part of it which |! 
has been located anew, and upon that part of it 
which lics between the Monongahela and Ohio | 
rivers; and also, what depth of metal is, in his 
opinion, necessary to make it a permanent and 
substantial road, upon the plan which has been į 
adopted, in its repairs by the Department. 

Mr. BENTON submitted the following resolu- | 
tion: 

Resclved, That the Secretary of the Treasury | 
be directed to communicate to the Senate any cor- | 
respondence with the Bank of the United States | 
on the subject of the branch drafts, and dividends H 
withheld, not heretofore communicated. Also, || 
to inform the Senate whether the Directors on | 
tbe part of the Government have been refused 
access to the books and accounts of the institu- 
tion. R 

Mr. Ewrne’s resolution, relative to the im- 
provement of the harbor of the river Raisin, sub- į 
mitted yesterday, was also adopted. 


SAMUEL SMITH AND OTHERS. 
The bill for the relicf of Samucl Smith, and 
other Indians, was read a second time, and, 
On motion of Mr. MOORE, it was referred to | 
the Committee on Public Lands. 
: SCHOOL LANDS. 2 
_ _ The bill authorizing the relinquishment of the 
sixteenth sections and granting other lands in lieu | 
thereof for the use of schools, was read the sec- | 
ond time, and, 
On motion of Mr, MOORE, it wag referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 


SUSAN MARLOW. 


The bill for the relief of Susan Marlow was 
read the second time, and, 

On motion of Mr. MOORE, it was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. | 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a letter from the Seeretary of the Treasury, | 
with a statement relative to the Bank of the 
United States and the deposit banks of the past 
year; which, 

Ou motion of Mr. GRUNDY, was ordered to i 
be printed, together with the accompanying doe- | 
uments. i 

The Senate then adjourned i j! 


i 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Torspay, Decemper 9, 1834. 
Petitions and memorials were presented by— | 
Messrs. LINCOLN, ADAMS, and JACK- 
SON, of Massachusetts; j 
Mr. WARD, of New York; | 
Messrs. BANKS, MUHLENBERG, RURD, | 
and KING, of Pennsylvania; H 
. Messrs. ARCHER, BOULDIN, GORDON, 4 
į and CLAIBORNE, of Virginia; 
Mr. CLAYTON, of Georgia; l 
Messrs. POPE, JOHNSON, and ALLAN, of |i 
Kentucky; 
[Mr. Pore presented the petition of the admin- | 
istrators of Licutenant Elliott. Also, the petition 
of the heir of Lieutenant Towncs. Also, the | 
petition of the heirs of Samuel Smith—all praying | 
| for commutation pay; which were referred.] 
Messrs. BLAIR and DUNLAP, of Tennessee; | 
_. Mr. CRANE, of Ohio; g 


Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana; 4 


Mr. ASHLEY, of Missouri; 

Mr. SEVIER, of Arkansas Territory. N 

The said petitions were severally referred to the 
appropriate committees. 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, 
from the Committee on Military Affairs, several 
bills emanating from said committee were ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. CHILTON roseand said, it would berec- 
ollected that, at the last session, a resolution had 
been adopted, on his motion, after a protracted 
discussion, directing an inquiry into the propri- 
ety of compensating the remnant of that band of 
revolutionary patriots who were engaged in pro- 


j! tecting the frontiers from the year 1782 to the 


treaty of Greenville, in 1795. The committee, 
under the resolution, had reported a bill which 
remained unacted upon. His present object was 
to move that the Committee of the Whole be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill 
referred to,and that it be committed to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. If 
these venerated worthies were to receive anything 
for their services and toils, and if their, last mo- 
ments were to be soothed by any substantial token 
of their country’s gratitude, speedy action was 
necessary to effect so desirable an object. He 
accordingly made the motion indicated. 

Mr. WARDWELL moved to amend the mo- 
tion by adding to it the billextending the provis- 
ions of the act supplementary to the act making 
appropriations for the relicfof the surviving offi- 
cers and soldiers of the Revolution, 

Mr, CILILTON accepted the amendment as a 
modification of his motion; and thus amended, 
the motion prevailed— yeas 81, nays 74. 


REPORT ON THE FINANCES. 


On motion of Mr. POLK, the reports of the 
Secretary of, the Treasury on the state of the 
finances, and the estimated appropriations neccs- 
sary for the year 1835, were referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, 


On motion of Mr. CROCKETT, the bill to 
amend an act entitled “An act authorizing the 
State of Tennessee to issue grants and perfect 
titles to certain lands therein described, and to 
settle the claims to the vacant and unappropriated 
land within the same,’ passed 18th April, 1806, 
was made the special order of the day for to-mor- 
row week. 


oe 


RESOLUTIONS. 
On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, 


it was : 
Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands 


| be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 


making a further &ppropriation to satisfy Virginia 
military land warrants, 

On motion of Mr. BEATY, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
cney of making a further appropriation to con- 
tinue the improvement of the navigation of the 
Cumberland river. 


Oa motion of Mr. THOMAS, of Louisiana, it 


ii was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 
be, and is hereby, instructed to inquire into the 


s expedicney of establishing a light-house at the 


pass between Lake Pontchartrain and 
repas., 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, it 
was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
making an appropriation to remove the obstruc- 
ions to the navigation of vessels over the bar at 
the mouth of the Mississippi river, and to deepen 
the harbor at that place. 


On motion of Mr. GARLAND, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
making an appropriation of land or money, for 
the purpose of making levees on the publie lands 
on the western banks of the Mississippi river, 


Lake Mau- 


| from the northern boundary of the State of Leu- 


isiana as low down as the grand levee of Point 


: Cqnpée; and on the southern bank of Red river, 


from the mouth thereof, as far up as may be 
necessary to protect the country from the inun- 
dations of that river. 


On motion of Mr. HANNEGAN, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be | 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- | 
lishing a port of eniry at the town of Lafayette, | 
or some other suitable peint above the rapids, on 
the river Wabash. 

On motion of Mr. CARR, it was 

Resolved, That all the papers and documents 
heretofore referred to the Committee of Claims, 
onthe subjcet of making provision by law for the 
payment of property lost by individuals in the 
Tin pecanos campaign in the year 1811. Also, 
for the payment of property lost by the rangers 
of Indiana, Dlinois,and Missouri, in the late war | 
with Great Britain, and the six companies of | 
mounted rangers, organized in the year 1832, for , 
the protection of the northwestern frontier, be | 
again referred to the Committce of Claims, and | 
that said committee be instructed to report by 
bill, or otherwise 

On motion of Mr. EWING, it was 

Resolved, ‘That the Committce on Canals and 
Internal Improvements be instructed to inquire 
into the expediency, in strict accordance with the 
policy heretofore pursued, of making an appro- 
priation to improve the navigation of the Wabash 
river, from its junction with the canal, a few 
miles north of ‘Tippecanoe, to its junction with 
the Ohio river. f 

On motion of Mr, McKINLEY, it was 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Roads and 
Canals inquire into the expediency of authorizing 
the State of Alabama to levy and collect tolls on 
the navigation of the canal now constructing 
round the Muscle Shoals, to be applied to keep- | 
ing the canal in repair, attending to the locks, and 
collecting the tolls; and the surplus, if any, to be 
applied in aid of the completion of the canal. 


| 
| 

| 

On motion of Mr. MARDIS, it was | 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary ; 
be instructed to inquire ipto the expediency of | 
establishing, in the State of Alabama, a third | 
district of the United States I"ederal court, to be 
held in the town of Tuscaloosa, to. consist of the 
counties of Fayette, Walker, Pickens, Sumpter, 
Green, Perry, Tuscaloosa, Bibb, Shelby, Jeffer- | 
son, St. Clair, Burton, Talladega, Chambers, and | 

Randolph. i 
’ On motion of Mr. ASHLEY, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of liqui- | 
dating the claim of Messrs. Thompson & Ross 
for supplies furnished the troops of the United 
States during the summer of 1832. 

On motion of Mr. SEVIER, it was | 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and | 
Means be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of making a further appropriation to com- 
plete the improvement of the navigation of the 
Arkansas river. 

The following resolution, offered by Mr. Jar- | 
vis, was ordered to lie on the table for one day: | 

Resolved, That the President of the United | 
States be requested to communicate to this lTouse |! 
H 
j 


any information he may possess respecting the į 
burning of the building occupied by the Treasury | 
Department in the year 1833. ! 

On motion of Mr. SMITH, it was: 

Ordercd, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of an 
appropriation for the improvement of the harbor 
at Portland, in Maine, by the erection of a break- |; 
water, pursuant to the recommendation and sur- | 
vey of Coloncl ——— Anderson, of the engineer | 
corps, in 1832. i 

On motion of Mr. HUBBARD, it was | 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary | 
Pensions be instructed to inquire into the expedi- | 


| houses—the onc on Split Rock Point, and the i 


; pension to Lambert P. Van Valkenburgh, of the |! 


į of New York. | 


| and emoluments of the general and staff officers jj 


eney of amending the act of Congress, approved | 
February 19, 1833, in‘addition to the act for the :! 
relief of certain surviving officers and soldiers of | 
the Revolution, passed June 7, 1832, so that all ; 
persons entitled to pensions for any disabilities į 
incurred in the war of the Revolatión, shall have ; 
the right to claim and receive the same in addi- | 
tion to any pension or annuity to which they may | 
be entitled under any act of Congress for revolu- | 
tionary services. 

On motion of Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, | 
it was | 

Resolved, That the petitions, resolutions, and | 


On motion of Mr. WHALLON, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce | 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
making an appropriation for building two light- | 


other on Cumberland Head, Lake Champlain. 


On motion of Mr. MORGAN, it was li 
_ Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce ; 
inquire into the expediency of obliging all mer- | 
chant ships, or vessels of the United States, over ij 
the burden of two hundred tons, bound south of 
the equator,*té have on board, as part of their I 
crew, two apprentices, at least, as a means of i| 
benefiting the naval and commercial interests of || 
the United States. 

On motion of Mr. ADAMS, of New York, it | 
was j Gi 

Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pen- |: 
sions inquire into the expediency of granting a | 


town of Lexington, county of Green, and State |! 


On motion of Mr. MANN, of New York, it} 
was g | 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Af- , 
fairs be instructed to inquire and report upon | 
the expediency of abolishing the office of Major | 
General Commanding-in-Chief, and of providing 
fora fixed allowance and for a reduction and 
more equitable distribution of the pay, rations, || 


H 


of the Army. 
On motion of Mr. FILLMORE, it was | 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce | 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of jj 
establishing a marine hospital at the city of Buf- į 
falo, New York. | 


On motion of Mr. HENDERSON, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of extending the present mail route 
from Bellefonte to Mill Hall, (Centre county, ) 
to the town of Salina, a distance of three miles 
further. 

On motion of Mr. CHAMBERS, it was 

Resolved, That it be referred to the Judiciary 
Committee to consider the expediency of report- | 
ing a bill limiting the liability of the sureties of 
deceased, removed, or resigned public officers of 
the United States. 


On motion of Mr. MILLER, it was 

Resolved, Thatthe Committee on Revolutionary i: 
Pensions be instructed to inquire into the pro- | 
priety of granting a pension to Andrew Lawshe, | 
o` Perry county, Pennsylvania, agreeably to the i 
terms of the act of Congress. | 

On motion of Mr. McKIM, it was i 

Resolved, That so much of the* report of the | 
Secretary of War as relates to the joint resolu- | 
tion of Congress passed at the last session, and || 
providing forthe construction ofa railroad through | 
the public grounds at Harper’s Ferry, be referred H 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. DAVENPORT, it was 

Resolved, That the petition and papers of John |j 
W. Godfrey, deceased, late of the State of Vir- i| 
ginia, now on the files of this House, which have, | 


H 
i 
H 
{ 


at previous sessions uf Congress, been referred | 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims, and || 
not finally acted on, be again referred to that | 
Committee. i 
On motion of Mr. MASON, of Virginia, it was | 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be | 
instructed to inquire into the expedicncy of | 
making an appropriation to erect a hospital at | 
City Point, in Virginia, for the reception of sick 
seamen. | 
On motion of Mr. MASON, of Virginia, it was | 
Resolved, That the message of the President of ; 
the United States, on the subject of a present |, 
received by the consul of the United States at 
Tangier, from the Emperor of Morocco, made to :! 
this House atthe last session of Congress, be | 
recommitted to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, || 
with instructions to report a bill directing the sale | 


On motion of Mr. SPEIGHT, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
making an appropriation for the building of a * 
light-boat, to be stationed at or near Harbor 
Island Bar, in the State of North Carolina. 


On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on Revolution- 


: ary Pensiong be instructed to inquire into the 


expediency of providing by law for the payment - 
to the militia of the same pensions that are paid 
to the soldiers and officers of the regular Army 


On motion of Mr. GRAYSON, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
making an appropriation for erecting light- 
houses, and placing buoys at the entrance of the 
inlets of St. Helena and Port Royal, on the coast 
of South Carolina. * 


On motion of Mr. HUBBARD, it was 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed on 
the part of this House, to join such committee 
as may be appointed on the part of. the Senate, 
to consider and report the arrangements neces- 
sary to be adopted, in order to carry into effect 
the last resolution reported on the 24th of June, 
1834, by the joint committee appointed at the last 
session of Congress, on the occasion of the death 
of General Lafayette. 


RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 


The resolution moved by Mr, Beaty yester~ 
day was read, considered, and agreed to. 


On motion of Mr. WISE, the Committee of. 
the Whole was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of a bill to carry into effect a resolu- 
tion of 1781 for the erection of a marble column 
at York, in Virginia; and it was made the special 
order for Wednesday. 


THOMAS H. SMITH AND SON. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a report’ 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, in the case 
of Thomas H. Smith & Son; which, on motion 
of Mr. McKim, was referred to the Committee’ 
of Ways and Means. 


PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 


On motion of Mr. CONNOR, the House: re- 
solved itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr, Speieur in the 
chair,) on the message of the President of the 
United States. 

Mr. CONNOR submitted the’ following reso- 
lutions: E 

Resolved, That so much of the President’s mes- - 
sage as relates to the political relations of the 
United States with other nations be referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

Resolved, ‘Chat so much of the said message as 
relates to the commerce of the United States with 
foreign nations be referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. . 

Resolved, That so much of said message as 
relates to the finances, and to the ‘Bank of the 
United States, be referred to the Committee of 


| Ways and Means. 


Resolved, That so much of said message as 
relates to the report of the Secretary of War, 
and the public interests intrusted to the War 
Department, be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Resolved, That so much of said message as 
relates to the Indian tribes be referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Resolved, That so much of said message as re- 
lates to the ** existence of extensive frauds under 
the various laws granting pensions and gratuities 
for revolutionary services, and the reéxamination 
of those laws,” be referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensiogs . 

Resolved, That so much of said message- as re- 
lates to the report of the Secretary. of the Navy 
and the naval service be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 


` 
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Roads. ` | 
Resolved, That so much of said message as re- | 
lates to the extension of the judiciary system of | 
the United States be referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. h 

Resolved, That so much of said'message as re- 
lates'to the amendment of the Constitution, in 
relation to the clection of Presidentand Vice Pres- 
ident of the United States, be referred to a select 
committee. 

Resolved, That so much of said message as ro- | 
lates to the destruction of the building occupied 
by the Treasury Department, and to the erection 
of a new building for the use of the Treasury De- | 

. partment, be referred to the select committec on 
the public buildings. 

Resolved, That the said select committees have |; 
leave to report py bill or otherwise. 

The resolution having been read, Mr. CLAY- 
TON proposed an amendment, in the following 
terms: 

“ That so much of the President’s message as 
relates to the treaty with France, concluded at į! 
Paris on the 4th day of July, 1831, be, referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, with instruc- 
tions to report that itis expedient to await the 
further action of the French Chambers on the 
questien submitted to them, of granting the ap- 
propriations necessary to carry the treaty into ; 
effect; inasmuch as the delay of consummating | 

| 
1 


its terms seems to have proceeded more from the j 
delicate and important character of the claims i 
resting on voluminous documentary evidence, 
their long standing, and the peculiar complexity 
of the principles involved in their adjustment, 
than from any design, on their part, to impair the 
friendly relations which have so long and happily 
subsisted between the French.and American Gov- 
ernments, or any desire to evade the performance 
of ample justice when the whole matter shall 
have been fully and fairly considered.” 

Mr. CLAYTON, Jin supporting the amendment 
he had offered, procceded to say that he consid- | 
ered the question involved in the resolution as 
perhaps one of the most important which would 
come before the House during the present session, 
and he wished it to be fully understood that, in | 
the few remarks he should offer, his purpose was | 
to avoid everything in the remotest degree con- | 
nected with party tecling. He trusted he should 
be the last man to bring forward anytning to dis- 
turb the harmony of the House, ‘The President, 
in submitting that portion of his message which | 
related to the subject, had, he doubted not, done | 
that which he honestly believed to be expedient 
and proper. He had nothing to censure in the | 
proceedings, nor was it his design to cast any 
blame upon any one. The question, however, in 
all its weight and solemn responsibility, was by 
the message submitted to the consideration and | 
“*decision of the legislative branch of the Govern- i: 

ment. The body whom he addressed were re- 

sponsible for all the consequences attendant upon | 
their decision; and when the extent of those con- | 
sequences was taken into view, it was a consid- | 
eration which could not but strike the mind of | 
every individual in a most forcible manner. The 

people of the United States were now looking | 

intently to the legislative body for what was to i 

ensuc. i 

_ Tteould not be disguised that the recommenda- | 

tion in the message amounted, practically, to 

nothing more or less than a declaration of war! 
against France. ‘That was the recommendation. 


i 
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dent submits the only other which, in his opin- 
ion, remained. ‘‘I recommend,” says he, ‘that 
‘a law be passed, authorizing reprisals upon 
‘French property, in case provision shalt not be 
“made for the payment of the debt at the approach- 
‘ing session of the French Chambers.” Mr. © 
said, he would ‘here appeal to the endor of the 
House to say, whether they belicved that resort- 
iag to a measure of this character would not im- 
mediately place the United States in hostile rela- 
tions with one ofthe proudest, mosthigh-spirited, 
most warlike, and most wealthy, powerful, and 
formidable nations of the world? Let no gen- 
tleman deceive himself. The moment such a 
measure should he sanctioned by the legislative 


authority, all prospect of a friendly termination | 


of our dispute with France wag at an end. 

It might, perhaps, be said, that, before thie 
House came to a decision of any kind, they ought 
to allow themselves ample time, as posstbly the 
whole matter might have been decided before the 
message should reach France, 


‘would wish to place that nation in such a condi- 
tion as they would*then occupy? Should the 
House, on the contrary, adopt the instructions he 
had had the honor to propose, wouldit not go far 
to show to the French people, and their Govern- 
ment, that there existed in the Ametican nation 
nownkind, no hostile feeling towards our ancient 
friends and allies? All that sense of mutual mor- 
tification would be spared, which must be the 


| inevitable result of having needlessly threatened 


those who were, without a threat, disposed to do 
usright. But supposing that the question should 
not have been settled, and the message containing 
ihe language he bad read should arrive on the 
other side of the water, what would be the effect 
upon the French Chambers? 

Had gentlemen read the debates in that body 
on the subject of our treaty ? Had they seen what 
a high-minded, proud, lofty spirit pervaded and 
animated the speeches of the French orators, so 
exactly characteristic of that ancient and chival- 
rous people? Did any man believe that, if such 
language was held when no threat, had been 
uttered, those men would be disposed to yield our 
claims after the threat had been heard? If the 
Chambers hesitated now, from their view of the 


character of our demand, did any man believe that, | 


after this message of the President of the United 
States had reached them, they would be more 
disposed to yicld us our rights?) Mr. C. said he 
might show, from another portion of the message 
itself, what might be expected to be the temper 
and feelings of the French people in such circum- 
stances. ‘The President, speaking of the conduct 
of the bank, observes: 

«To the needless distress brought on the 
“country during the last session of Congress, has 
‘since beenadded the open seizure of the dividends 
‘on the public stock, to the amount of one hun- 
t dred and seventy thousand and forty-one dollars, 
‘under pretense of paying damages, cost, and in- 


| ‘terest, upon the protested French bill, Phissum 


‘constituted «portion of the estimated revenues 
‘for the year 1834, upon which the appropriations 
“made by Congress were based. It would as soon 
‘have been ¢xpected that our collectors would 
* seize on the customs, or the receivers of our land 
‘oiices on the moneys arising from the sale of 
‘public lands, under pretenses of claims against 
“the United States, as that the Bank would have 
‘retained the dividends. Indeed, if the principle 
‘be established, that any one who chooses may 
‘set up a claim against the United States, may, 


And he trusted that gentlemen would not suffer |! 
themselves to be deccived into any other view of |: 
it Let every gentleman ask himself whether, | 
should that be done which the President advises, 
war must not be the natural and inevitable con- 
sequence? Ho was ready to admit that the time | 
might come, nay, that it might, perhaps, be not i 
distant, when war would be neecssary; but he | 
concluded that the time was not yet come. In: 
the message, the House was presented with an | 
alternative. “If,” says the President, in his | 
message, ‘it shall be the pleasure of Congress ; 
ttoawait the further action of the French Cham- | 
‘bers, no further consideration of the subject will; 
‘at this session, probably be required at your 
‘hands.’? But if tins course should not appear to | 
Congress proper to be adopted, then the Presi 


10 


i 
į 


j 
| 
| 
i 
t 
| 
I 
{ 
| 
i 


| ‘in like cases, w 


‘without authority of law, seize on the public 
‘property or money, wherever he can find it, to 
‘pay the claim, there will remain no assurance 


į ‘that our revenue will reach the Treasary, or that 
i fit will be applied after the appropriation to the 


< purposes designated in the law. The paymasters 
‘of our Army, and the pursers of our Navy, 
‘may, under like pretenses, apply to their own 
‘use moneys appropriated to set in motion the 
t public force, and in time of war leave the coun- 
‘try without defense. This-measure resorted to 
i by thc bank is disorganizing and revolutionary, 
and, if generally resorted to by private citizens 
1 ould fill the land with anarchy and 

€ violence,’” R ` 
Herc wasa parallel case. If such an act as 
that of the Bank, in the case referred to, was felt 


- by the President to be “ revolutionary,” and fall 


But he would ask | 
iwhether, should that be the case, gentlemen 


of “ violence,” what effect would the language he 
| held on the subject of reprisals be expected to 
l exert in France? A proposition, while they were 
i still deliberating on our claims, to take redress 
li into our own hands, and seize atonce upon their 
i ships upon the high seas! As men felt, so nations 
| would feel; and what was true of the one would, 
to a great extent, be true of the other. 

Gentlemen should not consider this question 
like that between France and Portugal. Portugal 
was a small nation, in a state of political distrac- 
tion, and utterly unable to resist the demand made 
upon her, or toavenge aggressionson her property. 
France was a very different thing. She was not 
to be compelled, as Spain had been, to endure, 
without resenting it, the language held to her, 
when the gentleman who now presided over the 
Department of Siate was our Minister near that 
Power. Very different consequences must ensue, 
should language of a similar tenor be addressed 
to her. Reprisals were, in effect, acts of hostility: 
so soon as they should be authorized on our part 
by Congress, France would instantly retaliate, 
|| and order reprisals by her citizens; and what must 
be the consequence? Who did not see that the 
result must be war? Now, he did not believe that, 
l as yet, we had justifiable cause of war with the 
French nation. He argued this question, and 
| intended to argue it, as if the recommendation of 
| the President was a recommendation of war. He 
trusted gentlemen would not so far deceive them- 
selves as to view it in any other light.. Indeed, 
it was very plain that the Secretary of the 'Treas- 
| ury, in his report, seemed to look towards such 
anevent. The President did the same. The Sce- 
retary Says: ò 

“Tt is not now possible to foresee the contin- 
gencies that may check either the present large 
importations of merchandise or large sales of 
land, and consequently reduce the revenue de- 
‘rived from them; or that may require an increase 
| ‘in our Army or Navy expenditures, arising from 
| ‘those unfortunate collisions to which all nations 
| fare liable that feel disposed to sustain the faith 
‘ of treaties, vindicate their public rights, and pro- 
‘tect, efficiently, their commerce and citizens. 
‘No further reduction of the tariff, until that al- 
| ‘ready provided for at the close of the ensuing 
| fycar, would, therefore, seem to be prudent.” 
In fact, the President and his Minister had 
| done, as it becamea judicious Government to do— 
they had anticipated a possible state of war, and 
|| had provided against it. That such must be the 
natural consequence of the measure the President 
| had recommended, he believed no candid man 

would for a moment deny. 

| Mr. C. said he had no hesitation in declaring 
his belief, that our claims on the French Govern- 
i| ment were perfectly fairand just. He believed that 
we had not asked a cent more than was justly 
due to us; that we ought to have the money; and 
" that, should our demand be definitely postponed, 
the refusal would present just cause of war. Butit 
had not been definitely refused. Whoever would 
| take the pains to read the French debates, would 
|| find that the members of the French Chambers 
p insisted on no other principle than we ourselves 
ii did. The French Constitution declared that the 
| Chambers must act upon every grant of moncy 
li required to fulfill the stipulations of a treaty, and 
rf their speakers stood upon this constitutional right. 
i [Here Mr. C. quoted copiously from the speeches 
made in the French Chamber of Deputics.} 

Now, if the matter debated there was mainly, 
or in part, a constitutional question, ought we to 
i proceed to hasty and rash measures because they 
i} came toa different conclusion from that which we 
; might think the right one? ‘he question was 
: to this day undecided in our own Government. 
: There were among us, and among them, two 
opinions as‘to the obligation of Congress to make 
pproptiations of money tg fulfill the stipulations 
of a treaty. The prevailing opinion was that 
Congress were not bound, but remained free, to 
i deliberate and to decide in view of circumstances. 
Asan illustration of this: were itto be held other- 
ii wise, how might the tariff question be at any 
time unsettled by the stipulations of our forcign 
negotiators? Should such a principle as this once 
i| be sanctioned, what consequence must follow? _ 
There would be an end to the power of Congress 
over the appropriation of public money. And, 
holding such views ourselves, ought we to com- 
plain if similar opinions were maintained in the 
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French legislative halls? The matter was not yet 
fully settled, cither here or there. Should the 
decision of the Chambers be that they could not 
appropriate money for the treaty, we should then 
he referred back to the grounds of our original 
claim before any treaty existed; and then Cen- 
gresg must decide whether or not they would goto 
war to compel the payment of claims which had 
been loft to negotiation for forty-five years. 

The question, however, was still undecided’ 
and, in 
Crown and of the Cabinet was exerted in our 
behalf: it was all urged in favor of the fulfilment 
of the terms of the treaty. Under such circum- 
stances, would it (he asked) be wise to go to war? 
The menace of the message was war. Gentle- 
mea must be blind not to see that France wouid 
so reccive it. If she was now the same proud and 
high-tencd nation which the history of Europe 
had so fully evinced her to be, all thoughts of 
amicable negotiation, under such a menace, must 
beatan cend. There were some things in the 
speeches of the Deputies which were ealeulated 
to startle our pride. ‘They referred to the days 
of their revolutionary struggle and of ours, and 
adverted to the great sufferings of both nations 
in the cause of free principles; especially in the 
maintenance of that principle so important in our 
estimation, that frec ships made free goods—that 
the flag covered the cargo 

{licre Mr. C. again quoted from the French 
debates.] 

Throughout these speeches, Mr. C. found no 
language or fecling of disrespect towards our Gov- 
ernment. And Jet it be remembered, that the 
subject was one of great importance to the French 
Government, 
close of that great revolution in theiraffairs, which 
resulted in the exiling of Bonaparte to Eiba, and 
the letting in all the harpies who accompanied 
what was called the restoration, the French nation 
had to pay a thousand millions of.francs, because 
she bad been struggling for the priuciples of free 
trade and the rights of neutrals. Our Govern- 


ment, at that time, disclaimed all part or partici- | 


pation in the doings of those nations who combined 
together to force the Bourbons upon France— 
nations whose only purpose seemed to be to emu- 
late each other in robbing the French Treasury. 
- All parties in the Chambers agreed in conecding 
that something was due to us. The only question 
was as to the preciseamount. Bonaparte’s Gov- 
ernment admitted that, on the very.strictest prin- 
ciples of calculation, at least thirteen millions, 
aud on principles more liberal eighteen millions of 
francs were dueto the United States. The resto- 
ration Government, when they were expelled by 
the French people, had been on the eve of settling 
with us for twelve millions; and the existing 
Government admitted without hesitation that a 
large debt was due. The difficult question to be 
settled was, the true and just amount. 
To fix this properly was a work of difficulty 


and of time; and surely it would be time well | 
lost, should it result in preventing our conflict 


with one of the oldest and strongest and most 
warlike nations of Europe. hat were two or 
three sessions of.the Chambers, especially when 
our name was treated with the utmost respect in 
all their discussions, and while, though they had 
great difficulty in deciding on questions of their 
own, which were involved in the decision, they 
continued to manifest nothing but a friendly dis- 
position and purpose towards this country ? Some 
of theirarguments were not without great weight. 
One of them especially seemed entitled to much 
consideration from a nation which respected its 
own laws. It was, that a part of our claim was 
for gaods taken, during the prevalence of our own 
embargo and non-intercourse laws, from citizens 
who were sailing the high seas, in open violation 
and defiance of thosc laws. They insist that, if 
our own citizens choose to take the risk of ap- 
pearing on the ocean in direct disobedience to our 
authority, they ought to abide by the consc- 
quences. But he waived all this. He had stated 
enough to show that there did exist just cause for 
some dclay. He would only add an extract from 
one speech, which insisted that, should our claim 
be allowed without rigid examination, the allow- 
ance of it could be placed only on the ground of 
gratuity. [Here Mr. C. quoted from one of the 
drench orators, | , 

Mr. C. said, that it was his persuasion, after 


y : : | 
the meanwhile, ail the influence of the 


Let it be remembered that at the į; 


reading these debates, and recollecting that we | 
had the whole weight of the Crown and the Cabi- 
net thrown into our scale, that the ultimate decis- 
ion would be what we asked that it should be. 

But there was another aspect of the subject, 
and a very scrious-one.. It was this: that,should 
we go to war at this time, we must do it upon a 
deficient Treasury. Not only was the Treasury of 
the nation destitute of a dollar, but there was an 
actual pericir of two millions and a half of dòl- 
lars! This he was prepared to demonstrate. He 
: did not consider that, however, as at present 
inecessary He had the vouchers ready toestab- 
i lish his position. Now, should the nation go to 
; war on such a Treasury, what must be the con- 
i sequence? Fle had risen with no wish to pouse 
_ Jealousies, orawaken angry feeling, butto make a | 
i speech pacific in all respects; and he hoped that 
what he had yet to say would be reccived in no 
other spirit. 

Butit was plain that, if we went to war, it would 
be, in effect, with all the world. The field of 
| battle would be the high seas; and there we had 
| a commerce afloat to the value of two hundred mil- 
lions, viz: ninety millions outward, and onc hun- 
dred and cleven millions inward; and this would 
:immediately be subject to the vessels of alli 
! nations, provided they did but hoist the French 
i flag. It would not only be a war with a nation 
i numbering thirty millions of people, but it would 
subject us to attacks from all other quarters. Yet 
ilet him notbe misunderstood. Letno gentleman 
t suppose him to be unwilling to risk all this; yes, 

; and ten thousand times more, on a question where 

i the national honor was involved; but he never 

‘could consent to expose the property of his fel- 

low-citizens to such a hazard, until all proper 

measures of a pacific character had been tried in 

ii vain. 

i The nation was now said to be out of debt, 

| and the fact was the envy and admiration of other 

Governments, and the pride of our own. But if 

| we went to war, we must instantly plunge into a 

i new debt. And what would be the further con- 

į sequence? As our commerce must be destroyed, 

the natural course of things would be to turn 

capital from commerce to manufactures, just as 

it had happened during the last war. Our citi- | 
zens would, as soon as possible, withdraw their 
| capital from the ocean, wheroit would be sub- 
jected to such a risk of destruction, and invest it 
in manufactures. And what next? Why, then 
we should have appeal upon ‘appeal for protec- 
tion, and the tariff must be raised. And then all 
the difficulties between the northern and southern 
States must be aroused afresh. “Could any gen- 
tleman look at such consequences, and not feel a 
desire to avert war, if it could be done with 
honor? 

Mr. C. observed that it had been his purpose 
to say much more, but that he was physically 
unable. He had not risen with any desire to 
make a flourish, but to recall to the consideration 
of the House the pagific relations which had sub- | 
sisted between this country and France for forty- 
five years. The President seemed disposed to 
hurry Congress into a course which must forfeit | 
at once all this mutual good understanding. It | 
was not his wish to recall scenes that were past, | 
| although one of the French Deputies had done | 
Í so, and had adverted to the time when the flags 
of France and America were flying in the same 
field, and joined in the same cause. He would only 
ask the House to look on that picture, [pointing | 
to the portrait of Washington,] and then on that, 
{pointing tő the likeness of Lafayette.] 

If the pictures of those great men could speak 
now, what would they say? While the House 
was engaged in deliberating on a war with France, | 
it would be well to vail these portraits. He felt 
assured the American people would approve of 
no such war. Virginia would never do it. Mount 
Vernon would never allow it. Yorktown would 
not consent to it. 
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i terance to his feelings upon this all-important! 


| subject. Mr. C said he spoke onithis queation | 
without. premeditation, relying upon -the-sponta- -: 


neous feelings of his heart, and ‘the best-interests 


manner of his address, ‘He said the winds: of. 
heaven at this moment were: wafting ‘the Presi- 
dent’s message to every. portion of the civilized 
world. ; 
contained no menace—no threat. ‘But fear (said 
Mr. C.) it may be-differently understood: by the 
French people, and that they may look upon it 
as having received the sanction of the: American 
nation. He said he believed the nation wanted, 
if possible, to live in peace with all foreign Pow- 
ers. It was their interest as well as duty? He 
said he had no hesitation in asserting that, as far 
as he had been able to ascertain public. opinion, 
| it was averse to war. ‘The people were disposed 

to live in peace with all the world, and especially 
with their ancient friend and ally, France. From 
this determination they could not depart, äs long 
as they could adhere to it without a sacrifice of 
national honor, : 

Mr. C. asked, what did the President recom- 
mend? He recommended, in the event ofa cer- 
tain contingency, to wit: the French Chambers 
not making the necessary appropriations tocarry, 


that event, he, the President, should ‘be authors 


property, to the amount-of the sum’stipulated to 
| be paid the American Government in the ‘treaty 
of the 4th of July, 1831. Yes, (said Mr.'C:,) to 
arm him with power to seize upon the property 
of innocent and unoffending individuals.’ Jf this 
power be conferred upon him, it will be virtually 
conferring upoa the President unconstitutional 
power—a power to declare war. For, disguise 
the fact as gentlemen may, I can view it in no 
other light than a declaration of war. Is there 
any gentleman on this floor who does not believe 
that war will be the inevitable consequence of the 
measure? Yes, sir; it will follow with the cer- 
tainty that the peal of thunder succeeds the electric 
flash in the gathering storm. 


I am onc of the representatives of the 
and a free man. I come here to advocate the peo- 
ple’s interest. This is the goal that T direct all 
my efforts to. I will support the measures of the 
Administration when I think them right,’ 
oppose them when T believe them wrong.” Dam 


sustained, I will stand conscious and erect.’ ‘Ge 
tlemen have read, history to little effect, if they 
are ready to clothe a single individual wit 
power of making war. If “we are to derive 
wisdom from the experience and from: the ad- 
monitions of history, we will withhold it. The 
granting of this power improvidently has carried 
the sword through the fairest provinces of the 
world, and brought ruin to the doors of millions. 
When cause of war shall exist, and the honor of 
the nation shall demand a declaration, I will, as 
the representative of a proud and chivalrous peo- 
ple, join in meeting its horrors; but, until dire 
necessity shall require it, I shall use all my efforts 


tells me this is the proper determination. 

But, Mr. Chairman, does the existing differ- 
ence between the United States and Fyance pre- 
sent such a case? In my humble judgment it 
| does not. What, sir, is the state of the fact? 
Is not the executive Government of Trance 
| making use of every exertion to obtain from the 
Chambers the necessary appropriations? Does 
it not already appear to every gentleman, who 
has given himself the trouble to read the debates 
inthe Chambers, that a respectable portion of 
that body do not regard the treaty as binding 
until ratified by thom, the only constitutional 
power in the French Government to levy a tax 
upon the people? We should, in the examina- 
tion of this question, have some regard to the 
existing state of affairs in that country. What 
would be our situation, if the President and Sen- 
| ate were to make a treaty, and in that treaty to 
stipulate to pay a sum of money, and Congress 
was to refuse to grant the appropriations? The 
President would surely, in that.case, recommend 
the disappointed nation to stay their hand alittle, 
and give time to efféet'a change of public opinion, 
| The Government of France and the Government 


h'the i 


of his constituents, to direct both the matter and. 


It has been asserted that’ the message, - 


into effcct their treaty-with us, that then, and in | 


ized by Congress to make. reprisals on` French | 


Sir, lam not afraid ` 
to express my sentiments on the present occasion, ` 
cople, ` 


nd 


no partisan; and if an ‘imputation of ‘that “sort: |). 
|! should be made. against me, self-poised and self >.. 


to avoid it. Policy, sound morals, everything, -. 
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of the United States are Governments founded on 
public opinion, and sustained by popular senti- 
ments and popular feelings. Who says nay to 
this proposition? None—no notone. It ought 
to be remembered, that a majority of eight only 
were against the necessary appropriation, at the 
time the. question was first taken in the Cham- 
bers. It cannot be forgotten that the King has 
pledged himself to present it at the next meeting 
of the Chambers, and again urge the necessity of 
the ‘appropriation; and we know that it is his 
fixed purpose to do all in his power to have the 
claim adjusted. With a knowledge of these 
facts, shall we indulge for one single moment in 
the language of menace, and provoke a war with 
France, our oldest and most steady friend ?—a 
people who stood by us in the hour of peril and 
danger, who mingled their blood and treasure 
with the blood and treasure of our fathers, in 
fighting for the liberties of our beloved country? 
his great citadel of republican government was 
erected by the joint efforts of our fathers and the 
French people. Were I to experience for a mo- 
ment other than a wish for eternal peace between 
France and the United States, some ghost smeared 
with blood would rise from the plains of Mon- 
mouth to upbraid me. Do not draw wrong con- 
clusions from what I say. I am the advocate of 
peace, An eloquent writer has well said—the 
eart that can mourn over the havoc and desola- 
tion of the fields of battle is closely allied to the 
arm that is ever ready to protect innocence from 
outrage, and socicty from oppression. It is the 
emblem of moral courage—the daring to do what 
is right. i 

Sir, is it inconsistent with genuine courage, 
‘before you enter into a contest, either as private 
men or public functionaries, to calculate the con- 
sequences that will follow? Sir, ours is the most 
commercial nation on earth, except Great Britain. 
Our merchant vessels are incessantly wafting the 
praductions of our soil from the frozen belt that 
encircles the northern polc, to the sandy bars 
‘which environ the antarctic circle. At this mo- 
ment the surface of the ocean is whitened with the 
sails which cover her millions of American prop- 
erty. Declare war to-morrow, and two months 
will not have elapsed before all the unemployed 
shipping of other countries would apply to France 
for letters of marque and reprisal, and under the 
French flag pounce down upon and sweep this 
vast commerce from the ocean. Then in a brief 
period would be presented to your eyes the mel- 
ancholy spectacle of your commerce ruined, your 
surplus produce unsold, your seaport towns lan- 
guishing, and every village and cottage from 
Maine to Georgia withering before the blighting 
effects of war. Mr. Chairman, let me here say 
to you, that the American people should be the 
last on earth to go to war, and for this plain rca- 
son: they have more at stake than any other. 
Our Government is the admiration of theswhole 
world. No people among civilized: nations enjoy 
a higher degree of freedom and happiness; none 
who have their civil and religious liberties better 
secured. This Government, administered in its 
purity, is an ample shield, behind which the peo- 

le may stand in the full enjoyment of all the 
‘hopes of freemen; nor are we, Mr. Chairman, 
alone interested in the success of our Govern- 
ment. The enlightened and liberal in every por- 
tion of the earth pray for the preservation of our 
political institutions. Already have foreigners 
come here to study our laws, and have gone 
home with their minds richly imbued with liberal 
principles, and have been enabled greatly to ame- 
orate the condition of their own countrymen. 

Mr. C, said he felt that, the mild and philosoph- 
ical principles he was enforcing were in perfect 
accordance with the principles of the American 
Government, and would receive the sanction of 
the enlightened district which he was proud to 
represent. 

He said he felt certain that, in the vote he should 
give, he should represent the feelings and wishes 
of his constituents. He was well satisfied that, if 
the naked question was submitted to them, their 
high, sense of justice and morality would revolt 
nt the idea of this Government seizing by force 
the private property of the citizens of France, to 
indemnify some speculating merchants for losses 
rastained under the Berlin and Milan decrees of 
France, made by way of self-preservation against 
the unlawful Orders in Council of Great Britain, 


i 
i 
i 
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in declaring. not only the ports of France, but 
those of neutral nations, in a state of blockade. 
It would not be forgotten that the United States, 
by the passage of her non-intercourse law, adopt- 
ed measures of retaliation, and thus lessened her 
claim to indemnification for spoliations under the 
Berlinand Milandecrees. They could justly claim 
indemnity for spoliations committed upon prop- 
erty after the repeal of those decrees by the 
French Government. 

Mr. Chairman, I believé the French owe us 
fairly more than. twenty-five millions of francs. 
You are aware, however, that the French Gov- 
ernment, at no time before the establishment of 
the Government of July, acknowledged that they 
owed this Government more than two and a half 


claimed an offset for what they conceived a viola- 
tion on the part of this Government of the eighth 
article of the treaty of 1803, between France and 
| the United States, stipulating that French vessels 
should be received in the ports of Louisiana upon 
the terms of the most favored nations, which they 
contend was violated when they were not put 
upon the same footing with those of Great Brit- 
ain, after the treaty of Ghent. Whensuch diffi- 
culties have grown up between us, (said Mr. C.,) 
what is the course tobe pursued? { answer and 
say, let us address the French Government in the 
language of friendship—let us say to them, “ We 
believe you owe us twenty-five millions of francs; 
ou have agrecd by treaty to pay us that sum. 
f you complain that you were under a misap- 
prehension of facts—point out errors; we are 
ready-to correct them—we want only our due, 
and we feel you are too magnanimous, when you 
are satisfied of the true amount due, to with- 
hold it.” The people of France certainly must 
desire to be in peace and amity with us—TI have 
confidence that justice will be done us by the 
French Government—that the interruption of 
good feeling will be momentary, and will pass 
away, and be succeeded by days and years, and 
I hope centuries, of brotherlylove. Good Amer- 
icans and good Frenchmen. desire this state of 
things; and that the peace now happily existing 
may exist forever is my most ardent wish. rt 
could, sir, have said a great deal more, but less 
was impossible. 
Mr. WAYNE, chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, observed that the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Georgia to the prop- 


to refer to the Committee on Foreign Affairs so 
i much of the message as relates to our concerns 
with foreign nations, was improper as to time, 
and in its matter. He thought discussion now 
| upon the subject to which the amendment relates 
would be premature, and might do much harm. 
i Indeed, if the admissions made by the gentleman 
in his remarks could in any event be taken as the 
sense of the Flouse, or of any portion of the 
people of this nation, much injury would be done 
to those who were interested in the faithful and 
speedy performance by Frare of the stipulations 
of the treaty of 4th July, 1831. But the gentle- 
man’s admissions would have no response in this 
j nation. He proposes to terminate all inquiry 
into the affair, and to prevent any action by Con- 
gress upon the message, by instructing the com- 
mittee to report that it is expedient to await the 
further action of the French Chambers—and his 
reason is, that the postponement of voting money 
for the payment of the installments due by the 
treaty has arisen from the delicate and important 
character of the claims referred, andsthe peculiar 
complexity of the principles involved in their ad- 
justment. In other words, thatthe French legis- 
lators have been for two years and a half discuss- 
ing principles which they do not understand, and 
still require time to enable them to come to a cor- 
| rect conclusion. And yet the gentleman, with 
nothing before him but a report of the discus- 
sions of the Chamber of Deputies, without any 
of the correspondence between the two Govern- 
ments, since the failure upon the part of France 
to discharge her obligations under the treaty, had, 
in two or three shoit days, been able to unravel 
the intricacy of the whole affair, and so-satisfac- 
torily to himself, that he Proposes to substitute 
the results of his happy ability for the examina- 
tion of the committee, and the more deliberate 
judgment of the House. It would have been 
well at least, and a prudent man would, either for 


osition of the gentleman from North Carolina, į 


millfons of dollars, and against this sum that they | 


censure or praise, as he might be disposed, have 

ostponed his conclusion, until he had ascertained 
how farthe message, relating to this affair, could be 
sustained by the correspondence between the two 
Governments since the ratification of the treaty. 
It would have. occurred to another, that the affair, 
as presented to the nation by the message, im- 
posed upon Congress the necessity of inquiring 
into facts, with a view of determining upon the 
propriety of the President’s suggestions, and car- 
rying them out, or of devising some other means 
to secure the rights of those for whose benefit the 
treaty had been made. Congress had now be- 
come the guardians of the rights of our citizens, 
vested in them by a treaty, which France must 
| perform, or for which the United States, as a 
i nation, must receive an indemnity, at some time 
or other, to the full extent of its original obliga- 
tions, and all the consequences which may ensue 
from a refusal by any department of the French 
Governmentto fulfill the stipulations of the treaty, 
| But the gentleman could only see in the message 
| a declaration of war, and all the disasters which 
follow in the train of war. If his object had been 
to fall into the current which, for some days, has 
been flowing in a certain channel, to produce the 
impression upon the public mind that the Presi- 
dent designed to provoke war with Francc—the 
| gentleman had taken the proper course to effect 
| his intention—notwithstanding he had disclaimed 
| any party feeling in his movement. There was 
nothing in the message of a warlike character or 
threat. All idea of menace is in terms denied; 
and the French character, Government, and peo- 
ple, are treated with the respect and regard due 
from one nation to another—when cither, by put- 
ting itself in the wrong, justifies the language of 
complaint. Nor is the message without a refer- 
ence to those recollections which, if France will 
cherish, by doing us justice, the United States 
will never forget, nor cease to acknowledge 
There is a difference between a firm attitude in 
the pursuit of acknowledged rights, and the lan- 
guage of menace. The President, after giving a 
narrative of all that had taken place since the treaty 
had been concluded, recommends, if an appropri- 
ation shall not be made by the French Chambers at 
their next session, that some legislation shall be 
enacted by Congress to meet the predicament in 
which we shall be placed by the refusal of France 
to pay an acknowledged debt. In anticipation of 
that event, the rights ofour citizens can only be sus- 
tained by prompt measures. But they are only to 
be contingent—until the refusal of France shall be 
complete. The refusal has already been as pos- 
itive as it can be by one of the departments of the 
French Government. The information received 
by us of that fact in May last would have justified 
| then some ultimate measure of redress; but the 
| course of the King of the French called for our 
forbearance. Since that time there has been 
| another mecting of the Chambers; but no appro- 
| priation was made, nor was any effort made by 
i the King or his Ministers to procure one. Then 
the Chambers were prorogued to the last week in 
| December, and now it is only possible that we 
| can have, during this session of Congress, the 
h result of the King’s assurances that it was his 
į Intention to press the appropriation at the ensuing 
| Session of the Chambers. Almost three years 
| have passed since the appropriation for the first 
installment under the treaty should have been 
| made, and since the ratification of the treaty 
i there have been five sessions of the Chambers. 
i With this procrastination in view, will any onc, 
having a proper American feeling, and who 
| appreciates Government as he should do, by its 
, ability to give happiness to its citizens at home, 
and to obtain for them redress when wronged 
by foreign nations—complain of the President 
| beeause he has expressed his confidence that no 
branch of this Government will, for a moment, 
| entertain the idea of aequiescing in a refusal to 
execute the treaty, or because he has said further 
negotiation is out of the question — because, 
whilst deprecating the consequences of collision 
with France, he has said, in maintaining our 
national rights and honor, all Governments are 
alike to us?—or for having recommended thé 
mildest or only alternative short of war—when 
one nation obstinately refuses to pay to another 
a liquidated debt? The President has not asked 
that the power of authorizing reprisals should be 


t 
| 
i 
ji 
| 
| 


put into his hands. Ie recommends reprisals, 
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assures Congress that its decision shall be faith- 


fully executed, as far as it shall authorize him to ; 
act. , By his language, Mr, W. understood, and jj 
so he believed the whole nation would under- |; 


stand the President to say—not having shunned 


the responsibility of making the recommendation, | 


Lam sincere in the determination not to shun the 
responsibility of executing the decision of Con- 
gress, whatever that may be. 

~ And as for having recommended reprisals in 
the event of the French Chambers again refusing 
to execute the stipulations in the treaty, those 
who may dislike such a course should remember 
that reprisals, oratame acquiescence in the refusal, 


are all that we shall have left to us—short of war. | 


Reprisals, though sometimes leading to war, are 
more frequently the means of preventing it. 
this case, will it not be so? For, besides the 
just cause which we shall have for resorting to 


it, we have the honor of the King of the three | 
days, that he differs from the Chambers in his | 
sense of the obligations imposed upon France by | 


the treaty; and without a declaration of war by 
himself, it cannot be made by Fyance. 
Mr. W. deemed it right to say, in regard to the 
message, in reply to the misconceptions of it by 
his colleague, and in answer to his apprehensions 
of war. 

But there were two points of view in which the 
subject was presented to the House; and from the 
mere intimation of them it would be obvious that 
it should be sent to a committee, untrammeled 
by instructions. The first were the rights which 
our citizens had acquired under the treaty; and, 
secondly, what national honor would require from 
Congress, if the French Chambers persevered in 
refusing to execute ıt. If the amendment pre- 
vailed, it would be equivalent to a postponement 
by Congress of the rights of our citizens, The 
subject should be fully canvassed by a committee, 
and afterwards, upon its report, by Congress, 
that our merchants might feel and know, that 


their pursuits were under the vigilant guardian- | 


ship of Congress, and that all the world might 
see, however long it may be delayed by circum- 
stances, that there was to be a day of retribution 
for every outrage upon our commerce, under 
whatever pretense, or by whatever nation it might 
be committed. The sense of this security will 
give life to our enterprise in every clime, and con- 
fidence to our mariners upon every sea. In this 
instance, the subject should be sent to a commit- 
tee without instructions, that it might deliberately 
inquire and report that course which Congress 
should take as the best fitted to induce France to 
fulfill her obligation, or what will most success- 
fully accomplish the purpose, shouldit be thought 


advisable, now or hereafter, to redress ourselves. |; 


But I do not propose to argue this point, at this 
time. The intimation of it is enough to insure 
the rejection of the amendment. As to what 
national honor would require, if France perse- 
vered in her course, and definitely refused to 
recognize our rights under the treaty, andgalso to 
make reparation for her delay in doing it, Mr. W. 
was not mistaken when he said, there would -be 
but one sentiment among the American people 
as to the course to be pursued. It would no longer 
be a question of dollars and cents, but of national 
honor, demanding every sacrifice of money and 
of life to maintain it, with the superadded obli- 
gation to sustain all that the laws of nations re- 


quired in regard to treaties. The cause would | 


not only be ours, but that of every nation having 
treaties, or which may have to make treaties, with 
France. Mr. W. would not pursue this topic. 
He had thought it to be his duty, from the rela- 
tion in which he had been placed: to the House, 
to make some remarks upon the amendment pro- 
posed by his colleague, and upon his speech, that 
ihe public might be advised of the truc state of our 
affairs with France, and to prevent the message 
from being misconceived by those who might read 
the remarks of his colleague. The ordinary course 
was, to refer subjects bearing on our forcign rela- 
tions to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. Why 
do so, if the committee was to. be locked up by 
instructions which took from it the freedom of 


deliberation, and confined them to report the |; 


judgment of an individual? His colleague had 


In | 


So much, | 


expressed himself in a speech professing much 
benevolence, and full of apparent patriotism; but 
|| the course he proposed, if countenanced by the 
House, would compromise the interest of a large 
class of his fellow-citizens, by adding to the for- 
cign obstacles already inthe way of thé payment 
of their claims, all the prejudices of party at home. 
But he would say no more, for he was convinced 
the impropriety of his colleague’s movement 
would be manifested by an almost unanimous 
rejection of the amendment, without further de- 
ate. E 

Mr. ARCHER suggested tothe mover to with- 
draw hisamendment, The present was not the 
proper time to disċuss this subject. An oppor- 


should makca report. If the motion was pressed, 
he must vote against it. 

Mr. CLAYTON rose in reply. He said he was 
i sorry he could not accept the suggestion of the 
honorable gentleman from Virginia, for whom he 
entertained great respect. 
; one of those occasions on which to be found in a 
minority of one would be to occupy one of the 


He would leave it to the nation and to posterity 
to say, whether it was not well done, to endeavor 
to prevent that excitement, and the rousing of all 
those feelings of embittered hostility which 
i would be at once let loose should the Elouse in 
| any degree sanction the views suggested in the 
executive communication. He would ask gen- 
tlemen whether they were not as well prepared 
now as they would be aftera report was rendered, 
| tojudge on the expediency of the course proposed ? 
The step he had taken was no unusual one. 
Two months of the last session-had been occu- 
pied in debating a proposition introduced in pre- 
cisely the same way. What (he asked) would 
be gained by sending this subject to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs? Had not the House all 
i; the documents before them? Were they not 
printed, and on the table of every member? All 
I| the committee would have before them, the House 
| had beforeit. ‘There was no ambiguity of mean- 
ing; the whole case was as plain as the commit- 
tee could make it. 

He was willing so far to comply with the 
wishes of his friend from Virginia as to postpone 
| the subject for a week. But why wait for a long 


reject his proposition, the natural inference would 
be, that there was a majority in that House dis- 
posed and ready to go to war with France. The 
gentleman (hiscolleague) from Georgia,itseemed 

could see nothing hostile, nothing of war, or war= 
‘like, in the message of the President. But Mr. 
C. would appeal to the common sense of any 
man to say, whether the language of the mes- 
sage did not contain a menace: 

“I recommend that a law be passed authori- 
izing reprisals upon French property, in case 
ils provision shall not be made for the payment of 
il © the debt at the approaching session of the French 
;| “Chambers.” : 

Here the President insisted that but one session 
more of the Chambers shall be permitted to pass, 
till letters of marque-and reprisal shall be issued 
by this Government. Who did not know that 
ʻi the first act of reprisal would be considered by 
i] France as an act of hostility, and meton her part 
| with instant retaliation? As to the interest of the 
‘| American claimants, to which the chairman of 
l| the Committee on Foreign Affairs had ailuded, 
l Mr. C.’s proposition was manifestly safer for 
i them than the measure of the President. The 
moment we went to war, the claims were gone. 


i 


| 


he claims would all vanish with them. When- 


l 
\ 


tunity would be afforded, when the committee | 


He considered this | 


proudest stations which any man could hold. | 


report when they could as well. judge and act | 
without it? If the House was ready at once to j| 


When the cloudsand smoke of war cleared away, | 


[ 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, said, the gentle- 
man from Georgia assumed, at the threshold, that 
the recommendation of the President was a prop- 


osition to declare war. He certainly did’not so 
consider it, nor did the President himself, The 
code of civilized nations expressly recognizes the 


debt is withheld, as amode of redress.compatible 
with the continuance of peace. But the President 
does not propose even this redress short of war, 
i but under circumstances which the gentleman 
| from Georgia says, would render an appeal to 
arms not only just, but indispensable to preserve 
; the ** national honor’? for which he is prepared to 
{ make ten thousand times greater sacrifices than 
|| he has depicted as necessarily resulting from war 
| He says our claims on France are just—that we 
i have not asked a cent more than is just—that the 
| treaty stipulates for nothing more than is just— 
i and that a refusal to execute it is “a just cause of 
i| war.” Well, the French Chamber of Deputies 
| have definitively and positively refused to pay 
| the money which the nation has bound itself, by. 
the most solemn of al] obligations, to pay. ‘The 
Chambers, after successive sessions of elaborate 
discussion and long deliberation, have defeated the 
stipulations of the treaty, by the rejection of the 
proposition of the King of the French to provide 
for the paymentof our demands. The President 
of the United States, however, in communicating 
this fact to Congress, does not call upon us to act 
upon this peremptory refusal as ‘a just cause of 
war.” He does not ask that we should consider 
this violation of the faith of treaties, and insult to 
our national honor,asymaking proper an immedi- 
ate appeal for redress to the remedy of reprisals, 
|; of which the late example of France, inregard to 
Portugal, affords a practical illustration, No— 
the President proposes a course of greater moder- 
| eration than the principles avowed by the gentle- 
man from Georgia, and the late precedent set by 
France herself most clearly justify and invite. 
The message would have us overlook the wrong 
already inflicted, and the affront offered in tte 
| first absolute refusal of the French Chambers to 
comply with the treaty. It proposes, inthe event 
of a second denial of justice by the newly: elected 
| Chambers, that then. only shall the violation of 
|| the treaty be regarded as conclusive, and as shut- 
ting the door against a hope of voluntary: redress 
on the part of France; and even after this con- 
summation of wrongs which have remained twen- 
ty-five years unredressed, the President does not, 
in his communication to. us, hold the strong lan- 
| guage of the gentleman from Georgia, and say 
that it forms ‘a just cause of war,” but only iù- 
sists that itis a just cause for reprisals—that is, 
| that we should take possession of as much French 
property as would be sufficient to pay the sum 
| stipulated in the treaty; and, after retaining ita 
| sufficient length of time to give the French Gov- 
i ernment an opportunity to redeem it, by the pay- 
|! ment of the sum acknowledged to be due to our 
i! citizens, that it should be confiscated, as the prop- 
|! erty of our people was by France twenty-five years 
EO. . be at 
It is premature, however, to enter into this dis- 
cussion now. The House has before it a mass 
of documents. It was its duty, through its com- 
mittee, to sift them thoroughly, and look into all 
thé bearings of the case. No man entertained 
more friendly feelings towards France (he said) 
< than he did, and none would be more unwilling 
hastily to sever the ties of the ancient friendship 
_ which has existed between France and the United 
States. He would observe all the foms which 
are introduced into legisiation, for the purpose of 
giving due deliberation to all procceding m this 
© delicate subject. ‘The haste with which the gen- 
E teman would rush into a discussion and decision 
of the great and important subject, was neither 
respectful to those who administer the Govern- 
i: ment of France, nor to our own Administration. 
l The President, as we have seen, wishes the ‘final 
* action of this Government, to await the finalde- 
© termination of the French Chambers. And there 
can, therefore, be no motive for the precipitation 
: with which we are invited to express an opinion 
| as to the intentions of the French. Government, 
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right of reprisal in a nation from which.a just: 
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and to adopt a course predicated upon our sup- 


positions in this respect, when the final measure | 
contemplated here is to await the full develop- 
ment of the intentions of France in the overt acts 
of its representative body. For the present, the | 
usual course of delay, for the sake of deliberation, i 
should, he thought, be taken by our councils. 

The subject should be submitted to the Commit- 

tee on Foreign Relations. It was an able com- 
“mittee, and would, in this report, take a view of 

the whole ground. The question was too solemn 

‘to be sported with. He could uot consent to vote 

for the instructions proposed, and yet he disliked 

to vote against the proposition of the worthy mem- 
ber from Georgia, towards whom he entertained 

the most kindly feelings. He had uttered the 

most patriotic sentiments, and was actuated by 

the most honorable motives. The gentleman had 

thrown out a mostexcellent speech, which would 

go to balance the effect of the President’s message. 

But the gentleman had not examined the subject 
in extenso. He (Mr. J.) would therefore add his 
appeal to that which had already been made by 
the worthy member from Virginia, (Mr. Arcner,] 

that he would consent to withdraw his motion. 

Ele had listened to the excellent specch of this 

member with the greatest pleasure; and he always | 
did listen to him, whenever his multiplied occu- 

pations would at all permit, with the greatest in- 

terest and satisfaction. The gentleman could not 

but be aware that the instructions, should they be 

adopted, though they might bind the committee, 

would not bind the House. He trusted they 

would be withdrawn. 

Mr. CLAYTON remarked, that the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. Jounson] had flattered him 
instead of reasoning with him. He would, there- 
fore, withdraw his amendment. 

The committee then rose, the Chairman re- 
ported the resolutions to the House, and they 
were then adopted. 

On motion of Mr. HUBBARD, the House ad- 
journed. 
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IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, December 10, 1834. 


The Hon. Witnriam C. Preston, of South 
Carolina, appeared and took his seat. 


REPORT FROM ENGINEER DEPARTMENT. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
nte a communication from the War Department, 
accompanied by a report from the enginecr bu- 
reau, relative to the progress of the work on the 
Cumberland road. 


RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 


Mr. Tirron’s resolution relative to the estab- 
lishment of a port of entry at La Fayette, on the 
Wabash river, was taken up; and, on his motion, 
was laid on the table. ` 

The resolution submitted by Mr. Sournarn, 
for the appointment of the standing committces 
on Wednesday, (this day,) was taken up for con- 
sideration, 

On his motion the resolution was amended, 
so as to read “ Thursday next, (to-morrow,) at 
one o’clock;’’ and it was then adopted. 


BANK OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The following resolution submitted yesterday 
by Mr. Benroy was taken up for consideration: 

Resolved, That the Sccretary of the Treasury 
be directed to communicate to the Senate any | 
correspondence with the Bank of the United 
States on the subject of the branch drafts, and 
dividends withheld, not heretofore communicated. | 
Also, to inform the Senate whether the directors 
on the part of the Government have been refused 
access to the books and accounts of the institu- | 
tion. 

Mr. TYLER presumed thatno gentleman could 
have any objection to the passage of the resolu- | 
tion—it was desirable that the information should 
be obtained, But he felt that. it was due to the | 
Committee on Finance to say that, if the honor- 
able gentleman who offered the resolution had 
waited a few days, the necessity of submitting it 
would have been entirely obviated. The subject 

_ of it had attracted the attention of the committee. 
It was of considerable importance, and in a few 


days a full report would be made on the subject by | 
‘he-committee. 


Mr. BENTON observed that, under the cir- 
cumstances, he had no objection that the resolu- 
tiom lie on the table, and made a motion to that 
effect; which prevailed. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 


The bill for the relief of Theodore Brightwell, 
deceased, was taken up, as in Committee of the 
Whole; and, 

On motion of Mr. KING, of Alabama, was 
laid on the table. 


The biil for thè relief of Colonel Gad Hum- 
hreys was taken up as in Committee of the 
hole; and, ` 
On motion of Mr. TIPTON, was laid on the 
table 


The bill to authorize an issue of scrip to offi- 
cers and non-commissioned officers of the revo- 
lutionary war was taken up as in Committee of 
the Whole; and, ' 

On motion of Mr. TYLER, was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

The bill for the relief of Elijah Simmons was 
taken up as in Committee of the Whole; and, 

On motion of Mr. MOORE, it was also referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The bill authorizing an appropriation for pur- 
chasing the right to use Boyd Reilly’s patent ap- 
paratus for applying the irrespirable and other 
gases to the human body, to be used in the Army 
and Navy, was taken up as in Committee of the 
Whole; and, 

On motion of Mr. NAUDAIN, it was referred 
to a select committec of five. 


On balloting for the committee, it appeared that 
Messrs. Nauparn, Rossins, Kent, Prentiss, 
and Sprague, were chosen. - 


SCHOOL LANDS. 


The bill authorizing a relinquishment of the 
sixteenth sections, and the appropriation of other 
lands in lieu thereof, for the use of schools, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole; and, 

On motion of Mr. MOORE, it was laid on the 
table. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 


Mr. WAGGAMAN gave notice that, on to- 
morrow, he would ask leave to introduce a bill to 
appropriate a sum of money to repair the United 
States barracks at New Orleans. 

Mr. TIPTON, on leave given, introduced a 

bill for the relief of Hiram A. Hunter; which was | 
read the first time, and ordered to a second read- 
ing. . 
* Mr. BENTON gave notice that, on to-morrow, 
he would ask leave to introduce a bill to grant a 
quantity of land to the State of Missouri for ob- 
jects of internal improvement. 

Also, a bill to reduce and graduate the price of 
the public lands of the United States. 


FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 


Mr. WEBSTER, from the select committee 
appointed on the subject, reported a bill to maké 
compensation for spoliations upon American com- 
merce prior to 1800. 

Mr. W. also gave notice that, on Wednesday 
next, he would call up the bill for consideration. 


UNITED STATES COURTS IN ALABAMA. 


Mr. KING, of Alabama, on leave given, intro- 
duced a bill to amend the act organizing the United 
States courts for the State of Alabama; which 
was read the first time, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


* On motion of Mr. KING, the Senate proceeded 
to the consideration of executive business. 

‘When the doors were opened, the Senate ad- 
journed. ° 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, December 10, 1834. 
Petitions and memorials were presented by— 

Mr. HUBBARD, of New Hampshire; 

Messrs. BRIGGS, PHILLIPS, OSGOOD, 
GORHAM, and REED, of Massachusetis; 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island; 

[Mr. Pearce, of Rhode Island, presented the 
petition of John N. Reynolds, lately returned 


from a voyage of exploration in the Pacificocean, 


and on the vorthwest coast, praying that an ex- 
pedition may be fitted out to survey the islands 
and reefs in that ocean, and on that coast. The 
petition-was recommended by both branches of 
the Legislature of Rhode Island; and Mr. P. 
stated that the Legislatures of several other 
States would join in the prayer of the memorial, 
as would the merchants and chambers of com- 
merce in the principal cities of the Union. To 
show the importance of the object in view, Mr. 
P. stated that there were now engaged in the 
whale fishery 132,000 tons of shipping; that there 
were employed 10,000 seamen, and that the busi- 
ness direct and indirect employed 170,000 tons of 
shipping, and more than 12,000 scamen; that 
more than one tenth part of our whole navigation 
was engaged in it, and the capital invested was 
$12,000,000. He further stated that the annual 
loss of property, upon the islands and reefs not 
laid down upon any chart, was fully equal to the 
expense of the expedition and survey regasted:] 

Messrs. WHITE, CAMBRELENG, an 
CLARK, of New York; : 

Messrs. CHAMBERS, BANKS, WAGENER, 
HARPER, and MILLER, of Pennsylvania; 

(Mr. Mituer presented the petition of Captain 
John Smith, of the borough of Carlisle, Penn- 
sylvania, praying that his name be entered on the 
roll of the Pennsylvania line of the army of the 
Revolution as a first lieutenant, and that he may 
be entitled to the benefit of the several acts of 
Congress made for the benefit of the surviving 
officers of the army of the Revolution, according 
to the said rank. 

Mr. HEATH, of Maryland; 

Messrs. CHINN, BOULDIN, ROBERTSON, 
LOYALL, CLAIBORNE, and FULTON, of 
Virginia; 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina; 

Messrs. CLOWNEY and PINCKNEY, of 
South Carolina; 

Messrs. POPE, CHILTON, and LETCHER, 
of Kentucky; 

{Mr. Pore presented the petition of numerous 
inhabitants of] Louisville, Kentucky, praying for 
the establishment of a district court at that place; 
which was referred to the Judiciary Commit- 


tee] 
r. BLAIR, of Tennessee; 

Mr. CRANE, of Ohio; 

_ Messrs. THOMAS and GARLAND, of Louis- 
iana; 

Messrs. LANE, EWING, and KINNARD, 
of Indiana; 

(Mr. Kiywarp presented the petitions and 
claims of Andrew Hoover and Scioto Evans, for 
certain horses lost while in the military service 
of the United States during the late war with the 
Indians on the frontiers of Hlinois and Michigan 
Territory; which were referred to the Committce 
of Claims. . 

Mr. K. also presented the petition and claim 
of the heirs of Humphrey Barret, praying com- 
pensation for property pressed into the military 
service of the United States during the war of the 
Revolution; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr.elyane presented the petition of Richard 
Oliver, of Dearborn county, Indiana, praying to 
be.placed on the pension roll.] 

Mr. LYON, of Michigan; 

Which petitions and memorials were referred 
to the appropriate committees. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr.. CLAY, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, submitted the following resolutions: 

Resolved, That the bill to reduce and graduate 
the price of the public lands, No. 92, reported at 
the late session, be made the special order of the 
day for the Ist Monday in January next. 

Resolved, That the bill to reduce and graduate 
the price of the public lands, reported at the late 
session, No. 92, and the report, No. 87, accom- 
panying the same, be printed for the use of the 
House. - 

And, on motion of Mr. CLAYTON, five 
thousand extra copies of said report were ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. EWING suggested, that there was an 
amendment to the bill in relation to the public 
lands, and he desired that it should also be com- 
mitted with the original bill. 


Mr. CLAY had no objection. The amend- 
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ment would go with the bill, as a matter of 
course. 

The resolutions were then agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. CLAYTON, five thousand 
extra copies of the report of the Committee on 
Public Lands, on the subject of reducing and 
graduating the price of the public lands, were or- 
dered to be printed. ‘ 


Mr. GILMER, from the Committee on Indian | 
Affairs, moved that the bill to provide for the | 


establishment of the Western Territory, and for 
the security and protection of the emigrants and 
other Indian tribes therein named, be made the 
special order of the day for the first Tuesday in 
January; which was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. GILMER, the foregoing bill 
and amendments were ordered to be printed. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


The following resolution, submitted yesterday 
by Mr. Jarvis, was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President of the United | 


States be requested to communicate to this House 
any information he may possess ‘respecting the 
burning of the building occupied by the Treasury 
Department in 1833. » 
The following resolution, offered by Mr. Hus- 
BARD, was ordered to lie on the table for one day: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 


be directed to communicate to the House of Rep- 
resentatives, as soon as practicable, copies of the 
correspondence, not heretofore communicated, 
which has taken place between him and the Presi- 
dent of the Bank of the United States, on*the sub- 
ject of the branch drafts, and in relation to the 
claim made by the bank for damages, and the 
course pursued by that institution on account of 


the protest of the bill drawn on the French Gov- | 


ernment by the Treasury Depaftment. 
- On motion of Mr. WHITE, of New York, it 
was 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and 
Means be instructed to inquire into the expe- 


diency of providing by law for the establishment į 


of a branch of the Mintof the United States at the 
city of New York. . 
On motion of Mr. PARKER, it was 
Resolved, That the Commitiee on Commerce be 
_instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
making an appropriation for the survey of the 
river Passaic, in the State of New Jersey, below 
the port of Newark, and of the channel of New- 


ark bay, and the Kill Vankull, to its termination | 


in the bay of New York, with a view to improve 
the navigation thereof 

On motion of Mr. WATMOUGH, it was 
` Resolved, That an additional number of copies 


of the amendment to bill No. 334, with the ac- | 
companying report regulating the pay of the | 


Navy of the United States, be printed for the use 
of this House, f 

On motion of Mr. BURD, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the expe- 
diency of causing a survey and examination of the 
ground from: Cumberland, Maryland, ya Bed- 
ford, to Hollidaysburg, in Huntingdorg§county, 
Pennsylvania, with a view of connecting the 
Chesapeake and Ohio canal with the Pennsylva- 
nia canal, by a railroad or turnpike, between the 
points aforesaid; and if expedient, that said com- 
mittec be instructed to report a bill making a suit- 
able appropriation for said object. 

On motion of Mr. W. B. SHEPARD, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
placing a light-boat in the thoroughfare between 

_ Albemarle and Pamlico sounds. 

On motion of Mr. PINCKNEY, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
constructing a breakwater: at Sullivan’s Island, 
South Carolina, with a view to the preservation 
of the fort and other property thereon. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
erecting two small additional light-houses at the 
bar of Charleston, South Carolina. 

On motion of Mr. ALLAN, of Kentucky, it 
was 

Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union be discharged from the 


| 


Territory of Huron, 
Resolved, That the said bil 
Committee on Territories. 


_On motion of Mr. DUNLAP, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary | 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of | 
establishing a third judicial district in the State | 
of Tennessee, and of requiring the judge of the | 
| district of east and west Tennessce to hold one | 
or more terms of said court annually at the town | 
of Jackson, in said State. j 


On motion of Mr. DICKINSON, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a post route from | 
Readyville, inRutherford county, Tennessee, to 
Beech Grove, Bedford county. 


On motion of Mr. PEYTON, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce | 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of | 
establishing a port of entry at Portageville, at the | 
mouth of the Laurel, on the Cumberland river. 


On motion of Mr. VINTON, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the expe-. 
diency of making an appropriation for the im- 

po of the navigation of the Ohio river | 
| between the city of Pittsburg and the falls of the 
Ohio. 

i On motion of Mr. MITCHELL, of Ohio, it} 
was’ 

Resolved, Thatthe Committee on Military Affairs 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of : 
establishing a national armory on the waters of | 
the Muskingum river, in the State of Ohio. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, moved the fol- 
lowing resolution; which lies on the table one day: | 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury | 
be directed to report to this House the causes | 
which have retarded the issuing patents in favor | 
of claimants to lands in the State of Louisiana, 
which have been confirmed by virtue of the dif- | 
ferent acts of Congress which have been passed 
for the adjustment of land claims within the said 
State. i 
On motion of Mr. GARLAND, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be inStructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a post route from the 
town of Opelousas, in the State of Louisiana, to | 
pass by Washington, Holmesville, and the Bayou 
Rouge, to intersect the principal mail route from 
New Orleans to Natchez at such pointas may be 
deemed most convenient by the Postmaster Gen- 
eral. 
On motion of Mr. GARLAND, it was | 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be | 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
making an appropriation for the purpose of re- 
placing the buoys that were placed on the coast 
of Louisiana to mark out the channel from the 
| vicinity of the light-house on Point au Fer into 
the Atchafalaya Bay, which have been sunk, or 
been destroyed. 
On motion of Mr. HANNEGAN, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole 
House be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of bill No. 349, being a bill te grant an addi- 
tional quantity of land to the States of Ohio and 
Indiana, to aid in the construction of the Wabash 
and Erie canal. 
Resolved, That the said bill be committed to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 
: Union. : i 
H 
i 


be referred to the 


On motion of Mr. CARR, it was | 

Resolved, Thatall the memorials, petitions, &c., , 
together with an estimate made by Captain Henry | 
| Shrieves, by order of the Secretary of War, of : 
| the probable cost of improving the navigation | 
through the falls of the Ohio river, and heretofore į 
referred to the Committee on Roads and Canals, 4 


instructed to inquire into the expediency of making | 
an appropriation for the above-named purpose, | 
with leave to report by bill or otherwise. | 

On motion of Mr. LANE, it was i 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office | 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the | 
| propriety of establishing a post route from Bur | 
| lington, Boone county, Kentucky, to Versailles, in: 


š 


| be again so referred, and that said Committee be || 


of such entry. 


On motion of Mr. KINNARD, it was 
_ Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
amending the act entitled ‘*An act to provide for 
the payment of claims for property lost, captured, 
or destroyed by the enemy while in the military. 
service of the United States during the late war 
with the Indians on the frontiers of Hlinois ana 
Michigan Territory,” approved 30th June, 1834, 
so as to apply the provisions of said act to prop- 
erty lost in said service belonging to other per- 
sons besides ‘ volunteers, rangers, and cavalry.’’ 


The following resolution, offered by. Mr. Ew- 
ING, was ordered to lie on the table for one-day: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be directed to transmit, or cause to be trans- 
mitted, to this House a list of such land claims 
heretofore noted by, or prescnted ‘to, the com? 
missioners authorized to receive and adjust. the 
same, as may have been decided unfavorably, 
and not yet satisfied, in the Vincennes land dis- 
trict, with the foundation of the claims and de- 
cisions in brief, and’ such documents in relation 
to the subject-matter as he may control and deem 
proper. ` i 

On motion of Mr. CASEY, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands 
be instructed to inquire into the justice and ex- 
pediency of granting three hundred and twenty. 
acres of land to the widow and heirs of each per- 
son killed by the Indians on the frontiers of 
Illinois and Michigan in 1832. f 

On motion of Mr. MAY, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee of Public Lands 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a surveyor general’s office in the 
State of Illinois, and of appointing a surveyor 
general whose duties shall be confined exclu: 
sively to that State. : 

On motion of Mr.. REYNOLDS, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee ón Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of mak- 
ing an appropriation to establish a marine hos- 
pital at or near the mouth of the Ohio river, in 
Illinois. . 
On motion of Mr. CLAY, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
authorizing registers and receivers of land offices 
to administer all oaths connected with the sale or 
entry of the public lands. i 
On motion of Mr. MURPHY, it was 
Resolved, That the reports Nos. 2, 3, and 4 of 
the register and receiver of the land office at St. 
Stephen, inthe State of Alabama, acting as com- 
missioner under the third section of the act of 
Congress of the 2d of March, 1829, entitled “An 
act confirming the reports of the register and 
receiver of the land office for the district of St. 
Stephen, in the State of Alabama, and for other 
purposes,’? be referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 
On motion of Mr. MARDIS, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
permitting all settlers on the public lands of the 
United States, who would have been entitled to 
enter their improvements at Government price 
under the provisions of the existing preémption 
laws, and who were prevented from so doing in 
consequence of the Government of the United- 
States selecting their settlements to satisfy Indian 
claims to reservations, to enter one hundred and 
sixty acres of the publie domain in the proper 
land district, free from charge, except office fees 
On motion of Mr. BULL, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 


On mation of Mr. ASHLEY, it was 

Resolved, That bill No. 451, providing for the 
improvement of the harbor of St. Louis, be made 
the order of the day for Thursday week, the 18th 
instant. $ 

On motion of Mr. LYON, -of Michigan, it was 

` Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of making appropriations for connecting, by 
a ship canal, the navigable part of the River 
Raisin with Lake Erie, and for removing the bar 
at the mouth of Clinton river, in Michigan Ter- 
ritory : 
_ On motion of Mr. LYON, of Michigan, it was 

Resolved, That the Committce on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of erect- 
ing a light-house at the mouth of Detroit river, 
one at the mouth of Kalamazoo river, and one at 
the mouth of Grand river, in the Territory of 
Michigan. 


Mr. WHITE, of Florida, moved the following 
resolution; which lies on the table one day: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to report to this House what progress has been 
made in the repairs of the fort, and the construc- 
tion of the sea-wall, at St. Augustine, Florida; 
and what farther sum will be required to complete 
the same; with the report and estimate of the 
engineer charged with that work. 


Mr. FOSTER moved the following resolution; 
which lics on the table one day: f 
Resolved, That the President of the United 
States be requested to communicate to this Honse 
(if not, in his opinion, incompatible with the 
public interest) any communication or corre- 
spondence which may have taken place between 
our Minister at Paris and the French Govern- 
` ment, or between the Minister from France and 
this Government, and the Secretary of State, on 
the subject of the refusal of the French Govern- 
ment to make provision for the exccution of the 
treaty concluded between the United States and 
France on the 4th of July, 1831. + 


On motion of Mr. JARVIS, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of pro- 
viding by law that the ships and vessels of the 
United States be registered, enrolled, and licensed 
anew, and that the registers, enrollments, and 
licenses under twenty tous, be required to contain, 


in addition to the names of the owners of the ! 
ji ELECTION OF CHAPLAIN. 


vossels; the share which each owner may have 
therein; the said documents to be issued instead 
of those now in use, without expense to the owners, 
of the vessels. 


Mr. POPE moved to discharge the Committee 
of the Whole House from the consideration of 
bill No. 342, “in relation to the Louisville and 
Portland, canal,” and to refer the same to the 
Committes of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. P, observed, that his whole object in sub- 
mitting the motion was to insure a vote upon the 
bill at. the present session. He disliked to tax the 
forbearance of the House, but the measure was 
one of such vital interest to his constituents and 
the whole western country, that he felt compelled 
to sacrifice any scruples he might feel on that head 
to the demand of public duty. He briefly stated 
that the bill was reported at the last session of 
Congress, but, hike all others of the same nature, 
remained on the Calendar untouched. The object 
of the bill wastocnable the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to purchase, in the name of the United States, 
the private stock in the Louisville and Portland 
Canal Company, and to relieve the navigation of 
the canal from any tax or toll except what was 


portion of the United States, that the House 


| would indulge him, by yielding its support to 


the motion he had made- 
The motion prevailed. 


Mr. CHILTON submitted the following reso~ 
lution: A 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the justice 
and expediency of making an appropřiation ofa 
portion of the public funds to aid th 
Kentucky and Tennessee in the improvement of 
the road leading from the city of Louisville, in 
the State of Kentucky, to Nashville, in the State 
of Tennessee. . 

A count being called for on agrecing to the res- 
olution, 

Mr. CHILTON said that the object of his 
motion was perhaps misunderstood by the House. 
It proposed only an inquiry, which the House 
was in the practice of granting to every gentle- 
man. The road from Louisville to Nashville, 
was perhaps one of greater importance than any 
other west of the Alleghany mountains. A most 
| extensive commerce was carried on between the 
| cities indicated in his resolution, and this road 
| was one of the principal mail routes between 
Washington Cityand New Orleans, It was con- 
“nected with the national or Cumberland road, 


|land its improvement was a matter of deep in- 


terest to the citizens of Kentucky and Tennessce. 
In times of low water an immense part of the 
trade of East Tennessee and the southern part of 
Kentucky passed over the road in question. 
The proposed inquiry involved no new principle, 
and he trusted that there would be no objection 
to it. 

The question was then taken; and the resolu- 
tion was rejected—ycas 72, nays 88. 


REPORT FROM ENGINEER DEPARTMENT. 


i The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the. Secretary of War, inclosing a report 
from the engincer department, in relation to the 
| repairs made upon the Cumberland road; which, 
onmotion of Mr. Tomson, was laid on the table, 
j and ordered to be printed. 


CENSUS OF MICHIGAN AND ARKANSAS, 


i On motion of Mr. SEVIER, the bill to provide 
! for taking a census of the inhabitants of Mich- 
| igan and Arkansas Territories was made the 
| special order of the day for Thursday the 18th 
instant; and Mr. S. gave notice that when the 
bill came up for consideration, he should move to 
amend it. The amendment, on his metion, was 
ordered ‘to be printed. . 


The House, pursuant to order, proceedéd to 
tthe election of Chaplain. 

| Mr. WARDWELL nominated the Rev. Mr. 
| Smith. 

i Mr. POLK nominated the Rev. Mr. Copp. 
Mr. CHINN nominated the Rev. Mr, Slicer. 
Mr. ‘THOMAS, of Louisiana, nominated the 
| Rev. Mr. Ungerer, 

| Mr. DEBERRY nominated the Rev. Mr. Mc- 
| Keever. 

Messrs. WARDWELL, Pork, Cuns, Tuomas 
| of Louisiana, and Deserry, were appointed tell- 
fers; who, after counting the votes, announced 
į the following result: ` 


P Mi Copprriernie taraa vole 
1 My, Slicer.........005 +s ..42 
| Mr. Smith..essoson EEE: V) 


Mr. Palfrey ..secevecee secu ve eee 5 
| Mr. Stockton... .cccceesccecscecccnsees È 
“Mrs, Royall....esseeees 2 
| Mr. Harrison......... Swi dy auee cere L 
Mr. Sergeant. ....c cee ese cece ccsecevece 
BANKS es. 06s. wiaes ois cies be c.e ates 


e States of | 


Mr. Palfrey.....-. eee eeee 
Mr. Post....... 
Blanks careen a e see stances d 
No person having a majority, the Mouse pro- 
ceeded to ballot a third time; when the vote stood 
as follows: 

Mr. Copp....ccecceerccnceseresscce es OO 
Mr Smithe sas serrera calioerankie ce 03409 
More SuCeb so cea eea siia ee ia EO. 
Mr. UDLCICr se ssesosocsoesseceveese. ee bM 
Mr. McKeever.... 


rr rres c 


Mr. DAVENPORT moved an adjournment; 


| which was lost 


The House then proceeded to ballot a- fourth 
timc; which resulted as follows: 

Mi: Smithe esia see orasan ti oe 400400099 

Mr. Copp. 

Mr. Slicer... 

Mr. Palfrey. .sssssossosroese 


Mx, Ungerer ...........cee eee ETTE 1 
Mr. McKeever... 2.2.2. cceceeeee cece l 
Mr. Blakks iesin dinaanan a a 2 


Mr. Smith, of Washington city, having a ma- 
jority of votes, was declared by the Speaker 
duly clected Chaplain for the session. 

On motion of Mr. McKIM, the House then 
adjourned, 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, December 11, 1834. 


The Senate proceeded to the special order of 
the day, being the election of the Standing Com- 
mittecs, > 

The VICE PRESIDENT announced that the 
several chairmen would be first chosen; and the 
ballots being taken the result was as follows: 

For the Committee on Foreign Relations, Mr. 
Cray was elected. 

For the Committee on Finance, Mr. WEBSTER 
was elected, i 

For the Committee on Commerce, Mr. SILSBEE 
was elected. 

For the Committee on Manufactures, Mr. Fru- 
LINGHUYSEN was elected. 

For the Committee on Agriculture, Mr. Brown 
was elected. 

For the Committee on Military Affairs, Mr. 
Benton was elected. 

For the Committee on the Militia, Mr. Rogn- 
son was elected. 

For the Committee on Naval Affairs, Mr. 
Sovrnarn was elected. 

For the Committee on Private Land Claims, 
Mr. Brack was elected. 

For the Committee on Indian Affairs, Mr. 
Wuire was elected. 

For the Committee on Claims, Mr. BeLL was 
elected. 

For the Committee on the Judiciary, Mr. Cray- 
TON was elected. 

For the Committee on Roads and Canals, Mr 
Hennri@k&s was elected. 

For the Committee on Pensions, Mr. Tomuin- 


i 
son was elected. 


For the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
Mr. Tyner was elected. 
For the Committee on Revolutionary Claims, 


| Mr. Moore was elected. 


For the Committee on the Contingent Expenses 


j of the Senate, Mr. Kwicur was elected. 


For the Committee on Engrossed Bills, Mr. 
Suepiey was elected. 

The Senate then proceeded to ballot for the re- 
maining members of the several committecs; 


when it appeared that— 
For the Committee on Foreign Relations, 


necessary to Keep it in good repair, He stated that |! ae 


: ake | Messrs. Kine of Georgia, Mancum, Spracve 
the Government now owned nearly one third of There being no choice, the House proceeded to |) ais pee 4 i 


| and Tattmapes, were elected. 


the stock of the company, and he hoped to be able 
to show,.on a fit occasion, thatitshould purchase 
the remainder He would only say at this time 


ballot a second time; previous to which, Mr. 
| HARPER, of New Hampshire, nominated the 
Rev. Mr. Stockton. The following was the 
result: 


For the Committee on Finance, Messrs. 
Wrieut, Tyrer, Maxcum, and Ewine, were 
elected. Á 


that thirteen States (including New York, Penn- 
sýivania, Maryland, and Virginia,) were deeply . 
intérested in the passage of this bill. He ex- 


For the Committee on Commerce, Messrs. 
Kine of Alabama, Spracvr, Waacaman, and 
Wricnr, were elected. 


| Mr, Smith... es) 


Mr. Copp. ineiin goccwene a ea eS | 
| 
| 
| 


puessed.the hope, that inasmuch as the object of Mr. Slicer... .. weno BO For the Committee on Manufactures, Messrs. 
the bill was to relieve from injurious and dis- Mr. Ungerer... ERIR Kwient, Morris, Prentiss, and Tyrer, were 
tressing exactions the commerce of so large a Mr. MeKeever....,.....0000e0ee ns) elected. ; 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. | 


For the Committee on Agriculture, | 
Kenr, Rosson, Mornis, and Swirr, were 
elected, i 

Forthe Committee on Military Affairs, Messrs. 
Tirroy, CLayrox, Kive of Alabama, and Pres- 
Tox, were elected. 

For the Committee on the Militia, Messrs. 
Henpricks, Waccaman, McKray, and Swirt, 
were elected. g 

For the Committee on Naval Affairs, Messrs. 
Biss, Rospins, VanumMapGr, and Biack, were 
elected, š 

For the Confmittee on Private Land Claims, 
Messrs. Naupain, Kane, Porrer, and Sneprey, 
were clected. i 

For the Committee on Indian Affairs, Messrs. 
Frevincuuysen, Tirrox, Swirr, and Sairx, 
“were elected. 

For the Committee on Claims, Messrs. Nav- 
paix, Brown, Tirrox, and Suepiey, were 
elected, 

For the Committee on the Judiciary, Messrs. 
Leien, Preston, Smitu, and Bey, were elected. 

For the Committee on Roads apd Canal, Messrs. 
Kenr, Rossrys, Robison, and McKeran, were 
elected, $ 

For the Committee on Pensions, Messrs. TALL- 
mance, MclX ran, Prentiss, and Preston, were 
elected. . 

For the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, Messrs. Kenr, Biss, Tomuinson, and Souta- 
ARD, were clected. 

Por the Committee on Revolutionary Claims, 
Messrs. Smirnu, Wire, LEIGH, and Frerine- 
HUYSEN, Were elected. 

For the Committee-on the-Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate, Messrs. Tomiryson and Morris 
were elected. F 

Vor the Committee on Engrossed Bills, Messrs. 
Rorixsow and Morris were elected. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 


Mr. CLAY gave notice that on Monday next 
he would ask leave to introduce a bill to provide 
for the distribution of the sales of the public lands 
for a limited time among the several States. 

Mr, BENTON gave notice that on Monday | 
next he would introduce a proposition to alter | 
the Constitution of the United States, as relates 
to the clection of the President and Vice President 
of the United States. š 

Mr. B. also gave notice that on Monday next 
he would ask leave to introduce a bill to grant a 
township of land to a university in Missouri. 
` Mr. EWING gave notice that on Monday 
next he would ask leave to introduce a bill to im- 
prove the harbor at the mouth of the river Raisin. 


REFERENCE OFTHE PRESID ENT’S MESSAGE. 


On motion of Mr. CLAY, so much of the Pres- | 
ident’s message as relates to foreign affairs was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

On motion of Mr. WEBSTER, so much of the | 
message as relates to the revenue was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

On motion of Mr. SOUTHARD, so much of 
the message as relates to navalaffairs was referred 
to the committee on that subject. 

On motion of Mr. SILSBEE, so much of the 


message as relates to commerce was referred to 
the committee on that subject. i 

Oa motion of Mr. TOMLINSON, so much of ; 
the message as relates to pensions was referred 
to the committce on that subject. 

On motion of Mr. HENDRICKS, so much of 
the message as relates to internal improvements | 
was referred to the Commitice on Roads and Ca- 
nals. Ps 

On motion of Mr. WHITE, go much of the 
message as relates to Indian affairs was referred 
to the committee on that subject. 

Mr. POINDEXTER said he would move that | 
so much of the message as relates to the public 
lands be referred to the Committee on Pablic 
Lands, but there was nothing in the message on 
that subject. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. BENTON, on leave given, introduced a | 
bill to grant a quantity of land to the State of | 
Missouri for objects of internal improvement. 
Also, a bill to reduce and graduate the price of 
the public lands of the United States; which were 
severally read the first time, and ordered to a 
second reading. 


| Naval Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of 


l! tion of the sea-wall, at St. Augustine, Florida; 


land. 


BILLS REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. EWING, the bill to settle 
and establish the northern boundary line of the 
State of Ohio wąs taken up, and referred to the 
Judiciary Committee. i 

On motion of Mr. KING, of Alabama, the bill 
to reorganize the United States courts for the 
State of Alabama was taken up, and referred to 
the same committee. 


The Senate then adjourned to Monday next. 


‘HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, December 11, 1834. 


Petitions and memorials were presented by 

Messrs. BATES and REED, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. BURGES, of Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Vermont. 

Messrs. WHITE, CAMBRELENG, 
DICKSON, of New York. 

Messrs. WATMOUGH and McKENNAN, 
of Pennsylvania. 

Messrs. JOHNSON and McKIM, of Mary- 


and 


Mr. SPEIGHT, of North Carolina. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky. 

Messrs. POLK, DICKINSON, and JOHN- 
SON, of Tennessee. 

Messrs. MITCHELLand McLENE, of Ohio. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Louisiana. 

Mr. CAGE, of Mississippi. 

Mr. REYNOLDS, of Minois. 

Messrs. LEWIS and MURPILTY, of Alabama. 

Which memorials and petitions were appro- 
priately referred. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. | 
Mr. WATMOUGH, from the Committee on 


Elizabeth May; which was read twice, and com- 
mitted. : 

Mr. WHITE, of New York, from the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, reported a bill amend- | 
atory of the act in addition to the several acts for 
the orgaization of the Treasury, War, and Navy 
Departments; which was read twice, and com- | 


mitted to the Committee of the Whole on the state i 


of the Union. | 
Mr. WARDWELL, from the Committee on | 
Revolutionary Pensions, reported a bill for the 
relief of Daniel Cage; which was read twice, and 
committed. 
RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 
The following resolutions, submitted yester- 
day, were considered, and agreed to: 


By Mr. Huszarp: . 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be directed to communicate to the House of Rep- 
sentatives, as soon as practicable, copies of the 
correspondence, not heretofore communicated, | 
which’ has taken place between him and the |} 
president of the Bank of the United States, on ; 
the subject of the branch drafts, and in relation | 
to the claim made by the bank for damages, and | 
the course pursued by that institution on account | 
of the protest of the bill drawn on the French || 
Government by the Treasury Department. 
By Mr. Wurre; of Florida: i! 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed į} 
to report to this House what progress has been | 
made in-the repairs of the fort, and the construc- 


1 


and what further sum will be required to com- | 


plete. the same; with the report and estimate of | 
the engineer charged with that work. | 


f 
l 
i 
i 
j 


By Mr. Jonnson, of Louisiana: | 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be directed to report to this House the causes 
which have retarded the issuing patents in favor 


of claimants to lands in the State of Louisiana, |} } 


which have been confirmed by virtue of the dif- 
ferent acts of Congress which have been passed 
for the adjustment of land claims within the said 
State. 

By Mr. Ewixe: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasur 
bedirected to transmit, or cause to be transmitted, 
to this House, a list of all such land claims here- 
tofore noted by, or presented to, the commission- 
ers authorized to receive and adjust the same, as 
may have been decided unfavorably, and not yet 
satisfied, in the Vincennes land district, with 


the foundation of the claims and the decisions in 
brief, and such documents in relation to the sub- 
ject-matter, as he may control and deem proper.’ 


The following resolution, submitied yesterday 
by Mr. Foster, was taken up: Lee ea 

Resolved, That the President of the United 
States be requested to communicate to this House 
(Gf not, in his opinion, incompatible with the pub- 
lic interest,) any communication or correspond- 
ence which may have taken place between’ our 
Minister at Paris and the French Government, 
or between the Minister from France to this Gov- 
ernment and the. Secretary of State, on the sub- 
ject of the refusal of the French Government to 
make provision for the execution of the treaty 
concluded between the United States and. France 
on the 4th of July 1831. 

Mr. FOSTER said that he understood the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs had recently received 
a communication from the Secretary of State on 
the subject embraced in the resolution, and that 
additional information was expected by that com- 
mittee. He would, therefore, move to lay the 
resolution on the table for the present; which was 
agreed to, i 

On motion of Mr. JARVIS, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of prò- 
viding by law that in the survey of the coast of 
the United States, now in progress, the latifudes 
and longitudes of every light-house be carefully’ 
ascertained and published, and that no new light- 
house shall hereafter be ‘erected, till a report is 
made in respect to its public benefit by the two 


; collectors and the commander of the navy-yard 


nearest the proposed site, in conformity with the 
recommendation of the Seerctary of the Treasury 


| in his annual report on the state of the finances. 


On motion of Mr. PEARCE, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
making an appropriation fora light-house on Paw- 
poose Squaw Point, a place near to, but below, 
the port of Bristol, in the State of Rhode Island; - 
and that the petition and papers relative to the 
same, presented at the last session, be again re- 
ferred to said committee. 7 e 


On motion of Mr. FILLMORE, it was - 

Resolved, That the report from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, in relation to the bridge across 
the Potomac, be referred to the Committee of 
Claims. i > 

Mr. BURGES offered the following resolution 
which, under the rule, lies over ane day: |: į 

Resolved, That the. Secretary of the Treasury 
Department be directed to send to this House, in 
a tabular form, the amount of money paid into 
the marine -hospital fund by all seamen in the 
mercantile’service in the district of Providence, 
in the district of Newport, and in the district of - 
Bristol, respectively, in the Rhode Island district, 
from the commencement of the. present Govern- 
ment of the United States, up to the time when 
that fund was by law placed at the disposal of the 
President. Also, the like amount, in like form, 
paid by said seamen after that time and before 
the commencement of the year 1828; and, also, 
the like amount, in like form, paid since that 
time; together with the several sums expended 
in each of said districts, respectively, for the re- 
lief of sick and disabled seamen; showing the 
balance due to or from said fund in each of said 
districts, respectively, at the several times afore- 
said, if any, and how the same may nave been 
disposed of. v 

On motion of Mr. HARD, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of making an appropriation to constructa 
vier in the Niagara river, near Young’s Town, 


5 


in the State of New York. f 

On motion of Mr. BINNEY, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of pro- 
viding by law for designating jurors to serve In 
the courts of the United States, in each State, 
according to the mode now practiced in the high- 
est courts of law in the respective States. 

On motion of Mr. BURD, it was . 

Resolved, That the Committee.on Invalid Pen- 
sions be instructed toinquire into the expediency 
of increasing the pension of William Kellar, 


The following resolution, offered by Mr."Mc- 
KENNAN, was ordered to lic on the table one 
day: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
‘to, transmit to this House any communication 
he may have received from the commissioner | 


appointed by the States of Maryland, Pennsyl- li 


“vania, and Virginia, to receive the portions. 
‘of the:Cumberland road within the limits of 
those States respectively; and to erect toll gates 
.thereou, and to furnish an estimate of the amount 
of money which may be necessary to complete 
.the repairs of the said road, agreeably to the re- 
quisitions of the laws of said States which have : 


received the assent of Congress. Also that he in- | 
form the House what is the condition of the 
masonry on the.road, how many inches of metal 
have been put on that part of it which has been 
located anew, under the act of Congress, and upon 
that part which lies between the Monongahela 
and Ohio rivers. And also what depth of metal 
is, in his opinion, necessary to make a permanent 
aud substantial road upon the plan which has 
been adopted in its repair, by the Department. 

On motion of Mr. CHINN, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 


placing a floating light at Ragged Point, on the ;; 


Potomac river, and, also a floating light on Bon- ! 
ler’s Rock, on the Rappahannock river. 


On motion of Mr. SPEIGHT, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Of- 
fice and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into } 
the expediency of establishing a post route from | 
Beaufort, by Portsmouth, to Ocracoke Island, in 
the State of North Carolina. 


On motion of Mr. WILLIAM B. SHEPARD, 
it was ` 

Resolved, That the memorial and other docu- 
ménts relating to Roanoke Inlet, now on the files 
of this House, and hitherto never definitely acted 
on, be committed to the Committee on Com merce, 
with instructions to inquire into the expediency 
ofa survey of said inlet. 

On motion of Mr. DEBERRY, it was 

` Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions be instructed to inquire into the expe- 
diency of 8o amending the pension act of 7th June, 
1832, as to extend its provisions to artisans and 
wagoners who were employed in the publiser- 
vice in the revolutionary war, 


The following resolution,offered by Mr. WIL- 
LIAMS, was ordered to lic on the table for one 
day: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be directed to communicate to this House the 
number of land offices and land districts in the 
United: States; the time when they were estab- 
lished respectively; the quantity of land sold or 
remaining unsold; and the amount of money 
received in cach district; and the expense of 
keeping up the land system in each State where 
it exists. 

On motion of Mr, BARRINGER, it was 

Resolved, That the memorial of R. M. Saun- 
ders and others, on behalf of the justices of the 


court of common pleas and quarter Sessions | 
for the county of Wake, in the State of North : 


Carolina, praying for an appropriation of a sam 
of money in aid of building a court-house in the 
city of Raleigh, for the accommodation of the 
circuit court of the United States for said dis- 
trict, and referred to the Judiciary Committee at 
the last session, be again referrcd to said com- 
mittee, i 

On motion of Mr. PINCKNEY, it was 

Resolved, That the usual number of copies of 
the report of the Naval Committee, presented at 


the last seasion, respecting the establishmentof a | 
naval depot at Charleston, South Carolina, with i 


ali the accompanying documents, be printed for 


i 
i 
i 
the use of this House. 
| 


Mr. PINCKNEY, by consent, submitted -the 
following resolution: 


On motion of Mr. ALLAN, of Kentucky, it 
was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
granting to Transylvania University a township 
of the public lands. 


On motion of Mr. PATTERSON, it was 

| Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of con- 
structing a beacon light at the mouth of Sandusky 
bay, in the State of Ohio, and that the petitions 
presented at the last session on that subject be 
| referred to that committee. 


On motion of Mr. POLK, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs 


i! be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 


| allowing interest on the amount of aclaim granted 
į to the legal representatfves of James Brown, de- 
| ceased, at the last session of Congress. 


| On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 
| it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
| instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
; making an appropriation to remove the obstruc- 
i tions to the navigation of vessels in the river La 
| Fouche, in the State of Louisiana, and to deepen 
i the harbor at the mouth of that river, 


On motion of Mr. LANE, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Pensions be. instructed to inquire into. the 


j| expediency of placing the name of William Kerr, 


of Dearborn county, Indiana, a revolutionary 
soldier, on the pensionyoll. 


On motion of Mr. McCARTY, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on: Roads and 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of a grant of each altertiate section of the 
unappropriated public land on each side of a road 
Icading from Lawrenceburg, by Fort Wayne, in 
Indiana, to White Pigeon, in Michigan Territory, 


also of a like appropriation for a road leading from 
Oxford, in Ohio, by Liberty, Milton, New Castle, 
Muncytown, and the Forks of the Wabash, in 
Indiana, to Lake Michigan, in Michigan Terri- 
tory, at or near the mouth of the Big St. Joseph 
river. 


On motion of Mr. KINNARD, it was 


Claims be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
eney of making provision by law for refunding 
to purchasers of the public lands the overplus of 
purchase money paid by them in ĉases where it 
shall appear to the satisfaction of the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office that there is a 
deficiency in the number of acres patented to such 
purchasers. 

On motion of Mr. MAY, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Publie Lands 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
extending the right of preémption to all persons 
| now settled upon, or that may hereafter become 
| settlers upon, any of the public lands of the Uni- 
ted States not heretofore offered at public sale. 

Mr. CLAY, by consent, moved the following 
resolution: : 

Resolved, That the Sceretary of the Treasury 
be directed to report to this House— 

ist. What quantity of public land has been 
offered at public sale in the several States and 
Territories. 

2d. What portion remains unsold, and subject 
to private entry, in the States and Territories 
respectively, and how long the same has been so 
subject in each. 


i 


and not sold at auction 
private sale. 


sold, and for what sum, in each year, from the 
year 1822 inclusive. 
dth. And the number of acres in each State 


amount received therefor. 


On motion of Mr. MURPHY, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be | 
requested to communicate to this House any | 


| be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
i erecting a larger and more suitable light-house at 


to beapplied to the construction of said road; and: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Private Land- 


3d. What portion of the public land, offered | 
» has since been boughtat ! 


| 4th. What quantity of public land has been | 


and Territory, the number sold in each, and the || 


On motion of Mr. ASHLEY, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of allow- 
ing drawbacks on all goods, wares, and merchan- 
| dise of foreign growth and manufacture, subject 
to the payment of duties, transported by land 
through the interior of the United States to the 
Mexican provinces. And also upon merchan- 
dise of foreign manufacture, int@nded for Indian 
trade west of the Rocky Mountains, and within 
the supposed limits of the territory of the United 
i States: And that the said committee be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of establishing a 
port of entry at Port Independence, in the county 
of Jackson, Missouri. 


On motion of Mr. GARLAND, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
providing by law for the adjustment of the titles 
for lands in the State of Louisiana, claimed under 
grants to the Baron Bastrop, the Marquis de Mai- 
| son Rouge, Samuel Davenport, and others. 


On motion ef Mr. LYON, of Michigan Terri- 
tory, it was 

Resolved, That the Committce on Roads and 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of laying out and constructing a road through 
the public lands of the United States, from Fort 
Gratiot, at the foot of Lake Huron, to the rapids 
of Grand river, and from the mouth of Milwaukee 
river, on the west side of Lake Michigan, to some 
suitable point on the Ouisconsin or Mississippi 
rivers, : 


Mr. CHILTON submitted the following reso- 
lution: ; 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of extending a lateral branch of the great 
national road, usually called the Cumberland 
road, diverging therefrom at some suitable point 
in the State of Ohio, passing thence through the 
| States of Kentucky, Tennessee, and Alabama, in 
the direction to New Orleans, in the State of Lou- 
isiana. . 

The question being taken on agreeing thereto, 
it was decided in the negative—-ycas 68, nays 116; 
as follows: ; 


YEAS—Messrs. John Q. Adams, Chilton Al- 
lan, William Allen, Ashley, Banks, Barnitz, 
Baylies, Beaty, Binney, Blair, Boon, Briges, Bull, 
Burges, Casey, Chaney, Chilton, William Clark, 
Coulter, Crane, Crockett, Amos Davis, Denny, 
Evans, Edward Everett, Horace Everett, Ewing, 
Fillmore, Garland, Hard, Hardin, James Harper, 
Hawes, Hazeltine, Janes, William C. Johnson, 
Richard M. Johnson, Henry Johnson, Lane, 
Letcher, Love, Lucas, Martindale, McCarty, 
McKennan, McKim, Mercer, Milligan, Miner, 
Robert Mitchell, Dutee J. Pearce, Phillips, Pope, 
Potts, Reed, Reynolds, Slade, Sloane, Steele, 
Philemon Thomas, Tompkins, Turner, Vance, 
Vinton, Watmough, Elisha Whittlesey, Wilson, 
and Young—68. 

NAYS—-Messrs. John Adams, Anthony, Arch- 
er, Barber, Barringer, Beale, Bean, Beardsley, 
Brown, Burns, Bynum, Cambreleng, Campbell, 
Carr, Chambers, Chifin, Claiborne, Samuel Clark, 
Clay, Clowney, Connor, Cramer, Day, Deberry, 
Dickerson, Dickinson, Felder, Ferris, Forester, 
Foster, Fowler, Philo C. Fuller, William K. Ful- 
ler, Fulton, Galbraith, Gamble, Gholson, Gilet, 
Gilmer, Gordén, Graham, Griffin, Joseph Hall, 


|| Thomas H. Hall, Halsey, Joseph M. Harper, 


Harrison, Hawkins, Henderson, Howell, Hub- 
bard, Inge, William Jackson, Jarvis, Noadiah 
Johnson, Cave Johnson, Kavanagh, Kilgore, 
King, Kinnard, Lansing Laporte, Luke Lea, 
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Thomas Lee, Loyall, Abijah Mann, Joel K. 
| Mann, Manning, Mardis, John Y. Mason, Moses 
| Mason, May, McIntire, McKinley, McLene, 
| McVean, Miller, Henry Mitchell, Moore, Mor- 

gan, Muhlenberg, Murphy, Osgood, Parks, Par- 


| ker, Patton, Patterson, Peyton, Pickens, [rank- 
| lin Pierce, Pierson, Pinckney, Polk, Ramsay, 
: Rencher, Robertson, Schley, Shinn, Smith, 
| Speight, Standefer, William P., Taylor, Francis 
| Thomas, Thomson, Trumbull, Turrill, ‘Tweedy, 


Van Houten, Wagener, Wardwell, Webster, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. CROCKETT submitted the following reso- 
lation; which was rejected without a count: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 
Canals be instructed to inquire, and report to this 
House, whether the improvement of the naviga- 
tion of Obion, Fork Deer, and Hatche rivers, 
would be a national object, and if sé, what would 
be the probable cost of removing the obstructions 
tothe head of navigation of said rivers. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, submitted the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the District 
of Columbia be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of abolishing imprisonment for debt. 

Mr J. asked the favor of the Houke to permit 
him to make a very few remarks in explanation 
of his course on this subject, and in elucidation 
of the measure which he had presented for con- 
sideration. He remarked, that, notwithstanding 


his deep anxiety in relation to this subject, he. 


had confined his proposition to the District of 
Columbia; the inquiry might very naturally be 
made, why he did not embrace the whole United 
States, as far as the States could be embraced; 
for it would be obvious to all, thatany law which 
Congress could pass mast be confined to the 
Federal courts and parties therein. It was not 
within the delegation of our powers to legislate 
for the State courts and parties therein. Mr. J. 
said, he had earnestly pursued this subject for 
seven years, while a member of the Senate and 
of this Elouse, and he had used his influence in 
vain in attempting to induce Congress to abol- 
ish impgisonment for debt. His next object was 
to obtain an act of Congress, by which ihe State 
laws on this subject should govern and control the 
Federal courts in the respective States. Con- 
gress yielded this point; we succeeded; and the 
execution laws of the States govern the Federal 
courts, whether for good or for evil. This placed 
all the States upon State sovereignty and upon 
equality with each other. Kentucky had totally 
exempted ‘her citizens from imprisonment for 
debt, and her law has become the law of the 
Federal Judiciary within her own boundary. Let 
other States do likewise, if they please. -This 
-humane principle towards debtors was progress- 
ing slowly, but, he hoped, surely; and he would 
be mistaken if the savage principle were not ina 
little time expunged from the code of civilized 
nations. He believed Kentucky had done what 
no other State in the.Union had done. She had 
abolished the ca. sa., the only writ which could 
take the body of the debtor. Imprisonment for 
debt was totally and absolutely abolished. There 
was no condition or contingency upon which the 
body of adcbtor could be arrested and imprisoned. 
Tn other States, where this same humane and 
liberal spirit prevailed, he regretted extremely 
to discover that imprisonment for debt was to be 
abolished conditionally, except in cases of fraud, 
not absolutely, as it should be. Mr. J. consid- 
ered that very little had been done where im- 
prisonment was abolished upon this or any other 
condition, ‘The ways and the means would al- 
ways be devised, and will be found out, some 
how, to make the abolition of imprisonment for 
debt nominal, and thus, under the idea of aboh- 
tion, the savage principle is retained in its full 
vigor. Hoe contended for absolute and total abo- 
liion. His own State, the State of Kentucky, 


had acted upon this principle about fourteen | 


years, ever since 1821, and the system met with 
universal approbation. Kentucky has notyet 
found the necessity of passing laws against fraud- 
ulent debtors. 
let the crime and its punishment be defined, and 


Whenever it shall be necessary, | 


madea part of the criminal code, and not a part of j 


civil proceedings. He believed he might say with 
truth that, under the present humane system of 
Kentucky, thousands, and tens of thousands, of 
dollars more had been paid in the discharge ofdebts 
than would have been under the former barbarous, 
eustom. He said that nomember of the House, 
and no citizen of the United States, could imagine 
the extent of misery and distress which this 
cruel and unreasonable system was now pro- 
ducing, slowly, but positively, in the several States 
of the Union, although the system was gencrally 
mild compared with what it had been in former 


| twelve and a half cents an acre; an 


| section, at the price above fixed upon, the class 
| to which it may belong in the foregoing scale pf 


times, unless he had access to the annual report of | 
a benevolent society in Boston, which had kindly 


or seven years. 
in order, he would present facts relative to the 
subject that would make us blush for our free in- 
stitutions in this respect. But to return to his | 


| proposition: it was confined to this District. The 


citizens of the place had no legislative power. 
Congress had the exclusive legislative jurisdic- 
tion of the District, by a grant of power in the 
Federal Constitution, and he wished the princi- 
ple carly established in the history of our coun- 
try, that no person should be imprisoned for debt 
within the ten-miles square. He had no doubt 
(he said) upon his own mind, that stronger reasons 
could be given for abolishing imprisonment for 
debt within the District of Columbia than any equal 
portion in the United. States, arising from the 
nature of the occupations of its inhabitants, the 
character of the population, the disfranchisement 
of its citizens, and other obvious reasons and 
considerations; and a Jaw to abolish imprison- 
ment for debt would give all parties—the cred- 


i itor and the debtor—a notice and a warning 


which would be beneficial to all concerned. 

In conclusion .he would remark, that he had 
purposely excluded the States, and confined his 
proposition to this District, from a conviction 


j that Congress would not absolutely abolish im- 


prisonment for debt; and unless that was done, 
no law upon that subject could pass without in- 
jury to his own State, by giving to the Federal 
courts a system of executions less liberal, less 
humane, and less just, than the system now gov- 
cerning State and Federal courts within Kentucky. 
He felt bound, therefore, to attempt nothing that 


| would prejudice the citizens of his own State, 


while all the States were equally free to adopt her 


| policy. 


The resolution was agreed to. 

r. McKINLEY submitted the following res- 
olution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands 
be instructed to bring in a bill to reduce the price 
of the public Jands to seventy-five cents an acre; 
and all lands which have been offered for sale and 
remain unsold for more than five, and less than 
ten years, to fifty cents an acre; and all lands 
which have been offered for sale and remain un- 
sold for more than ten and less than fifteen years, 
to twenty-five cents an acre; and all lands which 
have been offered for sale and remain unsold for 
more than fifteen and less than twenty years, to 
all lands 
which have been offered for sale and remain un- 
sold more than twenty years and less than 
twenty-five years to six and one fourth cents an 
acre; and all lands which have been offered for 
sale and remain unsold for more than twenty-five 
years, to become the property of the States in 
which they lie respectively; and all persons who | 
reside on the public land, and shall have cul- 
ivated any portion thereof for one or more years, 
to have the right of preémption of one quarter 


graduation. ; 

Mr. WILLIAMS said that there was a bill 
pending before the House which embraced the 
principles contained in the resolution. It was a 
subject of great importance. — He saw no propri- 
ety in thus prematurely anticipating the action of 
the House on the bill; and believing that the dis- | 
cussion of the resolution at this time would be | 
time misspent, he moved to lay it on the table; 
bus he withdrew the motion at the request of 

Mr. McKINLEY, who remarked, that he had 


no objection to postpone the consideration of his |; 
resolution for the present, and have it printed. || 


The gentleman ftom North Carolina [Mr. Wir- 


Liams] was mistaken in supposing that the sub- || 


furnished him with their report for the last six || 
lf he had:the time, and it was | 


stance of his motion was embraced ïn the bill | 


referred to. He proposed to reduce the price of || 


all public lands. The bill provided for the grad- 


uation of the price of certain lands. The resolu- | 


tion would bring the subject before the House in 
all its aspects. It would test and settle the prin- 
ciples and policy of the Government on this im 
portant subject. There was no longer any neces- 
sity of considering this matter in reference to 


! revenue. So far as any pledges had been made, 


in regard to the public debt and finances, they 


i had. been. redeemed. The question’ now. was, 
| what should be the future settled policy of the 
Government in the disposition of the public lands 
—whether or not the poor and indigent’should be 
allowed to purchase homes upon low and reason- 
i able terms? His constituents were interested to 
a considerable extent in this matter. He had no 
| desire to interfere with the bill which had been 
; alluded to, but he trusted the House would have 
no objection to postpone the consideration of his 
motion to a given time—say this day week. 
_My. WILLIAMS had no wish to forestall any 
discussion of the subject. He was in favor.of a 
full and free investigation of it. It must sooner 


|| or later (and perhaps at the present session) be 


disposed of. His only object was to prevent a 
premature discussion. If we came to a decision 
on the resolution, we must again review the sub- 
ject when the bill shall come up. i 

The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. McKin- 
LEY] supposed that, in consequence of the extin- 
| guishment of the public debt, some final disposi- 
tion of the subject of the public lands should be 
imade. If the gentleman could prove. that we 
| should. not, in futuré, want any more revenue, 
we might act on the subject without fear ortrem- 
bling. The Treasury was said to be full, (althotigh 
| the gentleman from Georgia, Mr. Crayton, had 
| indicated a very different opinion,) but, in case 
of war, he would ask if we wculd not be com- 
pelled to look to the public lands as a necessary 
source of revenue? Upon what other fund could 
we so readily rely, as the proceeds of the sales 
of the public domain? He was decidedly in favor 
of the present land system. With a view to bring 
up the whole subject at the same time, he moved 
to postpone the resolution to the Ist day of Jan- 
uary, (the day fixed for the consideration of the 
bill in relation to the public lands.) 

Mr. CLAY thought it premature to enter into 

a discussion of the merits of the subject. He 
was in favor of the motion to print, and also that 
the resolution should be postponed for one week. 
1f, atthe expiration of that time, gentlemen should 
i desire a further postponement, the House, if it 
| thought proper, could so order. 
Mr. McKINLEY. presumed that gentlemen 
| would be prepared to act on the subject in the 
course of one week.. If, however, that should 
not be the case, he would not object to a further 
postponement.to any reasonable time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS had no objection to print the 
resolution. He did not wish to be taken by sur- 
prise on this subject, (he would not, however, 
charge the mover of the resolution. with any such 
intention.) Hethoughtthe 1stof January would 
be the most proper time for the consideration of 
the subject. 

Mr. VINTON inguired whether the bill, in re- 
lation to the public lands, was in the hands of 
the Land Committee, or upon the Speaker’s table ? 
On being informed that it was in the House, and 
| had been made the special order for the Ist day 
of January, he suggested to the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr. Wiixrams] to vary his 
motion so as to refer the resolution to the same 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Uniongo which the bill had been referred. 

Mr. WILLIAMS said he heartily acquiesced 
in the suggestion just made; and, thus modified, 
his motion. was agreed to. ; 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of War, inclosing, in pursu- 
ance of a resolution, a report and documents in 
relation to the expenditures heretofore made for 
objects of internal improvements; which, on, 
motion of Mr. Brices, was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a report 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, made pur- 
suant to a resolution, specifying the aggregate 
| amount of revenue collected on imported mer- 
chandise, tonnage, &c., in each State of the 
Union, for the year 1833; which was laid on the 
table. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
! communication from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, in response to a resolution of the House, in 
relation to the effect, &c., of the modification of 
the tariff in certain particulars; which, on motion 
of Mr. Pork, was referred to the Committee of 
‘Ways and Means. Š 

On motion of Mr. 


WARD, the House then 


adjourned. 
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: HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
E Fripay, December 12, 1834. | 
» Petitions and memorials were presented by— 

Mr. HALL, of Maine; 

Messrs. GORHAM and PHILLIPS, of Mas- ; 
sachusctts; 

“Mr. ALLEN, of Vermont; 

Messrs, WHITE, WARD, ADAMS, TUR- | 

*RILL, and WARDWELL, of New York; 

Mr. HEATH, of Maryiand; 

Messrs. PATTON, CHINN, TAYLOR, | 
LOYALL, WILSON, MASON, andGORDON, | 
of Virginia: 

Mr. GAMBLE, of Georgia; ` j 

Messrs. JOHNSON and CHILTON, of Ken- 

-tucky; 

Mr. LEA, of Tennessee; | 

Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana; 

Mr. LYON, of Michigan; 

Mr. WHITE, of Florida; 

Mr. LANE, of Indiana; 

Which memorials and petitions were appro- 
priately referred 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, reported a bill allow- | 
.ing further time for issuing and locating certain 
military land warrants; which was read twice, 
and ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time. 

Mr, THOMSON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported a joint resolution in relation 
to the location of the Baltimore and Ohio rail- 
road, in the vicinity of Harpér’s Ferry; which | 
was read twice, and, after some explanations by | 
Messrs. THOMSON, MERCER, and McKIM, | 
postponed to Monday. , n | 

Mr. BUNCH, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Thomas 
Buford; Which was read twice and committed. 


RESOLUTIONS, ! 


The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
Burars was taken up, and its further considera- į 
tion postponed till Monday next, 


The following resolution, submitted yesterday | 
by Mr. MeKexnan, was taken up 

Resolved, Thatthe Secretary of War be directed 
to transinit to this House any communication he 
may have received from the commissioners ap- | 
pointed by the States of Maryland, Pennsylvania, 
and Virginia, to receive portions of the Cumber- 
land road within the limits of those States respect- | 
ively, and .to erect toll-gates thereon, and to 
furnish an estimate of the amount of money which 
may be necessary to complete the repairs of the 
said road, agrecably to the requisition of the laws 
of said States, which have received the assent of 
Congress. Also, that he inform the Flouse what į 
is the condition of the masonry on the road, how | 
many inches of metal have been put on that part 
of it which has been located anew, undor the act | 
of Congress, and upon that part of it whieh lies | 
between the Monongahela and Ohio rivers. And 
also what depth of metal is, in his opinion, neces- | 
sary to make a permanent and substantial road | 
upon the plan which has been adopted in it repair | 
by the Department. i 

‘Mr. McK. submitted the following as a modi- | 
fication of his resolution; which was agreed to; | 
and thus modified, the resolution was adopted: | 

And also, that he furnish this House with a; 


1 
i 


‘copy of the instructions which were given by the į; 


Department to the Superintendent, as the manner | 
in which the repairs upon that road should be | 
made.” - 

The following resolution, submitted yesterday j 
by Mr. Wiitams, was taken up: i 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury | 
be directed to communicate to this House the | 
number of land offices and land districts in the | 
United States; the time when they were estab- ; 
lished respectively; the quantily of land sold, or 


remaining unsold; and the amount of money 
received in each district; and the expense of keep- | 
ig up the land system in each State where it| 


exists. | 


Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, moved to. 


amend the proposition by adding the words,“ and 
[i 


_ Territories,” after the word “ State;’? which was 
agreed to; when the resolution was adopted. 


On motion of Mr. VINTON, it was ordered, 


meet on Monday next. _ 
Mr PEARCE, of Rhode Island, offered the 


following resolution; which, under the rule of the 
House, lies one day on the table: 

Resolved, Thatthe Secretary of War be directed 
to communicate to this House the report of Cal- 
ender Irvine, commissary general of purchases, 
made in October or November, 1820, upon the 
claim of David Cooke, of Philadelphia, for money 
furnished by said Cooke for powder furnished by 
the authority of the United States. 


On motion of Mr. WARDWELL, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee Cı Commerce 
be instructed to inquire inte the expediency of 
providing by law for ine ercction sof a light-house 
at Big Sandy creek, in Lake Ontario, county of 
Jefferson, and State of New York. 


On motion of Mr. HAZELTINE, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of mak- 
ing an appropriation for a beacon light at Silver 
Creck harbor, on Lake Eric, in the State of New 
York, and that the petition and papers relative to 
the same, presented at the last session of the last 
Congress, be again referred to said committee. 


On motion of Mr. ADAMS, of New York, it 
was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
extending in all cases, to parties in suits, com- 
menced in the circuit courts of the United States, 
or in any district court having jurisdiction of a 
cireuit court, where rights claimed under patents 
issued under law of the United States shall come 
in question, the right to a writ of crror or appeal. 

On motion of Mr. GALBRAITH, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of es- 
tablishing a port of entry at Olean Point, on the 
Alleghany river, in the State of New York. 

On motion of Mr. MERCER, it was 

Resolved, That so much of the President’s 
message at the opening of the present session of 
Congress as relates to the subject of internal im- 
provements, be referred to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals. 


On motion of Mr. SPEIGHT, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
making an appropriation for the ercction of a 
custom-house in the town of Newbern, North 
Carolina. 

On motion of Mr. PINCKNEY, it was 

Resolved, That the Committec on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
purchasing the building in the city of Charleston, 
recently occupied as a banking-house by the 
Bank of South Carolina, to be used as a Federal 
court-house; and that they also inquire into the 
expediency of increasing the compensation of the 
United States Attorney for the district of South 
Carolina. 


On motion of Mr. BEATY, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads be instructed to inquire 
into the expediency of changing the present mail 
route, leading from Williamsburg, Whitley coun- 
ty, to London, Laurel county, Kentucky, so as 
to pass throngh Portageville, at the mouth of 
Laurel, in the said county of Whitley. 

On motion of Mr. HAWES, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of mak- 
ing Morgantown, on Green river, in the county 
of Butler, and State of Kentucky, a port of en- 
try. 

On motion of Mr LYON, of Kentucky, it 
was . 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions be instructed to inquire into the expe- 
diency of establishing an agency for paying pen- 
sions, south of Green river, in the State of Ken- 
tucky. t : 

On motion of Mr. PEYTON, it was 

“Resolved, That the Committee on the Post 


Office and Post Roads be instructed to inquire 
into the expediency of establishing a post route 


that when the House adjourns it will adjourn to 


: from the town of Monroe, via Locust Shade, in 
Overton county, Tennessec, Celina, in Jackson 
county, Tennessee, and by Garret Moore’s, Ten- 
| nessee, to Tompkinsville, Kentucky. 


| On motion of Mr. PATTERSON, it was 
| Resolved, That the petitions referred at the last 
session of Congress to the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, praying for the construction of a 
| road from Lower Sandusky to the boundary tine 
| established at the treaty of Greenville, be again 
| referred to the said coiamittee, and that they be 
instructed te inquire into the expediency of mak- 
ing the same. 20 

On motion of Mr. MURPHY, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and 
Means be instructed to inquire what furthet ap- 
propriation may be necessary to complete the 
improvement of the Choctaw Pass, in the harbor 
of Mobile. i 


Mr. LEWIS submitted the following resolu- 
i tions: - 
| Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 

authorizing any settler on lands reserved by the 
| Government in obedience to Indian treaties, or 
otherwise, who settled such lands before such re- 
servation was sclected, and who, by reason of 
such reservation, was deprived of the benefits of 
the preémption law of 1834, to enter, with the 
proper officer in said Jand district, two quarter 
sections of any public lands.in such district, at 
the price of twenty-five cents per acre. 
| Resolved, That said committce further inquire 
into the expediency of authorizing any person 
who has cultivated or improved public lands, in 
the year 1834, to enter not exceeding two quar- 
ter sections of any public lands in his respective 
| land district, by paying to the proper officer fifty 
| cents peracre for such land, withintwelve months 
from the 4th of March next: Provided, Such in- 
dividual shall designate said Jands before the re- 
| gister of the proper land office by the Ist day of 

June next. . í 

Resolved, That said, committee further inquire 
into the expediency of authorizing any citizen of 
the United States, making oath that it is his in- 
tention to settle any portion of the public Jands, 
and who shall actually settle and improve the 
same for one year, at the end of such period to 
enter not excecding two quarter sections, by pay- 
ing into the land office fifty cents per acre, if such 
public lands have been offered for public sale 
within five years, and still remain unsold, and 
twenty-five cents per acre, in case said lands have 
becn offered for public sale, and have remained un- 
sold for a longer period than five years. ` 

Mr. WILLIAMS said, that the whole subject 
| embraced in the resolutions was already referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and made the special order for the first of 
January. He hoped, therefore, that the mover 
would consent to have his resolutions similarly 
committed. 

. Mr. LEWIS said, he had presented a mere 
matter of inquiry, which he hoped would be per- 
| mitted to take the usual course. He preferred 
| that the subject should go to the Committee on 
| Public Lands. i . 
| | Mr. MERCER called for a division of the ques- 
| tion upon the adoption of the resolutions. 

Mr. CLAY could see no objection to theadop- 
tion of the resolutions. A naw practice, it seemed, 
: was attempted, by referring everything regarding 
‘ the public lands broadly to the Committee of the 
| Whole. He objected to such a course, unless the 
House should first abolish the Committee on 
Public Lands. He did not understand the motive 
which seemed to govern gentlemen in this par- 
ticular. This was certainly not the place for this 
subject to be first examined and discussed. It 
į was unusual, and he hoped that the resolutions of 
i his colleague would be adopted. : 

; Mr. CHILTON viewed the subject as one of 
| great importance. He was opposed to the adop- 
i tion of the resolutions. If gentlemen were pre- 
| pared to surrender the public domain, the propo- 
| sition of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
| Lewis] would be found a very convenient step- 
| ping-stone. He owed it to his constituents and 
i his country to oppose with might and main every 
measure of the kind. He was not opposed to the 


honest occupant, but he objected to the practice 
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of persons, wha, in defiance of law, entered upon $| 
the public jands, with the view of obtaining from | 
Congress undue advantages, to which they were | 
aot entitled. He should vote for referring the | 
resolutions to the Committee of the Whole, i 

My. EVERETT, of Vermont, said, the reso- 
lutions had three objects. The first was a re-: 
duction of the price of the public lands; the sec- | 
ond regarded precimption rights to actual settlers; | 
aud the third proposed a new class of cascs—to : 
grant preemption rights to those who signify an | 
aulention to become setilers. E1e considered the two | 
fori ner points already properly referred, and as to i! 
the third proposition it ought not to be seriously 
entertained by the House. He therefore moved : 
tolay the resolutions on the table; but withdrew 
the motion at the request of 

Mr. CLAY, who desired to correct a misap- 
prehension, The proposition of his colleague 
{My. Lewis] had been assimilated to the one 
offered by another colleague (Mr. Mcltisiey] 
ou yesterday. This was not the fact.. The one 
proposcd an inquiry; the other was an instruc-" 
tion to the Land Committee to bring ina bill of a 
spe cifie character. 

Mr.-LEWIS had examined the several propo- 
sitions which bad already been referred, regard- 
ing the public lands. They were not identical i 
with the one which he had proposed. He had | 
proposed an inquiry in the usual mode. By 
voting for the inquiry, no member would becom- 
mitted ja-regard to the measures which might be 
recommended by the Land Committee. They 
would be at liberty to oppose any such measure. 
diwas the only method whereby he could bring | 
his proposition before the ELouse. It had been : 
said that one branch of the proposed inquiry 
ebould not be entertained by the House. It was 
ecftainly no reflection upon this House, nor was . 
ileXivavagant in its terms—not as much so as | 
one which was presented yesterday. It had ref- | 
erence to lands which had already been offered 
for sale. He hoped that inquiry would not be 
‘stifled, and that courtesy at least would induce 
gentlemen to allow his proposition to go to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Me REED said the gentleman last up supposed 
that the adoption of his resolutions was the only 
mode by which he could reach his object. He 
was mistaken. The bill would bring up the 
whole subject, and if it did not suit the gentle- 
man’s views, he could offer an amendment em- 
bracing his present, or any other proposition. It 
was not customary to ask a committee to alter | 
their own bill. The usual practice was to effect 
that object by offering amendments. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, reminded the 
Ho use that this day was set apart by the rules 
fur the consideration of private bills. He there- 
fore moved to proceed with the orders of the day; 
which was agreed to—yeas 99, nays 51. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a mes- 
sage from the President of the United States, in- 
closing (pursuant to a resolution of the House) 
sundry. documents in relation to the destruction 
of the late Treasury building by fire. 

On motion of Mr. POLL, the said communica- | 
tion was referred to the Committee on the Public 
Euildings. 

BANK OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the 
following communication from the Secretary of | 
the Treasury: 


Treastry DEPARTMENT, 
December 12, 1834. 

In obedience to a resolution of the House of 
Representatives, passed the llth instant, | 
-e That the Secretary of the Treasury be di- 
‘rected to communicate to the House of Repre- 
‘sentatives, as soon as practicable, copies ‘of the 
‘correspondence, not heretofore communicated, 
‘which has talcen place between him and the pres- 
‘ident of the Bank of the United States, on the 
‘subject of the branch drafts, and in relation to 


| course pursued by the bank on account of the | 


| ment, being deemed of most public importance, 


‘there did not seem to be much public necessity 


< required, to institute suit for the recovery of the 


‘the claim made by the bank for damages, and | 
‘the course pursued by that institution on account 
a ; 


MONDAY, DECEMBER 22, 1834. 
‘of ihe protest of the bill drawn on the French | 
‘Government by the Treasury Department:” | 

I have the honor to report, that the only cor- į 
respondence on those subjects not. heretofore 
communicated to ‘Congress, which has taken 
place between the President of the Bank of the | 
United Staics and this Department, consists on | 
his part of two letters, one received here on the l 
28th, ahd the other on the 30th ultimo. i 

That which related to the damages and the || 
i 
i 
| 
| 


protest of the bill drawn on the French Govern- į; 


has been answered, and copies of his letter, and j 
the reply of this Department, are herewith eom- 
municated. j 

The other letter related to the late circular fram 
the Treasury, declining to receive the branch | 
drafts in payment of the public dues after the 
close of the present year; and as it wished the | 
Department distinctly to “ understand it isnotat 
all against the measure itself, but only the reasons 
assigned for it, that any objection is: made,” 


for hastening a reply. But as soon as the great 
pressure of the current business in this office may 
permit, one ‘shall be completed, and copies of both 
transmitted to the House of Representatives. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your 


obedient servant, 
LEVI WOODBURY, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


Hon. Joux Bey, 

Speaker of the House of Represeniutives. 

BANK or THE UNITED STATES, 
+ November 28, 1834. 

Sin: Your favor of the 18th of July last reached 
the bank during my absence; and finding on my 
return that my Jetters addressed to you at Wash- 
ington had been published in the newspapers of 
Nashville, it seemed useless to prolong a discus- 
sion which could only inflame the passions of 
the country in the midst of itselections. I have, 
therefore, forborne to answer your letter until the 
time had passed for the repetition of a similar 
appeal from the laws. ; 

‘The whole case appears to be exceedingly 
simple. There is a difference of opinion between 
the ‘Treasury and the bank about the damages on 
a bill of exchange. This is a matter of account 
which depends on the existing laws, and the acts 
of Congress provide specifically before what tri- 
bunal, and in what manner, the question must be 
tried. Thus, by the act of the 3d of March, 
1797, it is provided that, if any person account- 
able for public money fails to pay it, ‘¢ it shall be | 
“the duty of the comptroller, and he is hereby | 


“same,” and in such a suit ‘no claim fora credit 
‘shall be admitted upon trial, but such as shall 
‘ appear to have been presented to the accounting 
‘ officers of the Treasury for their examination, | 
‘and by them disallowed in whole or in part.” | 
The bank has accordingly presented its account 
for damages, which has been disallowed. It has | 


i 
i 
i 
l 


for the purpose, and invited a suit by the Treas- 


| 
| 
then retained a sufficient amount of public money | 
| 


ury, so as to bring the subject before the court. |! 
It did this, and so stated it, “as the best if not 
the only mode?’ of settling the question. But as 
the money itself was an object of indifference to | 
the bank, which sought only to vindicate its own 
rights, and the retaining it was a mere form to 
comply with the act of Congress, the bank at the 
same time requested, from the Scerctary, to know | 
whether there was * any other mode of submit- | 
‘ting the rights of the respective parties to the 
‘judicial tribunals more acceptable’? to him—and 
would instantly have released the money on any || 
arrangement with the Treasury to bring the case || 
before the courts. 

There isa still more summaty process of ob- 
taining a decision. By the act of Congress of 
May 15, 1820, if the public money be withheld, 
the First Comptroller of the Treasury can issue a 
warrant of distress against the party in default, ! 


Who may then appeal-to-the courts of the United 
States. 

_ Either of these courses is open to the Execu- 
tive. If it chooses neither, the bank, having done 
its duty, is content. Before the proper tribunal,’ 


the bank will always be ready to prove, 


1. That the bill of exchange on the French 
Government was drawn without the slightest au- 
peal whatever from that Government to draw 
it. ; 

2. That the bank proposed to the Treasury to 
collect the money as its agent—and not to pay it 
until it was received. from France, thus avoiding 
the very embarrassment which has occurred; but 
this the Treasury declined, and requested the im- 
mediate payment by the bank as a purchaser. `- 

3. That of the money so paid by the bank the 
whole wasimmediately appropriated by the Treas- 
ury, and a part used in the current expenses’ of 
the Government. * 

4. That when the bill was protested in Paris, 


‘as was inevitable, and the money paid by the 


agents of the bank, to save the credit of the Treas- 
ury, the claim of damages by the bank was an 
indispensable act of duty, as that alone would 
enable the Treasury to claim damages from the 
French Government, which, if the Treasury had 
any right to draw at all, was as much due as the 
principal. 

5. That the universal and inflexible rule of the 
Treasury is to make every one pay damages; and 
as it had required of the stockholders of the bank 
to pay damages, when«thcir bills sold to the 
Treasury have been protested, so should it now 


| pay damages to those stockholders, when they in 


turn have bought a bill from the Treasury which 
becomes protested. 

All this will be made manifest whenever the 
Treasury resorts to the proper tribunal. Until 
then, it seems unjust to prejudge the question, 
and quite fruitless to discuss it. i 

Ihave the honor to be, very respectfully, yours, 

N. BIDDLE, President. 

Hon. Levi WoopsuRyY, as 

Secretary of the Treasury, Washington, D. C. 


Treasury DEPARTMENT; 
December 11, 1834. ° 

Sm: Your communication of the 28th ultimo, 
acknowledging the receipt of my letter of the 13th 
of July last, relative to the detention of the public 
dividends by the Bank of the United States, was 
duly received. ` 

After a silence of more than four months, 
coupled with the hostile position the bank had 
assumed, it was supposed that you did not con- 
template entering into further correspondence in 
respect to this subject, and especially was it sup- 
posed, that a correspondence would not be re~ 
sumed with an avowed view to any explanations 
or new arrangements at so late a period—that 
your communication could not reach this Depart- 
ment till the day previous to that session of 
Congress to which you had: been early apprised 
a report would be made on the ahole of the pro- 
ceedings of the bank in this extraordinary trans- 
action. 

Presuming, therefore, that the bank ought to 
have felt all the reluctance expressed in your let- 
ter “to prolonga discussion” on that transaclion, 
which cannot but be admitted, fromits unprece- 
dented and unjustifiable character, was well calcu- 
lated to ‘‘ inflame the passions of the country,” 
and that this circumstance might naturally have 
led to the postponement of a reply till after * the 
elections,” yet no reason is assigned in your ex- 
planation, whatever may be the reason conjec- 
tured by others, for the failure to forward that 
reply immediately after the popular clections had 
terminated, and in season for a suitable examina- 
tion of its contents before Congress convened. 

But it would be unjust to the bank not to return 
thanks for the very considérate sentiment ex- 
pressed in your apology forthe first delay—a wish 
not “to prolong a discussion which would only 
inflame the passions of the country in the midst of 
its elections.” This Department regrets that so 
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ve : T 
‘powerful a corporation—though perhaps unable 


to restrain, and therefore not so responsible for 
the harangues of some of its advocates, on what- 
ever days, places, or occasions—had not, in its 
own resolutions, reports of committees, and es- 
says and pamphlets, published by its president, 
under a vote ‘* to cause to be prepared and circu- 
lated such documents and papers as may com- 
ynunicate to the people information in regard to 
the nature and operations of the Bank’’—earlier 
used a little more effort to practice the same for- 
bearance from attempting ‘ to inflame the pas- 
sions of the country.’’ How fitly the Bank can 
now become the censor of the President or this 
Department for also communicating “ to the peo- 
ple information onthe nature and operations of 
the bank,” and that information consisting only 


of official correspondence on both sides—must be | 


left to others to decide. Seek 
Your last letter having at length been received, 
and having, as appears, been already sent to ‘* the 
newspapers”? by the bank, without waiting fora 
reply, and before one, in the great pressure of 
usiness at this season, could be expected, its 
contents are in some particulars found to be so 
very extraordinary in their tone, in their allu- 
sions, and assertions, that, yppleasant, as the task 
is, this Department has, under all the cireum- 
stances, felt constrained to submit such remarks 
in relation to them as are deemed appropriate, 
and as seem impcratively to be required. The 
bank may, therefore, sir, rest assured, that though 
your letter arrived so late as to prevent the sub- 
mission of it to the President before preparing 
his annual message, or to the Attorney General 
before his opinion was requested on the case, and 
as to deprive the undersigned from offering any 
due comment on itin his report to Congress con- 
cerning this subject, yct, in relation to the affairs 
of which it treats, an ‘‘ appeal from the laws’’ has 
Never, as you appear to intimate, been made by 
this Department, nor is one in contemplation. 
Any such “ appeal” is left to those who, without 
the sanction of an appropriation by Congress, or 
without a legal precept, seize upon the public 
property, and convert it to their private emolu- 
ment. But, after a violation of the rights of the 
United States, and a diversion of its revenue from 
the Treasury and the public service into the 
vaults of the bank, if the latter expects that the 
Chief Executive Magistrate of the Union, or the 
Seeretary of the Treasury, will be silent, and not 
communicate early and full information concern- 
ing the outrage to the people and their represent- 
atives—and that those public oflicers are to be 
deterred from this discharge of a solemn duty, 
because the bank entertains an opinion, that such 
a course is an‘ appeal from the laws,” you have 
pt to learn, that both the character of that Chief 
Macias, and the obligations of duty enter- 
tained by this Department, have been greatly 
misapprehended. | ; 
In proceeding to the other contents of your 
letter, it is conceded with you, ‘that the whole 
case appears exceedingly simple.” The bank 
sets up a claim against the United States. It is 
presented and disallowed by the accounting offi- 
cers, because considered in itself neither equitable 


nor legal; because it had never reccived the sanc- | 
tion of the United States by an appropriation; | 


and because, if just, no branch of the Govern- 
ment, except Congress, had any coustitutional 
power to authori%e its payment. 

Thereupon, the bank, instead of resorting to 
Congress for that sanction, proceeded without 
it, and without any legal precept, to seize on the 
dividends belonging to the United States, and to 
convert them to its private use. The vital crror 
of the bank on this subject appears to have been 
in supposing that the Treasury and its account- 
ing otticers were anything but mere agents of 
Congress to superintend the settlement of what 
has.been appropriated. If, on the solicitation of 
the bank, or any individual, however powerful, 
they allowed or settled anything else than what 
had been sanctioned by an appropriation, it would 
manifestly be conniving at peculation, or a mis- 
application of the public money. It must be 
well known to the bank that the first and proper 
inquiry at the "Treasury to every applicant is, 
where is the appropriation to pay the claim? 
And, next, where is the evidence of its. correct- 
‘ness, under the appropriation? It seems rather 
unreasonable to insist that the Treasury pos- 


| 
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sesses almost unlimited power when the bank 
wants favors, but to deny to it almost all power 
when apprehending danger from it. 

Besides all the decisive reasons against the rep- 
rehensible conduct of the bank in this transaction, 
which are contained in the late message of the 
President, and in the opinion of the Attorney 
General, the bank, if it possesses, as has been 
intimated, another controverted claim against the 
United States, for the removal of the public de- 
posits, might, on this principle, in order to dis- 
charge it, or atone for any other pretended wrong, 
not only refuse to pay over dividends, but refuse, 
to the amount claimed, the payment of its notes 
or bills received by the Treasury for the public 
revenue; and when this consideration is weighed 
it will readily be seen that the whole operations 
of the Government, in war and in peace, while, by 
law, the notes of the bank must be received for 
the public revenue, are liable, at the pleasure of 
the bank, to be paralyzed, and the public faith 
thereby violated. 

After these objections, and when the common, 
the equitable, and constitutional tribunal of Con- 
gress was, and still is, for the bank, as for all 
other.claimants against the Government similarly 
situated, open for a resort to obtain damages—it 
is lamented, that the bank was so inconsideratel y 
advised as to appeal to this other course, so novel, 
dangerous, and unnecessary, of seizing upon the 
public revenue, as being in your opinion ‘the 
best, if not only course of settling the question.” 
You state further, that this has been done by the 
bank only “‘ to vindicate its own rights,” when 
no case is believed to exist where a person not 
receiving money as an officer or contractor of the 
Government, or money not previously granted by 
Congress under some special or general appro- 
priation, (in which mode the bank did not receive 
these dividends,) has ever been able to ‘ vindi- 
cate? his supposed “rights,” by retaining the 
money to meet any claims, however well founded, 
against the Government; and when application 
by the bank for relief in this case had never been 
presented to Congress, and refused, sofas to 
furnish the slightest apology for being obliged, in 
order to procure redress, to resort to this unusual 
remedy. 

But if the views of the Department on this pro- 
ceeding be erroncous, much gratification would 
be derived from having the particular act and 
clause quoted by the bank, on which it relies in 
making the assertion, that “ the retaining of this 
money was a mere form to comply with the act of 
Congress.” This Department has not been so 
fortunate as to discover any statute, and much less 
the one cited of March 3, 1797, which requires 
of a claimant against the Government, that he 
should, in a controverted case, seize its property 
in order “to comply with the act of Congress;°’ 


| nor any statute which authorizes, recognizes, or 


palliates such scizure, in order to force the Gov- 
erament into a law-suit, and thus, through the 
agency of the judiciary, attempt to effect the pay- 
ment of doubtful claims, to which no money has 
been appropriated, nor legislative sanction given. 


| The proposition of the bank to make some ar-' 


rangement to have this question brought “ before 
the courts,” and the assurance now given that, 
in such event, it “would immediately have re- 
leased the money,” would have deserved much 
more attention and stronger confidence had this 
assurance been niore promptly given, and that 


| amicable disposition now manifest been carlier 


evinced by the bank, in having at least requested 
such an arrangement before the dividends were 


| withheld. Before committing that aggression, the 


bank was not pleased even to notify the Treasury 


that it wished the question of damagessettled by | 


litigation, and it communicated not the slightest 
intimation of a desire to makeany “arrangement 


i with the Treasury to bring the case before the 


courts.” But the bank having, on these points, 
preserved perfect silence, and the Department 
and Congress having thus been lulled into secu- 
rity till after the adjournment of the latter, then 


| suddenly, and without previous notice, a por- 
į! tion of the accruing revenue, estimated and ex- 


pected to aid in meeting the large appropristions 
which had just been made, and to pay the resi- 
due of the public debt, was withheld by the bank, 
and was not offered to be restored till after the 
termination of a suit, probably protracted for many 
years. After committing that aggression, and stili 


withholding in its possession the money of the 
United States, the bank then, and not till then, 
“invited” this Department to bring the subject of 
the damages in some way before the courts, and 
thus indirectly to sanction the appeal of the bank 
| from the authority of Congress over this matter, 
and to acquiesce, till adjusted by litigation, in the 
bank’s unprecedented and ruinous course as to 
the public revenue—a course involving a principle 
which, under all the circumstances of this case, 
if once adopted, might disorganize our whole 
collections, by the seizure of them, without legal 
precept, under one pretense or another, and, as 
previously explained, place even our disburse- 
ments, so far as the public funds consist of Uni- 
ted States bank notes, at the sole mercy of an 
irritated and unscrupulous corporation. But this 
the Department could not sanction, however ur- 
gently ‘invited, without proving faithless to 
every principle of public duty and public safety. 
Late as even that invitation, it is remarkable that 
your letters expressed nothing about the money 
itself ‘being an object of indifference to the 
bank,”’ or that it ‘* would instantly have released 
the money in any arrangement with the Treas- 
ury to bring the case before the courts.” On the 
contrary, though some persons may, for some 
time, have apprehended, from certain circum- 
stances, that money was “an object of indifference 
to the bank,” in comparison with some other 
objects, yetitis difficultto discover “whatrights”’ 
the bank then sought to ‘ vindicate,” except its 
rights to the money, and why it should be so 
tenacious of its rights to the money, and so in- 
different to the money itself. By your corre- 
spondence, at that time, the money appears to 


| have been withheld with the express view to force 


the Department into a consent to pay the contro- 
verted damages claimed, without any sanction by 
Congress, or into some arrangement to submit to 
the judiciary, for decision, a question which, 
under the Constitution and the circumstances of” 
the-case, belongs to Congress alone, and, after 
that decision, and not till then, if unfavorable, to 
make a restoration of the dividends the bank had 
so unexpectedly seized, in derogation of the laws. 
It was not ‘until the time had passed for the 
repetition of a similar appeal from the laws” by 
the bank to cover its other intimated claim for 
damages, on account of the removal of the de- 
osits, with any probable hope of public appro- 
i bation in favor of its new mode of aiding the 
fiscal operations of the Government, and not till 
after those ‘ elections” to which you refer may, 
in your opinion, have terminated so disaetnouuty 
to its hopes, that the bank professed a perfect 
‘ indifference” about the money, and a willing- 
iness to release it, in case an arrangement was 
effected for a suit at law. : 

How a suit could still proceed, and the mone 
be first released or repaid, must be left to the 
bank for further explanation, as it is incompre- 
hensible to this Department, unless effected 
through some fictitious case, to be agreed on, in 
order to geprive Congress of its constitutional 
power over appropriations to settle contested 
claims against the United Slates,and which agree- 
ment, you may rest assured, that this Department 
has as little inclination as it has legitimate power 
to make. 

It may be proper, then, to state further and dis- 


| tinctly, thatthe submission of the whole case to the 
; wisdom and authority of Congress appears to the 


Treasury to be the only suitable course; and that 


| it cannot enter into any arrangement in relation 


to the subject, except to receive, as requested in 


| its communication to the bank in July last, the 


dividends due to the United States, and to refer 


the bank, as is done with other claimants in sim- 


ilar cases, to the justice of Congress for any dam- 
ages demanded on the bill of exchange beyond 
the actual expenses and costs incurred. The ac- 
knowledgments of this Department should not be 
omitted for your kindness in pointing out more 
than one mode that might be pursued in the 
courts of law against the bank; but, as the advice 
of an opposing party is not always safest, and as 
Congress is competent to give directions upon the 
claim of the United States, and is considered the 
proper tribunal for adjusting the claim of the 
bank, your benevolent suggestions will, it is 
feared, prove unavailing; especially, since the 


summary process to whizh you now allude, be- 
sides being open to other objections, is in express 


to the case only of debtors, who, unlike the bank 
in this instance, obtain possession of the public 
money, in their capacity ot public officers. What 
may be the design now in making, ‘‘ for obtaining 
a decision,” a proposition, which would doubtless 
fail if accepted, is best known to yourselfand such 
“ distinguished’? counsel of the Bank as you cite 
to this Department, in your other published letter 
of the 26th ultimo. It must be admitted, that the 
bank, in the next place, evinces great frankness 
in proceeding to disclose, under five separate spe- 
cifications, what it expects to prove on trial. 
Whether there is much likelihood that this ex- 
pectation will ever be realized, others must de- 
cide: but the ingeniousness in stating beforehand 
tothe opposite party what is to be proved against 
him, should not pass withoutduc commendation, 


though it is regretted that, under all the circum- ; 


stances, a suspicion—it may be an unjust one— 
has arisen, that the statement was made rather 
with a view to be immediately laid before the 
community by the bank, either to “inflame the 
passions”? or to forestall public opinion on those 
points before a repty was received from this De- 
partment. 

In laying down the first position which the 
bank asserts it “ will always be ready to prove,” 
viz: ‘that the bill of exchange on the French Gov- 
ernment was drawn without the slightest authority 
whatever from that Government,” it is feared that 
the zeal of the bank to vindicate a foreign Gov- 
ernment has led you to overlook the treaty, in 
which that Government expressly stipulates to 
pay “ the sum of twenty-five millions of francs 
“at Paris, in six annual installments of four mil- 
‘tions one hundred and sixty-six thousand six 
‘hundred and sixty-six francs and sixty-six cent- 
times each, into the hand of such person or persons 
‘as shall be authorized by the Government of the United 
€ States to receiveit.”’? The bank appears, moreover, 
to have forgotten the written authority, under 
seal from the President of the United States, 
which accompanied the bill, and empowered the 
holder, as the person designated in the treaty 
and in pursuance of it, to receive the money, 
which -had then become honestly due from the 
French Government, and should, notwithstand- 
ing your apology, have been promptly paid, ac- 
cording ta every principle of national good faith. 
In your ardent defense of a foreign country, for 
a neglect to fullfil its treaties, and attack upon a 
Department of your own, ‘‘ for acting without the 
slightest authority whatever,’’ it also seems to 
have escaped notice that the Treasury acted, not 
only under the authority beforenamed, from 
France, of a solemn stipulation to make the pay- 
ment to any ‘« persons” * authorized by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States’’—and that the 
holders of this bill were so specially authorized 
by this Department and the President; but that 
Congress had previously empowered and required 
the Secretary of the Treasury, by the actof July 
13, 1832, “ to cause this money to be received 
‘from the French Government, and transferred to 
‘the United States, in such manner as he may 
‘deem best.” If, notwithstanding all this, unfor- 
tunately for your own country, the bank should 
be able to support the position, that ‘the bill 
was drawn without the slightest authority’ from 
France, you certainly will deserve her acknowl- 
edgments for the aid thus rendered to get md 
probably of the whole of a claim which she has 
appeared not very eager to discharge; because, 
if France was not Hable, under all the circum- 
stances, to pay it in that form, it is difficult to 
discover how she is liable to pay it in any form. 

It is to be regretted that, ia your professions 
of regard ‘for the credit of the Treasury,’ know- 


ing then as now what its authority was for draw- | 


ing the bill, you did not refuse entirely to take it, 
as the bank must have foreseen and believed, that 
the money would not probably be paid on an in- 
strument if drawn ‘ without the slightest author- 
ity,” and that the affair would probably end ina 
claim by it for large damages. Were it not for 
the solicitude, since expressed by the bank, to 
accommodate the Treasury, and the “ indiffer- 
ence” the bank now professes as * to the money,” 
it might be inferred by some, that possessing the 
beforementioned opinions, and pursuing the be- 
forementioned course, it must have meditated 
originally a speculation as to the protest and 
exvected damages. 


| 


What seems at first rather inexplicable is, that 
the bank, knowing, and being ready. to prove, 
that this Department drew the bill «without the 
slightest authority,” and hence could not require 
France to pay any damages if the bill was pro- 
tested—should vet insist that the claims of dam- 
ages by the bank was “an indispensable act of 
duty, to enablethe Treasury to claim damages of 
the French Government.” This great kindness 
towards the Government of yourown country, un- 
invited and voluntarily to seize on its revenue, and 
attempt to plunge it intoa lawsuit at home, and 
a controversy abroad, to cnable it to obtain large 
damages of another country, which it must, if 
obtained, immediately pay over to the bank, cer- 
tainly deserves all duc acknowledgment. In fine, 
while the bank is professing to give all this 
friendly advice for the benefit of the Treasury, 
and to fecl, itself, “ a great indifference about the 
money,” its regard for the Treasury upon this 
particular subject seems, when stripped of all 
blandishments, to consist in urging the Govern- 
ment to demand, and to hazard a new quarrel 
with France to obtain, large and vindictive dam- 
ages, by asserting that they are as much due “ as 
the principal, when in fact the United States 
are entitled from France to only the reasonable 
and actual damages sustained, and when.large 
and vindictive ones are to be sought in behalf, not 
of the Treasury, but of the disinterested institu- 
tion which 1s urging this indefensible measure; 
and when, if such aggravated damages are ob- 
tained, they are expected to go at once, and ex- 
clusively, not into the Treasury, but into the 
vaults of the bank; or, which is virtually the 
same, are to supply the place of the great amount 
of public revenue the bank has already on this 
account seized and withheld. 

But notwithstanding this, if now, or at any 
other period, the bank shall, as alleged, be ready 
to prove that “the money was paid by the agents 
of the bank to save the credit of the Treasury,” 
the favor will be cheerfully acknowledged by this 
Department, as in that event no right In the bank 
to the aggravated damages claimed against the 
Treasury, and which has led to the outrage of 
seizing on the public dividends, could well be pre- 
tended to exist: It is hoped, às you profess to 
consider that *‘ the claim of damages by the bank 
was an indispensable act of duty,” you will also 
not hesitate to perform another equally “‘ indis- 
pensable act of duty,’’ by furnishing, as early as 
practicable, the evidence to prove the point just 
mentioned; since, if such evidence is furnished, 
not only should the aggravated damages be relin- 
quished, but the conduct of those agents, and of 
the bank in that particular, be duly appreciated. 

In that event, they of course did ‘not pay the 
money for * the credit of the Treasury,” for the 
purpose of exacting from it, on account of the 
professed favor, the large constructive damages 
of $150,000 or $170,000; but it must be presumed 
they paid it with a view to save the Treasury 
from exposure to such a claim by some foreigner 
who might be heartless or sordid, and whose pe- 
cuniary profit being alone concerned, might be so 
destitute of patriotie feeling for his country as to 
permit the bill notsonly to be protested abroad, 
and the “‘ credit of the Treasury”’ to suffer, so as 
to have it returned home protested, but who 
might thereupon immediately make a demand on 
the Treasury beyond the actual damages and 
costs sustained, and even for great, and it may 
be properly added, penal damages, and to pursue 
this demand in so inexorable a spirit as not to 
wait for the decision of Congress upon it, but, 
without legal precept or any previous notice of 
his design, to seize upon a large amount of the 
public revenue, for the purpose of discharging 
it. 

In relation to your third head of proof, ‘ that 
‘of the money so paid by the bank, the whole 
t wag immediately appropriated by the Treasury, 
‘and a part used in the current expenses of the 
€ Government,” it gives me pleasure to attempt 
a correction thus early of these misapprehen- 
sions, 

This Department has, in the reperts sent here 
monthly by the direction of the president of the 
bank, statements which show that the amount 
standing to the credit of the public in the Bank, 
which of course includes its branches, was at no 
time after the purchase of the French bill on the 
llth of February, 1833, until the formal return 


of the money to the bank on the 18th of May, 
1833, less than eight millions of dollars; that of 
this; at no time, was less than four millions left 


| in the bank and its branches, to the credit of the 


Treasurer, subject to draft for any purpose, and 
that thé residue was deposited on account.of the 
public debt and of the public. collecting and dis- 
bursing offices. So that, whatever sum ofmoney 
may have been “appropriated by the Treasury” 
or “used” betweeii those periods, it still left in 
the vaults of the bank and in its use, standing to 


| the credit of the Treasurer, at the times of all 
your intervening returns, a sum from three to 


four millions beyond the amount of the bill, or 
from three to four times more than the amount 
which you had, in form only, paid to the Treas- 
ury, or passed to its credit, in trust for the nu- 
merous sufferers by French spoliations. And no 
part of the sum received on the bill was ever so 
“appropriated” or ‘‘used’’ by the Treasury, ag 
to be carricd into it by warrant; or it could not, 
until Congress should have passed a new law, 
have refunded, as it did, the whole amount, the 
moment notice was given of the protest of the 

lid, DTE 

In regard to the practice which you cite of this 
Department in charging damages on ordinary 
bills of exchange bought of indiyiduals who sus-. 
tain no official relations with the Government, 
and who negleét to provide funds abroad to meet 
those billsand to pay punctually our creditorsand 
officers in a foreign country, it is hardly neces- 
sary here to show the difference between the two 
cases, in both form and substance, after the pre- 
ceding remarks, and after the views contained 


‘in the first opinion of the Attorney General, pub- 


lished with the late annual report from this De- 
partment. Still less is it necessary to show 
further that in none of those cases probably did 
the idea ever enter into the imagination of the 
officers of the Government, that they ought, in 
order to obtain the damages due and often actually 
accruing to the full'amount received on protested 
bills, to resort, without either notice, lawful pro- 
cess, or a previous adjudication, to a seizure ‘of 
the property or dues of the individuals who drew 
and sold them. As in conclusion you give assu- 
rances that “all” your allegations ‘ will be made 
manifest whenever the Treasury resorts to the 
proper tribunals,’’ this Department takes the lib- 
erty to renew the expressions of its opinion that 


| it has already resorted to the proper tribunal, in 


the first instance, by submitting this whole trans- 
action to the consideration of Congress, where 
you will doubtless be indulged with an opportu- 
nity, if desired, to make all your charges “ man- 
ifest.”? But the bank may rest satisfied, that it 
will be long, unless otherwise directed by Con- 
gress, before this Department, however urgently 
“ invited ” by the bank, will consent to enter Into 
any arrangement, or to institute any proceedings, 
which, under existing circumstances, will, in their 
operation, be likely to take from Congress, and 
transfer to some other tribunal, the power to 


i adjust controverted claims, when no law has been 


passed, norappropriation made, to pay them; and 
which will be likely to break down those salutary 
checks and distinctions between the legislative 
and judicial departments, as to the disposal of 
the public money, which the people and the States 
have, with much clearness and wisdom, estab- 
lished in the great charter of their Union, For 
ample views on the law and equity of the whole 


i ease, and for any further reply which may be 


proper to any of the principles advanced in your 
letter, in support of the extraordinary claims and 
proceedings of the bank, you are referred to the 
late annual report of this Department, and to the 
opinions of the Attorney General that accompany 
it. ae 
Had the bank thought more of following, in its 
own example, the salutary advice it so` frankly 


‘bestows on others, not to ‘ prejudge”’ or “dis- 


cuss’? this question of its claim to damages, and 
had it omitted to “ prejudge’’ or ‘discuss’? it in 
the report of its committee last December, and in 
your letter now under consideration, the preced- 
ing remarks in relation to it would most cheer- 
fully have been forborne, This Department has 
now, very reluctantly, but in the manner that 
seemed to be required by the tone and contents 
of your communication, replied to such portions 
of it asappeared to merit notice, and can sincere- 
ly conclude with the consoling reflection, uttered 
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by yourself in behalf of the bank, that, ‘ having 

done its duty, it is content.’? 

- Í have the honor to be, sir, very respectfully, 

yours, LEVI WOODBURY, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

N. Bimore, Esq., President of the Bank of the United 

States, Philadelphia. ` 

On motion of Mr. HUBBARD, the communi- 
cation was ordered to be printed. 

ORDERS OF THE DAY. 

On motion of Mr. PATTON, the bill for the 
relief of Mrs. Susan Decatur was postponed to 
Friday next. Le 

On motion of Mr. THOMSON, the bill for the 
relief of D. Kilgore was postponed to Friday 
next. 


The. Housé then went into the Committee of 
the Whole (Mr. Warp in the chair) upon the 
following bills: « 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of-Richard W. Meade; 

- For the relief of Samuel Bragdon, David Chase, 
and others; 

For the relief of Charles Gordon and others; 

For the relief of William McLain and others; 

For the relief of William P. Zantzinger; 

For the relief of Silas D. Fisher; 

For the relief of the representatives of Colonel 
George Gibson, deceased; 

For the relief of Lieutenant Mervin P. Mix; 

For the relief of Tufts and Clarke; 

For the relief of Commodore Isaac Hull; 

For the rclicf of Humphrey B. Gwathmey; 

To amend an act for the relief of Robert C. 
Jennings, and of the executors of James Roddy, 
deceased; i 

For the relief of Robert Haile; 

For the relief of the heirs of Evan Edwards; 

For the relief of the heirs and representatives 
of William Graham, . 

_ For the relief of Samuel S. Lord; 

For the relief of Samuel Huntt; 
_ For the relief of Marcus Quint 
Gorham, of Portland; and 
-A bill for the relicf of Francis Lasselle and 
others, Michigan volunteers. 

Upon the bill for the relief of Commodore Isaac 
Hull a lengthened discussion cngued; in which 
Messrs, PARKER, REED, PEARCE of Rhode 
Island; MANN of New York, HARDIN, 
WHITTLESEY of Ohio, and GARLAND, 
participated. : 

The committee then rose and reported the bills 
to the House, with the exception of those for the 
xelicf of the legal representatives of Richard W. 
Meade, for the relicf of the representatives of 
Colonel George Gibson, and for the relief of 
Licutenant Mervin P. Mix. 

The House then adjourned to Monday. 


y and William 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, December 15, 1834. 

Flon. James Bucuanay, Senator elect from 
Pennsylvania, appeared, was qualified, and took 
his-seat. 

Messrs. Carnoux, of South Carolina, Back, of 
Mississippi, Porrer, of Louisiana, and Biss, of 
Kentucky, also appeared and took their seats. 

Hon. Lewis F. Lisy, of Missouri, also ap- 
peared, and after the reading of the certificate of 
his reélection, was qualificd, and took his seat. 


PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 


Petitions and memorials were presented by 
Messrs. WEBSTER, McKEAN, SHEPLEY, 
SOUTHARD, BENTON, TYLER, WAGGA- 
MAN, KENT, SILSBEL, HENDRICKS, and 
WRIGHT. 

Mr. SOUTHARD presented a memorial from 
the corporation of Washington, praying for relief; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 


ELECTION OF CHAPLAIN. 

On motion of Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, the 
Senate agreed to proceed to the clection of a Chap- 
lain, on their part, to-morrow at one o’clock. 

- BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. SILSBEE, on. leave given, introduced a 
bill to exempt merehandise, imported under cer- 
Wan circumstances, from the operation of the 


tariff of 1828; which was read the first time, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 
Mr. SOUTHARD, on leave given, introduced 
the following bills: 
A bill to provide for the enlistment of boys in 
the naval service of the United States; 

A bill to establish and regulate Navy rations; 

A bill to change the titles of certain officers in 
the Navy; 

A bill to provide for the regulation of vessels 
propelled in whole, or in part, by steam; 

A resolution to provide for the settlement of 
the claim of John S. Stiles; 

A bill for the relief of the representatives of 
Isaac Garrison, deceased; 

A bill for the relief of George Budd, master 
commandant in the United States Navy; 

A biil for the relief of the commanding officers 
of the Navy of the United States; 

A bill for the relief of Henry B. Tyler, executor 
of Colonel Richard Smith, deceased; 

A bill for the relief of McKean Buchanan; 

A bill for the relief of William Hogan, admin- 
istrator of Michael Hogan, deceased; 
. A bill for the relief of Lieutenant Archibald S. 
Campbell; 

A bill for the relief of Loami Baldwin: 

A bill for the relief of the officers and crew of 
the private armed vessel Neptune; 

A bill for the relief of the heirs and representa- 
tives of Henry Eckford, deceased; and 

A resolution directing the adjustment of the 
claims of the heirs of the late Robert Fulton, de- 
ceased. 

All these bills were referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 


Mr. PORTER gave notice that on to-morrow 
he would ask leave to introduce a bill to provide 
for the legal adjudication of claims to certain lands 
therein mentioned. 

Mr. POINDEXTER, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, reported the following bills: 

A bill for the relief of Susan Marlow; 

A bill for the relief of Elijah Simmons; 

A bill authorizing the relinquishment of the 
sixteenth sections, ahd granting other lands in lieu 
thereof, for the use of schools, &c.; 

A bill for the relief of Samuel Smith, Lynn Ma- 
gee, and Semoise, Creek Indians. 

On motion of Mr. POINDEXTER, the depo- 
sitions lately taken before the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. KANE introduced a bill, on leave given, to 
provide for organizing the territorial government 
of Wisconsin; which was read the first time, and 
ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. EWING, on leave given, introduced a bill 
making appropriation to improve the harbor at 
the mouth of the river Raisin. 

Mr. BENTON, on leave given, introduced a 
joint resolution for an amendment of the Consti- 
tution relative to the election of President and 
Vice President of the United States. 


Mr. B. also introduced a bill granting a town- 
ship of land for the endowment of the French 
University in St. Louis; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. TYLER, on leave given, introduced a bill 
to remit the duties on locomotive steam engines; 


Committee on Finance. 


Mr. KING, on leave given, introduced a bill 
for the relief of Duncan L. Finch. 


Mr. MOORE, on leave given, introduced a bill 
granting two per cent. of the net procceds of the 
sales of certain public lands for purposes of educa- 
j tion in Alabama. i 


RESOLUTIONS. 


‘Mr. MOORE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered and adopted: * 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
Department be directed to communicate to the 
Senate the amount of the two per cent. of the 
proceeds of sales of public lands lying within the 


under the direction of Congress; and also, if any, 
what amount of the three per cent. of the said 
proceeds of sales of public lands, reserved to be 


applied to internal improvements within theState, 
‘be now due to the State. . 


which was read the first time, and referred to the į 


State of Alabama, reserved to be applied to the ; 
making of a road or roads leading to the said State, |} 


Mr. HENDRICKS submitted the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Of- 
fice and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into 
the expediency of establishing the following post 
roads m the State of Indiana, viz: 

From Bedford, in Lawrence county, via Bloom- 
field, to Bowling Green, in Clay county. 

From Connersville, in Fayette county, to Lew- 
isville, in Henry county. 

From Winchester, in Randolph county, via 
Mississinewa, to Fort Wayne, in Allen county, 

From Greensbury, in Decatur county, via Ed- 
mon’s Mill, Huntsville, Goshen, and Newburn, 
to Columbus, in Bartholomew county. 

From South Bend, by Edwardsburg,; Whit- 
manville, Violinia, Schoolcraft, Bronson, and Gun 
river plain, to the rapids of Grand river, in Mich- 
igan Territory. 

From Lawrenceburg, in Dearborn county, to 
Versailles and Napoleon, in Ripley county, by 
way of Aurora, Wilmington, and Moor’s Hill.’ 
From Neweastle, in Henry county, to Mun- 
powi in Delaware county. 

rom Strawstown, in Hamilton county, to 
Kirk’s Cross Roads, in Clinton county, thence 
by Frankfort and Dayton to Lafayette. 

From Brownstown, in Jackson county, by way 
of Sage’s Berry, on the Mushatatalk, and York, 
on the State road, to Charleston, in Clark county. 

From Shelbyville, in Shelby county, by way 
of Manwaring’s, on Sugar creek, Greenwood 
Post Office, Port Royal, and Mooresville, to Da- 
vid Lindley’s, in Monroe township, in Morgan 
county. 

From Rising Sun, in Dearborn county, via 
James’s Mills, Dellsborough, and Watt’s Mills, 
to Cross Plains, in Ripley county. : 

From Charlestown, in Clarke county, to New 
Providence, in the same county. 

From Martinsville, in Morgan county, by way 
of Lyon’s Mills, Mooresville, Danville, and Leb- 
anon, to Frankfort, in Clinton county. 

From Putnamsville, in Putnam county, via 
Dixon’s Mills, Rockville, Montezuma, in Park 
county, and Hill’s Green, in Vermilion county, 
to Bloomfield, in Edgar county, in the State of 
Illinois. 

From Bowling Green, in Clay ‘county, via 
New Brunswick and Caledonia, to Carlisle, in 
Sullivan county. ` 

From Charlestown, in Clarke county, by way 
of Vienna, in Scott county, and Slate Ford, on 
the Wiscatictue, to Rockford, in Jackson county. 

From Napoleon, in the county of Ripley, Indi- 
ana, through Versailles, Cross Plains, Mount 
Sterling, Vevay, Ghent, and Owington, to George- 
town, in Scott county, in Kentucky. 

HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. ROBBINS introduced a joint resolution 
authorizing the purchase of five hundred copies 
of the History of Congress, published by Carey 
& Lea; which was referred to the Library Com- 
mittee, 


ce 


BOYD REILLY’S PATENT. 


Mr. NAUDAIN, from the select committee 
appointed on the subject, reported a bill authoria- 
ing the purchase of Boyd Reilly’s patentapparatus 
for applying the irrespirable gases to the surface 
of the human body, for the use of the Army and 
Navy. 

BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Mr. CLAY, on leave given, introduced a bill 
to provide for the distribution, for a limited time, 
of the sales of the public lands among the several 
States, &c.; which was read the first time. 

Mr. TIPTON, on leave given, introduced a bill 
to provide compensation for the Governor and 


į judges of Michigan Territory; which was refer- 


red to the Committee on Claims. 
The bill for the relief of Hiram A. Hunter was 


| also, on his motion, referred to the Committee on 


Claims. 

The bill for the relief of Colonel Gad Humph- 
reys was referred tothe Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

_ Mr. TIPTON submitted the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
an appropriation for the construction of a harbor 


at Trail creek, Lake Michigan. 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Treasury Depart- 
ment relative to the purchase of sites for the erec- 
tion of a warchouse in Baltimore, a custom-house 
in New York and New Bedford, &c. . 

Also a supplement to the annual report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury; which, on motion of 
Mr. Cray, was referred to the Committee on 
Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, a communication from the War Depart- 
ment, giving information relative to the improve- 
ment of the harbor at the mouth of the river 
Raisin; which was ordered to be printed. 

Also,a communication from the Commissioner 
of the Land Office, relative to the sales of public 
lands in Mississippi; which was ordered to be 
printed, ; 

The following message was received from the 
President of the United States, by the hands of 
Mr. Dongtson, his Private Secretary: 


To the Senate of the United States: 

The joint resolution of Congress, unanimously 
expressing their sensibility on the intelligence of 
the death of General La Fayette, were communi- 
cated, in compliance with their will, to George 
Washington La Fayette, and the other members 
of the family of that illustrious man. 
request, I now present the heartfelt acknowledg- 
ments of the surviving descendants of our be- 
loved friend for that highly valued proof of the 
sympathy of the United States. 

ANDREW JACKSON. 

Weasuinaton, December 10, 1834. 


A joint resolution was received from the House 
of Representatives for the appointment of a com- 
mittec to carry into effect the resolution of June 
last, relative to the death of General La Fayette. 

On motion of Mr. CLAY, the resolution was 
concurred in, and the committee on the part of 
the Senate was ordered to consist of five, and to 
be appointed by the Chair. 

On motion of Mr. KING, of Alabama, the bill 
for the relief of Theodore Brightwell was re- 
ferred to the Judiciary Committee. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
executive business, and, after spending some time 
with closed doors, adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpay, December 15, 1834. 


Petitions and memorials were presented by— 
Messrs. EVANS and PARKS, of Maine; 
Mr. BURNS, of New Hampshire; 

Messrs. BRIGGS, OSGOOD, and BATES, of 
Massachusetts; 

Messrs. ALLIEN and SLADE, of Vermont; 

Messrs. BOCKEE, WARD, MITCHELL, 
WARDWELL, MARTINDALE, and HARD, 
of New York; . 

Messrs. KING, McKENNAN, STEWART, 
SUTHERLAND, and DENNY,gof Pennsyl- 
vania. 

[Mr. Denny presented memorials asking an 
appropriation to aid in improving the road from 
Pittsburg, Pennsylvania, to the United States 
Arsenal, near that city.] f $ 

Mr. MILLIGAN, of Delaware; 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland. 

Messrs. McCOMAS, ALLEN, CHINN, 
WILSON, WISE, MOORE, PATTON, and 
MERCER, of Virginia; 

Messrs. POPE and JOHNSON, of Kentucky; 

Messrs. MARDIS, LEWIS, and CLAY, of 
Alabama, - 

{Mr. Cray, in behalf of the legal representa- 
tives of the late General John Brahan, presented 
the petition and accompanying documents of said 
Brahan, heretofore presented; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on PublicLands.] 

Mr. SEVIER, of Arkansas; and 

Mr. WHITE, of Florida; | f 

Which petitions and memorials were appropri- 
ately referred. 7 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MARSHALL, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims, moved to discharge the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
from the further consideration of the bill to pro- 


By their | 


vide for the settlement of certain revolutionary 
claims, (commonly called the commutation bill, ) 
and that the same be recommitted to the Commit- 
tee on Revolutionary Claims. Mr. M. remarked, 
that, although a majority of the House were sup- 
posed to be in favor of the general principles of 
the bill, yet it was feared that a majority would 
not sustain it in its present shape. [twas witha 
view to expedite the medsure, and render it ac- 
ceptable to the House, that his motion had been 
made. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. ALLAN, of Kentucky, from the Com- 
mittee on Territories, reported, with an amend- 
ment, the bill for the establishment of the Terri- 
tory of Huron. The bill was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. ` 


Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, from the 


Committee on Commerce, reported a bill making || 


appropriations for the erection of a marine hos- 
pital in the city of Baltimore, and other places; 
which was read twice, committed to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, and di- 
rected to be printed. 


RIGHT OF WAY. 

The joint resolution, giving the right of way 
through the property of the United States at 
Harper’s Ferry to the Winchester and Potomac 
Railroad Company, was read a third time and 
passed. 


MARINE HOSPITAL FUND. 


The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Burees, on Thursday last, was taken up: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
Department be directed to send to this House, in 
a takular form, the amount of money paid into 
the marine hospital fund by all seamen in the 
mercantile service in the district of Providence, 
in the district of Newport, and in the district of 
Bristol, respectively, in the Rhode Island district, 
from the commencement of the present Govern- 
ment of the United States up to the time when 
that fund was by law placed at the disposal of 
the President. Also, the like amount, in like 
form, paid by said seamen after that time, and 
before the commencement of the year 1828; and, 
also, the like amount, in like form, paid since that 
time; together with the several sums expended in 
each of said districts, respectively, for the relief 
of sick and disabled seamen—showing the balance 
due to, or from, said fund, in each of said dis- 
tricts; respectively, at the several times aforesaid, 
ifany, and how the same may have been disposed 


of. 

Mr. FILLMORE moved to amend the resolu- 
tion, so as to extend the inquiry to all of the 
revenue districts of the United States. He under- 
stood that the gentleman from Rhode Island was 
apprehensive that the adoption of his amendment 
would retard and delay an answer to his resolu- 
tion. This objection would be obviated when the. 
gentleman was informed, that at the last session 
the Senate had madea similar call for information, 
which the Department was probably prepared to 
farnish forthwith. 

Mr. BURGES suggested to the gentleman from 
New York that his resolution called for a more 
minute detail of facts in relation to Rhode Island 
than the resolution of the Senate did; and the 
adoption of his amendment would certainly cause 
great and unnecessary delay, inasmuch as the in- 
formaticn called for by the Senate was already 
preparcd. It would, therefore, be rendered ne- 
cessary by the proposed amendment to go over 
the whole ground to obtain the specific information 
from all 
only required in relation to Providence. If, how- 
ever, the gentleman wished this specific inform- 
ation from all parts of the Union, and would offer 
a resolution to that effect, he would cheerfully 
codperate with him; but he hoped his resolu- 
tion would not be trammeled with the amendment. 

Mr. FILLMORE said, as the gentleman still 
thought that his amendment would prejudice his 
call, he would withdraw it. 

The resolution was then adopted. 

DAVID COOKE’S CLAIM. i 

The following resolution, submitted on Friday 
last by Mr. Pearce, of Rhode Island, was con- 


sidered and agreed to: : 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 


h i 
arts of the United States, which he 


i 


to communicate to this House the Teport of Cat 
ender Irvine, commissary general of purchases, 
made in October or November, 1820, upon ‘the 
claim of David Cooke, of Philadelphia, for money 
furnished by said Cooke for powder furnished 


by the authority of the United States. 


SETTLERS ON THE PUBLIC LANDS. 

The following resolutions, submitted on Fri- 
day by Mr. Lewis, were taken up: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
authorizing any settler on lands reserved by the 
Government in obedience to Indian treaties, or 
otherwise, who settled such lands before Such 
reservation was selected, and who, by reason of 
such reservation, was deprived of the benefits of 
the preemption law of 1834, to enter, with the 
proper officer in said land district, two quarter 
sections of any public lands in such district, at 
the price of twenty-five cents per acre. 

_ Resolved, That said committee further inquire 
into the expediency of authorizing any person 
who has cultivated or improved public lands; in 
the year 1834, to enter not exceeding two quarter 
sections of ayy public lands in his respective land 
district, by paying to the proper officer fifty cents 
peracre for such land, within twelve months from 
the 4th of March next: Provided, Such individual 
shall designate said lands before the register of 
the proper land office by the 1st day of June next: 
_ Resolved, That said committee further inquire 
into the expediency of authorizing any citizen of 
the United States, making oath that it is his inten- 
tion to settle any portion of the public lands, and 
who shall actually settle and improve the same 
for one year, at the end of such period to enter 
not exceeding two quarter sections, by payin 
into the land office fifty cents per acre, if suc 
public lands have been offered for public sale 
within five years, and still remain unsold, and 
twenty-five cents per acre, in case said lands have 
been offered for public .sale, dnd have remained 
unsold, for a longer period than five years. 

The question being upon Mr. WiLLiams’s mo- 
tion to refer the resolutions to the Committee of 
the Whole, and Mr. Mercer having called for a 
division of the question, it was first put upon re- 
ferring the first resolution to the Committee of 
the Whole; which was decided inthe negative 
yeas 72, nays 73. 

The remainder of Mr. Witiiams’s motion was 
also disagreed to. 

The resolutions were then rejected—ayes 37, 
noes not counted. . aa 

RESOLUTIONS. 

On motion of Mr. HUBBARD, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionar 
Claims be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of allowing to the heirs of Dr. William 
Clogeswell, deceased, (who was an hospital 
surgeon of the Army, during the war of the Rev- 
olution,) the commutation pay granted to such offi- 
cers ia pursuance of the resolution of the Conti- - 
nental Congress of March, 1783. 

On motion of Mr. SLADE, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of placing the name of Justus Cobb, a soldier of 
the late war, on the roll of invalid pensions 


On motion of Mr. HARD, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
making an appropriation to survey and construct 
a harbor atthe mouth of Eighteen Mile Creek, 
in the county of Niagara, in the State of New 
York. 

On motion of Mr. CHAMBERS, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee for-the District 
of Columbia be instructed to consider the expe- 
diency of reporting a bill prohibiting, under sult- 
‘able penalties, the sale and purchase of lottery 
tickets within the District of Columbia. : 

On motion of Mr. DENNY, it was am 

Resolved, That the Committce on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
making an appropriation to aid in the erection of 
suitable buildings at Pittsburg, for the accom- 


i modation of the United States court in and for 


the western district of Pennsylvania. 


On motion of Mr. COULTER, it was | 
Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions be instructed to inquire into the propriety 


3838 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


December 13, 


of placing Richard Harden, a soldier of the late |! 
“war, on tle pension roll. (| 


Mr. McKIM submitted the following; which | 

: ~lies on the table one day: 
| © Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
he directed to huve assayed at thè Mint of the 
United States all forcign gold and silver coins 
now in circulation throughout the United States, 
‘and to furnish this House with a statement of 


the quantity of fine gold and silver contained in |; 


each of said coins, and their current value at the 
Mint, agreeably to the law passed at the last ses- | 
-sion of Congress, regulating the value of gold and 
silver coins. X | 

Mr. THOMAS, of Maryland, submitted the 
following; which lies on the table one day: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be, and he is requested to communicate to this 
-House any information he has received, or can 
obtain, concerning the official proceedings of the | 
Government. directors in the Bank of the United 
States. 

On motion of Mr. MERCER, it was 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be directed to lay before this House a copy of | 
any contract which may have been made since 
the last session of Congress for the construction 
of a bridge across the Potomac, within the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and an estimate of the proba- 
-ble cost of the same, according to the terms of 
such contract. 


On motion of Mr. ALLEN, of Virginia, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
allowing Benjamin Reeder, late marshal of the 
‘western district of Virginia, to transfer to his 
successor in office a warrant from the Treasury, 
laced in his name as in March, 1822, against 
alatheal Curtis, collector of the fifth district of 
Virginia, and his securities, which was levied, | 
but a sale enjoined; and that said committee also 
inquire into the expediency of allowing said 
Reeder his fees for levying, advertising, and at- 
tending to sell the property of the defendants, and 
that they have leave to report by bill or otherwise. 
Mr. FULTON offered the following resolution; 
which, under the rulc of the Efouse, lies one day 
on the table: 
Resolved, That five thousand copies of the 
Proceedings and Discussions of the French 
Chamber of Deputies, on the subject of the treaty 
between Franceand the United States, be printed 
for tte use of the members of this House. 
On motion of Mr. GRAHAM, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and 
Means be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of establishing a branch of the Mint in the 
gold region of North Carolina. 


On motion of Mr. MASON, of Virginia, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
' expediency of establishing a post route from 
Hicksford, in Greenville county, Jerusalem, to 
Murfee’s Warehouse, on the Portsmouth and 
Roanoke railroad, in Southampton county, Vir- 
inia; and of discontinuing the route from Cross 
eysto Williams’sstore, in Southampton county, 
and of extending the route from Cross Keys to 
Patterson’s, in North Carolina. , 
On motion of Mr. A. H. SHEPPERD, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
-and Post Roads inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Greensborough, 
North Carolina, by Thompson’s store, to Rox- 
borough, in Pearson county. 
On motion of Mr. JOHNSON 
it was . 
Resolved, That the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of extending the time of issuing military land’ 
warrants to the officers and soldiers of the revo- 
lutionary army. 


On motion of Mr. MARSHALL, it was 
_ Resolved, That the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Claims be instructed to inquire into the expe- 
diency of granting to Mrs. Mary Graham, widow 
of Reginald Graham, deceased, compensation for 
the services and advances of her deceased hus- 
band during the revolutionary war. 


On motion of Mr. HAWES, it was . 
pe Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 


, of Kentucky, 


pi 
H 


i 
t 
l 


| and direct, 


: Pennington the right to enter, in lieu of the land | 


Canals be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of making an appropriation for the removal 
of obstructions to the navigation of Green and 
Big Barren rivers, in the State of Kentucky. 


Mr. HAWES submitted the folowing; which’ 
lies on the table one day: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be in- 
structed to furnish this House with a copy of the 
survey of the Falls of the river Ohio; aiso, the 
estimate made by Captain Henry Shrieve of the 
probable cost of improving the navigation 
through the Falls; as also his plan for doing the 
same. 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 
it was 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and | 
Means be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of providing by law for the establishment of į 
a branch mint of the United States at the city of | 
New Orleans? 


On motion of Mr. HANNEGAN, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 
be instructed to inquire into the propriety- of 
making an appropriation for the construction of 
a harbor at the mouth of Trail creek, on Lake 
Michigan, in the State of Indiana. 


Mr, LANE offered the following resolution; 
which was rejected: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of appropriating the refuse lands belonging 
to the United States which shall have been offered 
at public sale and been subject to entry for twenty 
years and upwards, and shall remain unsold on 
the Ist day of June next, situated in the counties 
of Franklin, Dearborn, Ripley, Switzerland, and 
so much of Decatur as is attached to the Jeffer- 
sonville district, in the State of Indiana, for the 
purpose of constructing and improving a road 
from the town of Fairfield, in the said county of 
Franklin, by the way of Brookville, to Lau- 
renceburg,on the Ohieriver, in Dearborn county; 
and a road from Rushville, in the county of Rush. 
by the way of Simmons, to the same point upon 
the Ohio river; and a road from Napoleon, in 
the county of Ripley, to Aurora, on the Ohio 
river, in the county of Dearborn: and from Na- 
poleon to Rising Sun, upon the Ohio river; and 
from Napoleun to Vevay, by the way of Ver- 
sailles, in Switzerland county, on the Ohio river; 
and a road from Napoleon, aforesaid, to Lau- 
renceburg, aforesaid—to be sold in such manner, 
and by such persons, and at such times, and the | 
money expended in such manner, as the Presi- 
dent of the United States shall be pleased to order 


On motion of Mr. McCARTY, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads be instructed to inquire 
into the expediency of establishing the following 
post-routes, to wit: From Oxford, in Ohio, by 
Fairfield, West Union, Columbia, and Danville, 
to Rushville, in Indiana; also, from Liberty, by 
Brownsville, to Philometh, to Centerville; also, 
from Liberty, by New Boston, to Richland. 


On motion of Mr. BULL, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of | 
establishing a port of entry at Green’s landing, | 
in the county of Marion, on the Mississippi river, 
in the State of Missouri. 

On motion of Mr. ASHLEY, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
correcting an error-committed in issuing a pat- 
ent for one hundred and fifty acres of land in 
part of Wm. Pennington and granting to said | 


patented, the same quantity of any of the public 
lands subject to entry at private sale. 

On motion of Mr. LYON, of Michigan, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands | 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
appropriating a township, or some other quantity 
of the public lands in Michigan Territory, to aid 
in establishing an academy or school on the island 
of Michilimackinac, in said ‘Territory, for the 
purpose of educating Indian youth, 


On motion of Mr. LYON, of Michigan, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 


making Green Bay, in Michigan Territory,a port 
of delivery. 
| On motion of Mr. SEVIER, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Private Land 
Claims be instructed to inguire into the expedi- 
ency of authorizing the register and receiver of 
the proper jand district in Arkansas to receive. 
proof of claimants of the validity of Spanish or 
French land claims, with a view to the final ad- 
justment, and report the same as soon as practi- 
cable. 


On motion of Mr. WHITE, of Florida, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of making an appropriation for a road from 
Black Creek to Swance river, and from the head 
of Pensacola bay by Pittman’s ferry on Choc- 
tawhatchie river to Campbellton, Jackson county, 
in the Territory of Florida. 

On motion of Mr. WHITE, of Florida, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Private Land 
Claims be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of increasing the compensation of the deputy 
surveyor for surveying private land claims in 
Florida. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United 
States: 

Wasuinetron, December 10, 1834. 


To the House of Representatives of the United States: 


The joint resolutions of Congress, unanimousl 
expressing their sensibility on the intelligence of 
the death of General Lafayette, were communi- 
cated, in compliance with their will, to George 
Washington Lafayette, and the other members 
of the family of that illustrious man. By their 
request, I now present the heartfelt acknowledg- 
ments of the surviving descendants of our be- 
loved friend, for that highly valued proof of the 
sympathy of the United States. : 

ANDREW JACKSON, 


On motion of Mr. EVERETT, of Massachu- 
setts, the message and accompanying documents 
were referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a report 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, in relation to 
the purchase of sites for the erection of custom- 
houses, warehouses, &c.; which, on motion of 
Mr. McKim, was referred to’ the Committee on 
Commerce. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a report 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, in relation to 
a resolution containing the number of custom- 
house officers, and theircompensation, &c.; which» 
on motion of Mr. Pearce, was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


On motion of Mr. SUTHERLAND, two thou- 
sand extra copies of said report were ordered to 
be printed: 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
supplementa¥ report from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, on the subject of keeping and disburs- 
ing the public revenue, with accompanying docu- 
ments; which, on motion of Mr. Pork, was re- 
ferred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
ten thousand extra copies were ordered to be 
printed. 

PRIVATE BILLS. 


The following bills, reported from the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on Saturday, were ordered to be 
engrossed, and read a third time: 

For the relief of Samuel Bragdon, David Chase, 


i| and others; 


For the relief of Charles Gordon, and others; 

For the relief of William McLain and others; 

For the relief of William P. Zantzinger; 

For the relief of Silas D. Fisher; 

For the relief of Tufts and Clarke; 

For the relief of Humphrey B. Gwathmey; 

To amend an act for the relief of Robert C. 
Jennings, and of the executors of James Roddy, 
deceased; . 

For the relief of Robert Haile; 

For the relief of the heirs of Evan Edwards; 

For the relief of the heirs and representatives 
of William Graham; 


be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 


For the relief of Samuel S. Lord; 
For the relief of Samuel Huntt; 


TH 


BE. 
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For the relief of Marcus Quincy and William | 
Gorham, of Portland; and 
A bill for the relief of Francis Lasselle and | 
others, Michigan volunteers, 


1 
| 
i 
| 
On motion of Mr. GRENNELL, the bill for i 
the relief of Robert C. Jennings, and of the ex- ; 
ecutors of James Roddy, deceased, was recom- | 
R i 

1 
f 
| 
I 
1 


mitted to the Committee of Claims. 
BILLS PASSED. 


The bill to allow further time for issuing and ! 
locating military land warrants daring the jast! 
war, and the bill for the final adjustment of land | 
claims in the State of Louisiana and Territory of | 
Arkatisas, were passed. i 

i 


GEORGETOWN AND ALEXANDRIA CANAL, 


The bill authorizing an appropriation of $100,- | 
000 of stock in the Georgetown and Alexandria | 
Canal and Aqueduct Company was taken up. 
Mr. HARDIN said, this bill, he thought, | 
should be acted on'with caution. He did not wish | 
to deprive it of its place upon the docket, but he | 
suggested that it should be laid aside for the pres- | 
ent. Congress had already subscribed for $100,000 | 
worth of the stock of the Alexandria canal, where | 
the Almighty had previously prepared a better | 
canal than human art could achieve. He would ; 
ask how long Congress were disposed to go on in | 
this headlong course? How much has that canal | 
cost?) How much will it cost? It has been as- | 
serted here that the formerly projected stone | 
bridge across the Potomac would have cost at 
least three millions of dollars! Now, ifthat were | 
the fact, what must not this aqueduct cost? 
It must have stone abutments, arches, &c., and 
be in a great degree more expensive than the 
bridge would have been.’ It may, and probably 
will, cost millions upon millions! As to estimates, 
Mr. H. said be cared but little for them. Esti- | 
mates were like the doctor feeling the sick man’s | 
pulse-—they were sometimes high, and sometimes 
low. He had no confidence inthem. He hoped 
the House would at all events pass the bill by for | 
the present: j 
r. CHINN did not wish to press the bill, if 
gentlemen were not prepared to act on it at this 
time. He, therefore, moved to postpone its 
further consideration to this day three weeks; 
which was agreed to. 


RAILROADS, ETC., THROUGH PUBLIC LANDS. 


A bill to authorize the construction of railroads 
and canals through the public lands was taken up. 

After a few remarks, of an explanatory ¢harac- 
ter, by Messrs. FILLMORE and CLAY, the lat- 
ter gentleman proposed an amendment, intended to 
guard more tully the rights of the United States. į 

Mr. BRIGGS, in view of the importance of the | 
bill, then moved its postponement until this day | 
two weeks; which was agreed to. 


WASHINGTON MONUMENT. 


The bill to incorporate the Washington Na- 
tional Monument Society was, 

On motion of Mr. CHINN, postponed until | 
the second Monday in January. | 


PAINTINGS FOR THE ROTUNDA. 


A joint resolution directing contracts to be made 
for historical paintings for the rotunda of the 
Capitol was taken up. ; 

Mr. ADAMS, of Massachusetts, said he dis- | 
covered that the resolution proposed that four 
artists be employed in the execution of the pro- 
posed paintings. He doubted whether four native 
artists could be found competent to the under- 
taking. The four paintings already placed in the 
rotunda wey executed by one. If four or more 
were employed, he predicted the result would be 
the production of very indifferent work, unfit to 
be exhibited to the world. He moved to strike | 
out the word four, so as to leave it optional to 
employ either one or more. He did not mean | 
to say that the same individual should execute 
the whole of those paintings; he wished some dis- 
cretion might be exercised, in order to procure 
worthy specimens of the arts. , 

Mr. JARVIS said, as chairman of the commit- | 
tee who reported this resolution, he felt bound to 
state the objects which governed them.. There 
was no difference of opinion in the committee on 
this subject. He had no doubt that four Amer- 
ican artists could be found fully equai to the task. 
It was desirable to prevent such a monopoly as 


produced the paintings already exhibited in the 
rotunda, and he was sure there was nothing so 
admirable in those as to disparage the idea of 
producing their equal. The difficulty would not 
be in finding four competent American artists, 
but in selecting from the m@ldtude in the galaxy. 
He would not do the arts of his country the wrong 
to believe the proposed number could not be 
found, 

Mr. WISE said, in reply to Mr. Apams, that 
he hoped the House would pardon a few observ- 
ations from him on this resolution and amend- 
ment, as he felta deep interest in the subject. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts says that he 
doubts whether four American artists can be found 
competent to execute these paintings. Sir, lam 
proud to say and believe, that this country—the 
great masters dead—is richer now in native tal- 
ents in the fine arts than any country on the globe. 


Without meaning to be invidious ‘in the naming | 


of our artists, as an Amcrican, I will boast that 


Alston is the finest historical painter—Sully the | 


finest portrait painter-——and Greenough is the 
finest sculptor in the warld. And to these I could 
add the names of twice the number four, One—- 
Chapman—I know to have slept upon his easel 
during a stay of three years in Italy, before the 
works of the old masters in the Vatican, and to 
have had an historical painting engraved by the 
Academy of Finc Arts at Rome. The country is 
rich in artists. Though the fine arts are not en- 
couraged here, they are indigenous to the country. 
The gentleman says that the result of employing 


four will be that the paintings will be indifferent. 


Sir, I cannot see how. There are four panels 
in the rotunda to be filled. By selecting an artist 
for cach, you will enlarge the field of selection, 
develop as much native talent as possible, and, 
by having more than one artist, you will insure 
success in the pictures by competition. Such is 
the object of selecting four. The evil of a monop- 
oly is now to be seen in the rotunda. The pre- 
cedent of ‘lrumbull’s paintings, instead of being 
quoted for the selection of one artist, should be 
cited for the selection of four. Does the gentle- 
man from Massachusctts not know, that the piece 
of the signing of the Declaration of Independence 
was dubbed, by a former representative of Vir- 
ginia, (Mr. Randolph,) the ‘‘ painting of shins?” 
It may be seen by any one who will look at them, 
that the faces in one are the faces of all four, and 
that all the faces in the same picce have all the 
same characteristics. There always will be too 
much sameness in any four picces executed by the 
same hand, however different the subjects; and, 
therefore, there should be different hands to exc- 
cute them. Contrast is wanted for effect, besides 
competition for success If four are employed, 
four styles of American painting will be exhib- 
ited. I hope, sir, the resolution will pass in its 
original form. 

Mr. WARD said, that the subject had been 
brought before the committee of which he was a 
member at its jast session, on the motion of the 
honorable gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. WisE,] 
and it had there been fully discussed. The com- 
mittee, in reporting the resolution in its present 
shape, considered that it was due to American 
artists thal these paintings should be distributed 
among them. He was proud to know that there 
were many American artists fully competent to 
this task. “He spoke of Sully, Alliston, Vanderlyn, 
Morse, Chapman, Wier, Peale, Leslie, Trumbull, 
Agate, Osgood, and others,as native artists, whose 
works would never discredit the Capitol of the 
nation. With this host before us, he thought it 
would be highly inexpedient to confine our selec- 
tion toaless number than that which the commit- 
tee had proposed. There were, he did not doubt, 
many young artists in the country, whose names 
were now, perhaps, unknown to fame, but who 
only wanted an opportunity to distinguish them- 
selves. Chapman and Wier, he considered, were 
artists of noinconsiderable merit. They were des- 
tined, if generously cherished—if preperly appre- 
ciated—to become, at no distant day, the most 
distinguished artists in this or any other country. 
Nature has endowed these youthful artists with 
a taste and genius that qualify either of them to | 
adorn the walls of our Capitol with the bright 
deeds of American history, immortalized by | 
American genius. There were many of ourartists | 
worthy and deserving of notice and of patronage, | 
and he hoped some of them would have an oppor- 


| 
| 
| 


| jects of these paintings? 


: the artists to select t 
| ings, and then, if worthy, for 


| country 


g their names to-posterity in 


tunity of transmittin 
this great work. : 
Mr. BURGES said, he could hardly under- 
stand what it was that was to secure the immor- 
tality of the hostof youthful prodigies alluded'to 
by the gentleman from New York, (Mr. Warp. 
1f we are so crowded with artists, (said Mr. am 
if we are so annoyed with their ilimitable num- 
ber, why not let them all have an equal chance 
for the prize? Let them select their subjects, 
produce their paintings, expose them to every: 
eye, and let the public sclect such as are most 
worthy of selection. But what are to be the sub- 
He, for onc, felt some- 
what tenacious of having a vote on the question @ 


| what subject should be represented in the rotunda ? 


fe was opposed to running any bargains in this 
matter. He remembered to have seen some of 
the works of Mr. Austin, and he would have no 
objection to his being employed in the work, pro- 
vided the subject was first declared by the House. 
The House had before tried in vain to come to a 
conclusion on this point, when a subject for ex- 
hibition was proposed to them, and that subject 
was the battle of New Orleans! A matter of thrill- 


| ing interest, but one which, like many others, 


would involve some political fecling. There were 
many subjects which could not be painted so as 
to give unity to their appearance. He alluded 
to the Declaration of Independence, and showéd 
wherein it was not rendered a fit subject for’a 


| paining. He had seen many attempts to paint 


the deluge, but never saw them succeed. Without 
unity, a painting becomes a confusion—a rabble— 
a rout—a mob—and who could paint a mob? 
Nobody—unless it were to place ove upon a 
stump to make a speech. Mr. B. said he had 
not yet so far adopted the theories of the day, 
that, if our country contained an Angelo or a 
Correggio, he would not employ him for fear of 
the cry of monopoly. There was not quite so 
much Democracy or agrarianism in him as to 
reduce genius to such an equality. If there were 
such a galaxy of painters in our country, there 
must be some ruling star, some bright luminary 
among them, more glorious than the rest. Let 
the artist select his subject, and lay it before the 
House, and then let the House decide upon it. 
Mr. WISE said, that it had been urged that. 
this country is not rich enough in artists for four’ 
paintings; but he did not expect to hear the ques- 


i tion which had been asked by the gentleman from 


Rhode Island, [Mr. Burees,] ‘* What is there to 
call, forth so much native talents in the fine arts 
in this country?” In this country, sir? It isnot 
only the richest in the fine arts now, but is the 
richest country in the world, sir, in historical 
events for the pencil of the painter! In historical 
events of the battle-field, and in the. council cham- 
ber. Every inch of ground in this country is 
consecrated to freedom, by events great, holy, and 
sacred. | Every State m the Union has events to 
be painted. Even the little State of Rhode Island 
has a great man to be painted! But, sir, this 
was not the meaning Of the gentleman. He did 
not mean to disparage his country, as well as her 
artists. His meaning peeped out before he took his 
scat, and was not left smothered in his question. 
The gentleman appears to tremble lest the battle 
of New Orleans should be put upon canvass—lest 
some act or event of the Pregident’s life should 
be selected as the subject of one of these paint- 
ings. Sir, it is not contemplated by any one that 
I know of—certainly by no one of good taste—to 
make an event, however distinguished, as late as 


j any of the last war, the subject of one of these 


paintings. No artist of good taste, l know, would 
select any recent event to be illustrated by a mas- 
ter-picce; for it is in painting as in novel-writing, 
sir—you must go back until you meet events hal- 
lowed by time, and magnified and mystified by 


| antiquity. .For this reason, sir, if the gentleman 


chooses to propose the amendment, I for one will 
agree to it, that the selection of subjects shall be 


| confined to a date antecedent to the treaty of *83. 
. The gentleman asks 


, though, why not leave it to 
he subjects, Anish ‘the paint- 
the Government to 
purchase them? Sir, to ery one who has given 
the least attention to the subject, the answer 1s 
easy. The fine arts are hot-house plants. In every 
but this they are encouraged. Every 
has a student: at Rome, where 


court of Europe for he sdy of ite old 


there is an academ 
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masters. No such institutions are maintained here 
by the States; the General Government has not 
the power of this patronage, and private patronage 
is alone inadequate. Does the gentleman know 
the magnitude of the undertaking of one of these 
paintings, the artist thus unaided? Sir, the artist 
must devote himself exclusively for years to the 
-work: three, five, ay, ten years, are not too long 
to study and finish a work to adorn your Capitol. 
He must study anatomy; he must travel to Italy 
-for his materials and his composition. What 
artist in this country can bear the expense and 
- sacrifice of his time, unless he has the Government 
contract for his guarantee? None, unless his 
@ pockets are linedewith at least $5,000 to spare and 
to risk. Besides, sir, above all sensitive men on 
earth, artists are the most sensitive. They will 
never consent to undertake such immense works, 
at so much risk to themselves of pecuniary loss, 
reputation, and fecling, without a certainty of 
compensation. They can never be brought by 
necessity to hazard fortune and fame upon a 
painting to be offered to this Government—to be 
undervalued—criticised by every pretender who 
knows not foreshortening from coloring—and 
then to be rejected, perhaps, as unworthy. Sir, 
you must encourage their efforts before you enjoy 
the benefits of then, and before your country will 
be graced by their labors. The paintings now in 
the rotunda were voted for before they were ex- 
ecuted. Iagree with the gentleman from Rhode 
Island, that the selection of the subjects should 
be left to the artists themselves, No artist can 
paint well from the selection of another. His 
picture must be of his own fancy; he must burn 
with his own conception, or his painting will 
never please the cye of the imagination. And if 
the gentleman from Rhode Island had attended to 
the resolution, he would have seen that the selec- 
tion of subjects is left to the artists themselves, 
subject to the judgment of a select committee. 
The gentleman asks, who could picture a mob? 
Hogarth, sir, pictured a mob; and if the gentle- 
man will step into any bookstore having his en- 
-gravings, he can see a fellow so maddened with 
the rage of a mob, that he is sawing himself 
down from the top of asign-post. Sir, I scarcely 
know what the gentleman means by an “ aristo- 
cratic painting,” or by agrarian principles, in this 
discussion. One of the reasons why four drtists 
„are proposed to be employed is, that we know 
not who is really the greatestof the corps. There 
is something national in making the trial. It is 
not to pull down the best to the common level, 
but to ascertain whether the favoritism of private 
patronage may not have distinguished some one 
undeservedly above the others. We have fre- 
quently employed foreign artists, sir, at a great 
expense; and | now desire very much to see if 
America cannot bestow her favors and lawful 
patronage in such a manner, on American artists, 
as to nurture the finer arts, to illustrate, in their 
turn, the arms, the civic virtues, and the glorious 
deeds of this illustrious nation. 

Mr. BURGES did not*rise-o follow the gen- 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. Wise] through all 
his colorings of the fine arts. He merely wished 
to contradict one of his assertions. The gentle- 
man had said that his (Mr. B.’s) object had 
‘*peeped out?’—that he was fearful that some in- 
cident connected with the life of the present Chief 
Magistrate might form the subject of one of the 
proposed paintings. He was not in the habit of 
** peeping” at all, and where he could find lan- 
guage to cxpress himself he always used it. He 
had no desire to withhold from posterity the 
noble and glorious achievements of the Chief 
Magistrate; but he trusted in God that posterity 
would never be made acquainted with the actions 
and motives of some of those who were at times 
found in the rear, supporting the President, and 
at other times in front, harassing ayd attacking 

- him. 7 
Mr. WISE said, in reply, that he could not con- 
ceive how he could be made, or how anything he 
had said could make him, the subject of the un- 
worthy allusion of the gentleman from Rhode 
Island, I feel myself, sir, incompetent to make 
a proper reply to him. Silence is, perhaps, the 
best that could be made, as that-gentleman is no- 
toriously a “ privileged character,” ashe has been 
called on this floor. But, sir, I cannot conceive 
why he should, unless from constitutional weak- 
ness*as well as weakness of old age, go out of 


his way to spit at me, on this occasion, his habit- 
ual and characteristic venom and malig-—— 

{Here the Speaker shook his head.} 

Sir, I leave the blank to be filled by the House, 
who know him well. Sir, I know not, and [ care 
not, whether the Pregident, or any friend of his, 
desires the battle of New Orleans, or any-other 
event of his life, the subject of either of these 
paintings. As I before said, I would prefer the 
events of the Revolution; but I care not what 
subjects are selected, so that American artists are 
chosen, and the subjects and the execution com- 
port with the dignity of our national history, and 
the works tend to nurture the arts at home, and 
redound to the credit of our own country. 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment, and carried—ayes 104, noes not counted. 

After some conversation betweev Messrs. VIN- 
TON, ADAMS, WISE, and JARVIS, the reso- 
lution was so modified, on motion of the latter, 
as to confine the subjects of the paintings to in- 
cidents in the history of the country prior to the 
peace of 1781; but before the question wastaken, 

On motion of Mr. CLAYTON, the House ad- 
journed. j 
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Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Col- 
onel John Eugene Leitzendorfer; which was read 
the first time, and ordered to a second reading. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PORTER, on leave given, introduced a 
bill to provide for the legal adjudication of claims 
to lands in certain cases therein mentioned; which 
was read twice, and referred to the Committee o 
Public Lands. $ 

Mr. POINDEXTER, on leave given, intro- 
duced a bill, granting to the borough of Michil- 
imackinac a certain quantity of public ground; 
which was read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SHEPLEY, on leave given, introduced a 
bill in addition to the act granting drawback on 
certain goods, wares, and merchandise, passed 
January, 1805; which was read twice, and refer- 
red to the Committee,on Commerce. 

Mr. BENTON, on leave given, presented a 
statement from the Treasurer of the imports and 
exports of specie for the past year up to 13th of 
December; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SOUTHARD, on leave given, introduced 
a bill relative to certain improvements in Florida; 
which was read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 


THE PUBLIC LANDS. 
Mr. WAGGAMAN submitted the following 


| resolution: 


Resolved, That thirty copies of the documents 
in relation to the public lands, now printing by 
order of the Senate, be distributed by the Secre- 
tary; as follows: ten copies to the Library of 
Congress; ten copies to the office of the Secretary 
of the Senate; ten copies to the office of the Clerk 
of the House of Representatives. 


IMPROVEMENTS OF THE WABASH RIVER. 


On motion of Mr. TIPTON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the resolution submitted b 
him yesterday, for an inquiry into the expedi- 
ency of an appropriation to improve the Wabash. 

Mr. T. said he was desirous of making another 
effort to obtain an appropriation to improve the 
navigation of the Wabash. It is with great re- 


luctance, (said Mr. T.) that I obtrude myself | 


upon the notice of the Senate, but this subject 
is of such vital importance to my constituents 
that I cannot let it rest without making another 
effort to serve them. Bills have passed both 
branches of Congress at different sessions appro- 
priating money to improve that river, but tothese 
bills the Pręsident of the United States has re- 
fused his sanction, I have no doubt; under a mis- 
taken idea of the claims of the river, as. well as 
the facts of the case. I consider it due to myself, 
and not disrespectful to the President of the Uni- 
ted States, to say that I differ from him in opinion 
in relation to the power to appropriate money to 
improve the navigation of our rivers. He does 
not feel authorized to sanction appropriations to 
improve rivers unless it be such as.lead to a port 


of entry established by law,and he has more than 
once refused his sanction to bills to improve the 
Wabash river upon that ground, as I understand 
him. I contend that the power exists to appropri- 
ate money toimprove riversin any part of the Uni- 
ted States where the business of the country and 
the capacity of the river require such improve- 
ment; and I have no fears in trusting the money 
in the Treasury to the discretion of Congress and 
the President, to be appropriated to such objects 
as the interest of the country may require. Under 
the supervision and control that the people hold 
over their public servants through the ballot-box, 
all is then perfectly safe. 

The President, in his annual message, with 
which he returned the Wabash bill to the Senate, 
has signified that, if a port of entry was established 
on the Wabash, it would bring appropriations to 
improve that river within the rule that he has laid 
down for the government of his own action in 
such cases. Without being able to perceive either 
the wisdom or the justice of the rule, I have de- 
termined to yield to the necessities of the case, 
and so far to conform to it as to ask the Senate 
to pass a bill establishing a port of entry at the 
town of Lafayette, and another appropriating 
money to improve the river, and hope that hon- 
orable Senators will give both their support. 

At the late session of Congress the bill for im- 
proving the Wabash was laid before the Presi- 
dent on the 28th of June, two days before Con- 
gress adjourned; and on the 30th of that month, 
on the last day of the session, we received a ver- 
bal message through our committee, informing us 
that the President of the United States had ap- 
proved and signed all the bills passed by the two 
branches of Congress at the then present session, 
except that for improving the navigation of the 
Wabash; and as that bill involved a question of 
importance, he had retained it for further consid- - 
eration. In his message returning this bill to the 
Senate; the President stated that he had not been 
able to satisfy his mind that the bill ought to pass. 
He goes on to state his objections to extravagant 
appropriations for internal improvement, and 
argues over again the case of the Maysville road 
bil, but he says not one word of the merits or the 
demerits of the Wabash bill, against which I con- 
tend that no sound ‘reasoning can be produced, 
drawn from the Constitution or the practice of this 
Government from its foundation, Nor am I able 
to discover any necessary connection between 
the Maysville road bill and the Wabash bill. ‘The 
former provides for a local object—the construc- 
tion of a road from one point to another within 
a State; the latter provides the means to improve 
an important river, the line of demarcation be- 
tween two States, a reserved public highway, as 
I shall presently show. 

The common phrase, internal improvement, is 
generally used in speaking of roads and canals: 
these may be local, and best constructed by the 
individual State within which they lie, because a 
road or canal can be constructed in any direction 
through a State or county. But, sir, improving 
the navigation of our riversis very different. The 
rivers of the United States are the common prop- 
erty of all; everybody may navigate them with- 
out let or hindrance; and that the joint funds of 
the nation should improve them cannot, in my 
judgment, be denied. This principle has been 
acted upon from our earliest history, and I know 
of no case where the General Government has 
refused to improve a river of so much importance 
to any portion of our country as the Wabash is 


| to the western States. 


The appropriation now asked for is to be ex- 
pended in connection with other appropriations 
to open a line of communication by water from 
New York to New Orleans. It should be borne 
in mind that large appropriations have been made 
to improve the Hudson, the Mississippi, and the 
Ohio rivers; the New York canal connects the 
Hudson river with lake Erie at Buffalo; the 
Wabash and Erie canal will connect lake Erie, 
through the Maumee bay, with the Wabash, at 
or near the town of Lafayette. This canal is 
upwards of two hundred miles long, about sev- 
enty-eight miles in the State of Ohio and one 
hundred and twenty-eight within the State of 
Indiana; this canal is now being constructed. 
Thirty-five miles of that portion of this work 
lying within the State of Indiana is finished, and 
ready tobe filled with water next spring; forty. 
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miles more are under contract, and to be com- 
pleted next fall; and it is in contemplation to put 
the balance within Indiana under contract next 
season; and there can be no reasonable doubt 


but that Ohio will finish her part of this noble + 


work without unnecessary delay, and we look 
with confidence to the completion of-the whole 
work within three years. f 

Following down the Wabash from the inter- | 
section of our canal at Lafayette to the rapids at 
White river, where the improvement contem- 
plated by this motion is to be made, the distance 
is about three hundred miles, and navigable for 
steam-boats most of the year; and from these 
rapids to the Ohio is one hundred miles, also 
navigable. By improving these rapids, and the 
completion of our canal, we will open a water 
communication from New York to New Orleans, 
the shortest and the best that ever can be con- 
structed across this Continent. Is such a work | 
not worthy the attention of the Government? 
Or is the door of the appropriation now to be 
closed on the application of Indiana and Ilinois 
for aid to complete this most important public 
work? 

The Wabash is a reserved public highway, by | 
a compact between the United States and the 
Commonwealth of Virginia, at the time that Vir- 
ginia ceded the Northwestern Territory to the 


ac 
ac 


United States; and by an ordinance of Congress, |; 


of 13th July, 1787, the fourth article of this ordi- | 
nance concludes thus: ‘The navigable waters 
“leading into the Mississippi and St. Lawrence, 
‘and thegarvying places between the same, shall 
‘be common highways, and forever free, as well 
‘to the inhabitants of the said Territory as to 
‘the citizens of the United States, and those of 
‘any other State that may be admitted into the 
‘s Confederacy, without any tax, impost, or du 

- ‘therefore.’ Here is an ordinance of Congress 
older than the Constitution, is embraced in, and 
has become part of, the Constitution, and it gives 
power to improve the rivers. 

By an act of 2d March, 1327, Congress granted 
-Jands to aid in constructing a canal, to connect, at 
navigable points, the waters of the Wabash with 
those of Lake Eric, and reserved the right to the 
United States to transport troops and munitions , 
of war on that éanal free of any charge. This 
canal is now in rapid progress of construction. 
It lies within the limits of two States, occupying 
what was the principal carrying place, between 
the Mississippi and ‚the St. Lawrence, at the : 
time of forming the act of cession and ordinance | 
above mentioned; the United States having re- 
served the right to use both our river and canal, 
free of any charge. Can it, then, be unreasonable 
or unconstitutional for the General Government ! 
to improve the navigation of the river? I think 

not. 

Atthe point where this appropriation is to be į 
expended, the Wabash is the line of demar-} 
cation between the States of Indiana and Illinois. | 
Each of these States has made an appropriation 
to aid in improving the rapids; but these young | 
States have not the ability to complete the work. 
Indiana has contracted a debt of nearly half a mil- 
lion in the prosecution of her canal, and it will 
probably be necessary to double that debt within 
the present year; and our people very naturally, 
and I think very. properly, look to the General 
Government, the great landholder in the West, 
to reimprove these rapids with the money of the | 
nation, as it will evidently benefit the whole 
country. g í 

The State of Indiana pays into the United 
States Treasury as large a sum, as a tax or duty 
on goods ingported from forcign markets, and 
consumed by her citizens, as any State in the 
Union of the same population, besides what her 
inhabitants pay for the public lands bought-for 
cultivation. She has no harbors to improve, ex- 
cept that of Trail creek, on Lake Michigan; no 
breakwaters to draw millions from the Treasury 
in their construction. She asks nothing but the 
improving of her rivers. No session of Congress 
passes but other States are provided with money 
to improve their rivers. ‘The Hudson, James, 
Savannah, Red, and Cumberland rivers, with a 
long list of lesser streams that I will not detain the 
Senate to read, have all been improved at the 
expense of the General Government. , 

At the session of Congress of 1831-32, a bul | 


passed, and was approved, providing Jor improving | 


ihe. Monongahela and other rivers, to places where 


\| there were no ports of entry;* and the Globe, in 


apologizing for that approval, says: ‘If the pur- 
‘ poses contermplated by Congress can be accom- 
‘plished, and the three rivers mentioned made 
‘navigable to the points in question, then ports 
‘ of entry willof course be established at the head 
* of navigation.”? IĮ ask, why not be so liberal to 
the Wabash? It is a larger river than the Mo- 
nongahela—watering a much more extensive 
territory, of the finest soil in the world, witha 
greater population to be provided for. 

To show what has been done elsewhere, I 
have procured a statement showing the appro- 
priations of 1832 and 1834, for improving har- 
bors and rivers. It is as follows: 
Appropriations for improving rivers in 1832. Laws 

of first session of Congress, 1832, page 134: 
Kennebec. river, Maine.... oe 
Pascagoula river. .ccecceceeereeeesseee 15,900 
Red river, Louisiana, and Arkansas..... 22,628 
Berwick branch of the Piscataqua river. 250 
Entrance of the Genesee river.....-...- 16,000 
Cape Fear river, below Wilmington, 

North Carolina, ......e0.eeees eens 28,000 


! Ohio, Missouri, and Mississippi rivers.. 50,000 


The President to extend the steamboat 
navigation from Pittsburg to the Cumber- 
lahd road at Brownsville; also the Mis- 
souri, from its junction with the Missis- 
sippi, to the mouth of the Kansas river; 
and also the Upper Mississippi, from St. 
Louis to Galena, with power to remove 
all obstructions in the channel, &c. 


The Arkansas river.....0.0.eeeeeeeee 15,000 
‘The mouth of Conneaut creek, Ohio.... 7,800 
Removing obstructions at the mouth of 

the Ashtabula creek, Ohio........... 3,800 


Removing obstructions at the mouth of 


the Grand river, Ohio.....cee.ceseeee 2,600 
To remove sand bar at the mouth of the 

Black river... 2... see eee eee eee owen 8,000 
Mouth of Huron river.......eeeeeeeees 1,000 


Cumberland river.......ceeessce eee ces 30,000 
Savannah river...ccececceenseeereveess 20,000 


Appropriations for improving rivers, made in 1834. 
Laws ‘of first session of Congress, page 68. 
Cape Fear river, below Wilmington, North Car- 

olina sc ec cece eect c terete cere cee eee -G0,234 
Ohio, Missouri, and Mississippi rivers. . .50,000 
St. Mark’s river, Florida..........00002. 4,600 
Red rivers. cc ccc cece cece ese ceecer ce a 00,000 
Savannah river, in removing obstructions 

from the city of Savannah to its mouth.30,000 
Genesee river, for completing the works - 

thereOn.. occ ereseceresersecee cee ce 620,000 
Grand river, Ohio, for repairing and secur- 

ing the WOrkKS. 6s. eeeeee ere sere ee eee 10,000 
Black river, for securing the works...... 5,000 
Huron river, Ohio. ......- 6,700 
Ashtabula creek, Ohio. .essersseee aose. 5,000 
Cumberland river... cscs ceeee cere cece e 30,000 
Hudson river, (see page 103)... ee eee. o -70,006 


This statement shows that millions upon mil- 
lions are applied to improving rivers and small 
streams east of the mountains. Ifbutten, twenty, 
or fifty miles long, you call them rivers, and we 
vote money to improve them. . 1 do not mention 
this in a spirit of complaint, but to show the 
contrast. ‘We have over five hundred miles of 
Wabash, one thousand miles of Ohio, and two 
thousand miles of Mississippi. These we think 


| present equal claims to attention, and I feb] itmy 


duty to urge them upon the notice of Corgress. 
All other rivers besides the Wabash have been 
improved by the United StateS?while bills for 
that river have been vetoed or withheld. Was 
this necessary for the public good, or is it justand 
proper? Do those in power think that my con- 
stituents will remain forever silent under such 
circumstances? I do not mean, Mr. President, 
to charge the Chief Magistrate with intentional 
injustice, but only to say, that he has acted under 
a mistaken apprehension of the facts, which has 
worked injustice to my cogstituents. : 

I have recently been taught that a system 1s 
practiced to keep men silent that are disposed to 
speak out. When Congress adjourned last sam- 
mer, I addressed a circular to my constituents, 


* This appropriation is for the improvement of the Mo- 
nongahela river, upon Which there never has been any port 
of entry established. i 


informing them of what had been doñe for their 
benefit, and what was left undone; but said noth- 
ing flattering of the treatment thatthe Wabash 
bill had met with, and concluded by advising. the 
people to correct these wrongs at the ballot-box: 
After the publication of my circular, the Globe; a 
newspaper printed in this city, devoted ‘three or” 
four of its long columns in abusing’ me, because 
I had dared thus to address my constituents. But, 
sir, I do not feel injured by this attack ‘of the 
Glo. The writer in that paper must establish 
a character for truth and veracity among the peo- 
ple of Indiana, before they will take his word 
against one they have known long and known well. 
The writer of the article referred to has mistaken 
his man, if he thinks that I can be lashed: into 
silence; for the power of the press, nor no other 
power, can intimidate or will keep me silent while 
the interest of Indiana is at stake; and in this case 
of the Wabash bill I contend that justice has not 
been meted out to her. 

A President, or other public officer, is but a 
transient being—here to-day, gone to-morrow; 
but the principles of justice, upon which our 
Government should be administered, are immuta- 
ble, and will endure in all time to come. Every 
publicman owesaheavy responsibility to his con- 
stituents, and I would have felt unworthy the 


| trast reposed in me, if I had remained silent ona 


subject so deeply interesting to those I have’ the 
honor, in part, to represent here. 

The term of service of the present Chief Magis- 
trate is drawing to a close; what he has done, he 
has done; it must go down to posterity to form 
his political character, and God knows that I need 
not, if [ could, pluck a laurel from his brow; but, 
sir, this subject of improving our rivers cannot 
rest here; the people should take itinto their own 
hands, and in selecting a successor for the present 
incumbent, before they cast their votes, they 
should ascertain whether he is for or against in- 
ternal improvement. No, sir, that is too broad 
a term; it can be explained away or construed to 
mean anything or nothing, They should know 
whether the candidates are for or against improv- 
ing the navigation of our rivers; and I aver that. 
no men holding the opposite doctrine need expect 
one fourth of our votes. i 

I hope, sir, that this resolution will be adopted, 
and that both Congress.and the President will 
agree that the United States should improve this 
river. I cannot believe, without. more evidence 
than is now before me, that there is a disposition 
in either.to preyent it when the question is prop- 
erly understood.* 


*As Mr. Tirton’s remarks, made on’ the floor 
of the Senate, implicating the character of our 
press, have the advantage of a place'in the Con- 
gressional Globe, as part of the debate, we feel 
bound to submit the refutation through the same 
channel. If we cannot meet our honorable assail- 
ants where they take the privilege of making their 
attacks, they will at least allow us to reply in our 
own forum.— Editors of the Globe. 

From the Daily Globe of December 18, 
Senator Tipton. 

“This gentleman, in a speech made by him iw 
the Senate, which appeared in the Globe yester- 
day, as sent by himself for publication, makes 
the following remark: 

“c I have recently been taught that asystem is 
‘ practiced to keep men silent that are disposed to 
‘ speak out. When Congress adjourned last sum- 
‘mer, I addressed a circular to my constituents, 
‘informing them of what had been done for their 
‘benefit, and what was left undone; but said noth- 


| ‘ing flattering of the treatment that the Wabash 


‘bill had met with, and concluded by advising 
‘the people to correct thesg wrongs at the ballot- 
Shox. After the mublicat of the circular, the 
< Globe, a newspaper printed in this city, devoted 
‘three or four of its long columns iñ abusing me, be- 
‘cause I had dared thus to address my constituents. 
‘But, sir, I do not feel injured by this attack of 
‘the Globe. The writer in that paper must estab- 
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whether the subject-matter of the present reso- 
lution was for an appropriation to improve the | 
Wabash, or whether it was the resolution sub- 
mitted some days ago by the honorable member, 
{Mr. Trpron,] which directed an inquiry, by a 
committee, into the expediency of making a port 
of entry high up on. the Wabash. 

(The resolution was again read at Mr W.’s 
request. ] ; 

r. W. resumed. That resolution, as We un- 

derstood it, was for the purpose of removing the 
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‘lish a character for truth and veracity among the 
‘people of Indiana, before they will take his word 
‘against one they have known long, and known well. 
‘The writer of the article referred to has mistaken 
‘his man, if he thinks that I can be lashed into 
“silence; for the power of the press, nor no other 
‘power, can intimidate or will keep me silent 
‘while the interest of Indiana is at stake; and in 
“this case of the Wabash bill I contend that 
‘justice has not been meted out to her ’ 

“We have marked in italics the passages in 
the above to which we would invoke the attention 
‘of the public. It will be scen that Mr. Trrtox 
makes a question of veracity with us, which he 
refers to its decision. We most cheerfully submit 
ourselves to its judgment, and will agree to stand 
‘forever branded as a calumniator, if a single 
honest man in the country shall say that, in the 
article to which Mr. Treron alluded in the Senate, 
there is one false charge brought against him, or 
anything like abuse. 

“ We give below the whole article on which 
the Senator from Indiana has based the charge, 
‘that we have ‘DEVOTED THRER OR FOUR OF ITS 
(the Globe’s) Lone COLUMNS IN ABUSING HIM’— 
and we peremptorily deny, that there is a single 
line in’ that article, or that we ever wrote any 
other article in.relation to Mr. Tieton, which 
will justify his assertion. On the contrary, it 
will be seen that, although in his circular he has 
insinuated a strong impeachment of the Presi- 
dent’s motives in refusing his signature to the 
Wabash bill, yet, in our reply, which was in- 
tended to vindicate the Chicf Magistrate from 
the aspersions of the Senator, we carefully ab- 
stained from making any remark which could be 
construed into retaliation, or savoring, in the 
slightest degrée, of vindictive retort. 

“As General Tirron has so wantonly and 
unjustly assailed us on the floor of the Senate, as 
having abused him, and of violating truth in 
giving vent to the bad feeling which induced such 
a course, he will pardon us for stating some cir- 
cumstances which, we trust, will satisfy Mr. 
alipron that our disposition towards him has 
been directly the reverse of that imputed. 

“Mr. Trrron was for many years an Indian 
agent. He has acquired a great estate in the lands 
obtained by treaties from the Indians, while he 
held’ his agency. These lands lie upon the 
Wabash, and in the-neighborhood of the route of 
the canal, through which the Senator proposes to 
unite the navigation of the Lakes with that of the 
Mississippi. One of the Representatives of Indi- 
ana had resolved to exhibit charges against Mr. 
Tiron. We entertained so good an opinion of | 
Mr. Tirrow as to believe him incapable of the 
wrong imputed, andW@fhitcrested ourselves person- 
ally to prevent the publication of the contemplat- 
ed accusation against him. Wee still hope that | 
there is some mistake in the grounds upon which 
the gentleman to whom we have alluded intended 
to.rest his charges; but when we find Mr. Tieton 


! 
| 
ready to assail our press without cause, to grati- | 
fy the malignity of the Opposition in the Senate, 

and evidently with a view to conciliate their sup- 

port to a measure calculated to advance the value 

of his lands, we must confess that we feel our 

faith in him somewhat diminished. What will 

not aman do, who is ready, without provocation, | 
to sacrifice a friend to the Moloch opposition, to 

induce them to pander to his own personal in- | 
terests ? 

“But Mr. Tirron is ready to appeal to the | 
ambition, as well as the malice, of the Opposition | 
leaders, to carry his measure in the Senate. 

“This subject of improving our rivers cannot 
‘rest here. The people should take it into their 
“own hands, and, in selecting a successor for the | 
‘ present incumbent, before they cast their votes, | 
‘they should ascertain whether he is for oragainst 
‘internal improvement. No, sir; that is too 
‘broad a term; it can be explained away, or 
‘construed to mean anything or nothing; they 
‘should know whether the candidates are for’ or | 
‘against improving the navigation of owr rivers; 
‘and I aver that no men holding the opposite doctrine 
‘need expect one fourth of our votes.’ 

“ Mr. Treron having thus, in effect, promised 
three fourths of the State of Indiana to some can- 
didate for the Presidency in favor of ‘improving 
the navigation of our rivers, Mr. Wensrer in- 
stantly takes him at his word, and responds: 

(6 With regard to the resolution under consider- 
‘ation, he had no objection ‘to its adoption. He had 
“no more doubt of the right of Congress to improve | 
‘the navigation of the Wabash, than to appropriate 
‘money for the Delaware breakwater, for the im- | 
t provement f Boston harbor, to erect fortifications, ' 
‘to improve a harbor in Lake Erie, or to build a light- | 
‘house at the mouth of the Balize.’ 

“So, it seems that the log-rolling system of 
yoting away money raised by taxes onthe people | 
generally, to secure the influence of particular 
sections or States, is to be resumed, under the 
auspices of Messrs. Wensterand Tirrox. This 
looks like a wedding ! ! ! 

‘With one further remark, we dismiss the 
subject. Mr. Tirron says: 

“e AU other rivers have been improved except the 
£ Wabash, while bills for that river are vetoed or with- | 
‘held.’ 

“ Is this true# We deny it positively. The ap- | 
propriations applied under the direction of Presi- 
dent Jackson have all been confined to streams 
leading to ports of entry or delivery. Mr. Tir- 
ron instances the Monongahela as one to which 
an appropriation has been made, and on which 
no port of entry has been established. It is true 
that an appropriation was put at the disposal of i 
the President, authorizing him to lay it out in | 
improving the Ohio, Mississippi, and Mononga- | 
hela. He exerted the discretion given him in the | 
act, and applied it on the Ohio and Mississippi— | 


and exclusively below the ports of entry on 
each.” i 


power of Congress to do so, than he did of the 
power to construct a breakwater at the mouth of 
the Delaware—to erect fortifreations—to improve 
Boston harbor, or the harbors in Lake Erie. He 
had no scruples whatever aboutit. He thought 
last year that the people of Indiana had claims, 
and therefore he voted for the bill. And if the 
honorable gentleman thought he had any pros- 
pect of obtaining the passage of a law for the pur- 
pose, he would support it again. He (Mr. W.) 
thought there was no reasonable prospect of 
success, so long as the councils of the nation 
were so much divided as they were at present on 
this subject. 

Mr. TIPTON made a few other remarks; after 


| which, the resolution was adopted. 


ELECTION OF A CHAPLAIN. 


The Senate then proceeded to the special order 
of the day, which was the election of Chaplain. 
The ballots having been taken, resulted as fol- 
lows: 
Mr Hatchis nic sesiune vias oa tte r 
Mr. Perry..eeeen i 
Mr. Stockton... scecceceeececncceeereoe L 
Mr. Slicer.....-. 
Mr. Ungerer......... 
Mr. Brook....... 
Mr: Sargentos essre sc oiasecsasa saisan 1 
Mr Higbyoeos cossiros eas iinsert S 
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No person having a majority of votes, the Sen- 
ate proceeded to a second ballot, when the follow- 
ing was the result: 

@ Mr- Hatch. ..cceccscucocserssceeeenes Q2 
Mr, Perry..sscsasccasssccrssccrerceees D 
Mr. Sheer ase soieisiay- ite Save ois! ocace era eas dieses Te 
Mrs Tipton sass acces site p ea aa 
Mr. Higby.esccsscccercccvcesssseessce | 
Mr. Sargent ...cceeccecccsccesecerecees L’ 
Mr. Stockton... .cesceeseeereecceecnee I 
Mr. Brook .essseosessoresooesosesooese Í 


? B 


of all 


Mr. Hartcs, having received a majority 
Chap- 


the ballots given, was declared duly electe 
lain for the present session. 


RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 


The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr 
HexpRIckKs, relative to certain post roads, and 
one submitted by Mr. Turron, relative to im- 
proving the harbor of Trail creek, were adopted. 

SPECIAL ORDER. 

On motion of Mr. BENTON, the resolutions 
submitted by him, relative to an alteration of the 
Constitution, were ordered to be printed, and 
were made the special order of the day for Mon- 
day next. ` 


TERRITORIAL GOVERNMENT OF WISCONSIN. 


The bill to establish the territorial government 
of Wisconsin was read a second time, and, on 
motion of Mr. KAng, referred to the Judiciary 
Committee. : 

GRANT OF LAND. 


The bill granting a township of land to the 
French University at St. Louis was, on motion 
of Mr. Brwron, referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 


PROCEEDS OF THE PUBLIC. LANDS. 


Mr. CLAY moved that the bill introduced by 
him, to distribute, for a limited time, the pro- 
ceeds of the sales of public lands among the sev- 
eral States, be taken up, and made the order of 
the day for Tuesday, the 30th instant. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
i Tvurspay, December 16, 1834. 


Petitions and memorials were presented by 

Mr. HUBBARD, of New Hampshire; 

Mr. TRUMBULL, of Connecticut; * 

Mr. HALL, of Vermont; 

Messrs. McVEAN, GILLET, and HUNT- 
INGTON, of New York; 


s 


1834. 


THE. CO 


IGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Messrs. CHINN, LOVALL, ALLEN, Mc- 
COMAS, CLAIBORNE, and ROBERTSON, of 
Virginia; 7 ~ 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky; 

Mr. LEA, of Tennessee; 

Messrs. CORWIN and MITCHELL, of Ohio; 

Mr EWING, of Indiana. 

Messrs. CASEY and MAY, of Illinois; 

{Mr. Casey presented the petition of Janet 
Gasten, widow of John Gasten, deceased, a sol- 
dier of the Revolution, praying remuneration for | 
services rendered, and losses sustained, during 
the revolutionary war; which, on his motion, 
was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims.] 

Mr. WHITE, of Florida; 

Which petitions and memorials were referred i 
to appropriate comnuttees. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. | 

Mr. POLK, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means; reported the following bills: 

A bill regulating the deposits of the public 
money of the United States in certain local banks; 

A bill to repeal so much of the act entitled “An 
act transferring the duties of commissioner of 
` loans to the Bank of the United States, and abol- 
ishing the office of commissioner of loans,” as 
requires the Bank of the United States to perform 
the duties of commissioner of loans for the several 
States; and 

A bill to authorize the sale of the bank stock | 
of the United States. 

The said: bills were read twice, and, on mo- | 
tion of Mr. POLK, their further consideration 
was postponed to, and they were made the spe- | 
cial orders of the day for, the first Monday in | 
January. : | 

Mr. POLK, from the same committee, report- | 
ed a bill making appropriations for the payment | 
of revolutionary and other pensions of the United 
States for the year 1835; which was read twice, 
and committed to a Committee of the Whole. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, reported the following | 
bills; which were read twice and committed: 

A bill for the better organization of the corps 
of topographical engineers; 

A bill providing for the gradual increase of the 
corps of engineers, and for other purposes; and 

A bill to authorize the appointment of addi- 
tional pay masters. 

Mr. J., from the same committee, reported a 
bill extending the-time for issuing military land 
warrants to the officers and soldiers of the revo- 
lutionary army; which was read twice, and di- 
rected to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. WAYNE, from the Committee on Foreign | 
Relations, reported the following bills; which 
were read twice and committed: 

A bill to authorize the allowance of certain 
charges in the account of the American consul at | 
London; and 

A bill to provide for the settlement of the 
claim of Mary O’Sullivan. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill authorizing the enlistment ! 
of boys in the naval service; which was read j 
twice and committed. | 

Mr. MERCER, from the Committee on Roads | 


and Canals, reported the following resoultion; | 
which was agreed to: i 
Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and | 
Canals be discharged from the further consider- 
ation of the resolution instructing them to inquire | 
into the expediency of making an appropriation | 
for the improvement of the road through the 
Homochitto swamp, on the mail route from | 
Natchez to New Orleans, and that the resolution | 


be referred to the Committee of the Whole, to - 


which has been referred a bill embracing the same | 
object. 
RESOLUTIONS. 


The following resolutions, submitted yesterday, 
were taken up and agreed to: 

By Mr. McKim: š 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury | 
be directed to have‘assayed at the Mint of the | 
United States all foreign gold and silver coins | 
now in circulation throughout the United States, 
and to furnish this House with a statement of the 


i} lution: 


quantity of fine gold and silver contained in each 
of the said coins, and their current value at the 
Mint, agreeably to the law passed at the last 
session of Congress, regulating the value of gold 
and silver coins. f 


By Mr. Tuomas, of Maryland: - 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be, and he is requested, to communicate to this 
House any information he has received, or can 
obtain, concerning the official proceedings of the 
Government directors in the Bank of the United 
States. 

By Mr. Mercer: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be directed to lay before this House a copy of 
any contract which may have been made since 
the last session of Congress, for the construction 
of a bridge across the Potomac, within the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and an estimate of the probable 
cost of the samc, according to the terms of such 
contract. 

By Mr. Bram: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be in- | 
structed to furnish this House with a copy of the 
survey of the falls of the river Ohio; also, the es- 
timate made by Captain Henry Shrieve, of the 
probable cost of improving the navigation through 
the falls; as also his plan for doing the same. 


The following resolution, submitted yesterday 
by Mr. Furron, was taken up: 

Resolved, That five thousand copies of the Pro- 
ceedings and Discussions of the French Chamber 
of Deputies on the subject of the treaty between 
France and the United States, be printed for the 
use of the members of this House. 


After a short explanation by Messrs. EVER- 
ETT of Massachusetts, FULTON, and FOS- 
TER, the resolution was amended by striking 
out “five thousand,” and inserting ‘ten thou- | 
sand;’’? when it was agreed to. ` | 


On motion of Mr. WILSON, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of directing an appropriation to be made for the 
improvement of the Monongahela river, from 
Middletown; in Virginia, to Pittsburg, in Penn- 
sylvania. 

On motion of Mr. LOVALL, it was 

Resolved, THat the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions inquire into the expediency of granting to 
the heirs or legal representatives of Josiah Hop- 
kins, aseamen, who was wounded on board the 
United States sloop. of war Hornet, during the 
late war with Great Britain, arrears of pension to 
which he was entitled, from the 23d of March, 
1815, to the 5th of September, 1833. 


On motion of Mr. ALLEN, of Virginia, it 
was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
changing the time of holding the United States 
court for the western district of Virginia, at 
Clarksburg. 

On motion of Mr. SPEIGHT, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads be instructed to inquire | 
into the expediency of establishing a post road | 
from Kingston to Greenville, North Carolina. 


Mr. CLAYTON submitted the following reso- | 


Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and | 
Means inquire into the expediency of reporting | 
a law for the purpose of remitting the duties on , 
locomotive engines, railroad car wheels with | 
rolled iron tires, axles, springs, &c., already | 
imported, or which may hereafter be imported | 
within two years. 

‘Mr. DENNY moved to amend the resolution | 
by striking out the “ Committce of Ways and 
Means,” and inserting the ‘* Committee on Man- | 
ufactures.”” ` 

Mr. CLAYTON was opposed to the amend- | 
ment. On former occasions, similar propositions | 
had been referred as he proposed. Anything 
having relation to the imposition or remission of | 
duties belonged peculiarly to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

Mr. DENNY conceived it irregular to send to | 
the Committee of Ways and Means a matter af- 


-manfier of raising it. 


fecting the industry of the country, and which 
properly belonged to the Committee on Manu-! 


factures. This was not strictly a proposition of 
revenue, and he hoped his amendment would be 
agreed to. ce i 

Mr. SPEIGHT was in favor of the resolution 
as it was originally offered. He would not im- 
pugn the motives of the members of the Commit- 
tee on Manufactures, but a majority of that com- 
mittee was in favor of the protective. principle. 
The Committee of Waysand Means were charged 
exclusively with the care of the revenue and the 
} They would, therefore, 
give to the subject an impartial investigation; Aa 
had been remarked, similar references had been 
heretofore made, and he hoped no attempt to 
stifle or smother this inquiry would prevail. 

Mr. PARKER did not-regard this proposition 
as one of revenue or finance. It was not aques- 
tion whether the revenue should be reduced, but 
whether it was good policy to admit certain arti- 
cles free of duty, and how far such a measure 
might affect an important branch of home indus- 
try. The question was a simple one, and from 
its very.terms it was evident that the inquiry 
properly belonged to the Committee on Manufac- 
tures. 

Mr. POLK ‘referred to the practice heretofore 
in similar cases, toshow that the inquiry properly 
belonged to the Committee of Ways and Means 
He was indifferent as to the disposition which the 
House might make of the proposition. 

Mr. EVERETT, of Vermont, presumed that 
the main object of the gentleman from Georgia 
was a reduction of the revenue. He referred to 
the former practice of the House, and the ‘prece- 
dents cited by the gentleman from Tennessee, 
{Mr. Porx.] They were not in point, and were 

enerally cases where articles had been already 
imported; and did not look to future importations, 


ce * 
(The further discussion of the resolution waa 


|| here arrested bya call for the orders of the day.] 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, in response 
to a resolution of the House of the 11th instant, 
calling for information in regard to the causes 
which had retarded the issuing of patents to lands 
in the State of Louisiana; which was laid on the 
table. 

PRINTING AN ANNUAL REGISTER. 


A joint resolution directing the Secretary of 
State to compile and cause to be printed an an- 
nual register of all persons employed in the civil 
and military service of the United States, was 
read the third time and passed. 


RIGHT OF WAY. 


The joint resolution granting the right of way 
through the public property of Harper’s Ferry, 
to the Potomac and Winchester Railroad Com- 
pany, was read the third time and passed. 


BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills were read the third time 
and passed: . 

For the relief of Samuel Bragdon, David Chase, 
and others; 

For the relief of Charles Gordon and others; 

For the relief of William McLain and others; 

For the relief of William P. Zantzinger; 

For the relief of Silas D. Fjsher; 

For the relief of Tufts and Clarke; 

For the relief of Humphrey B. Gwathmey; 

For the relief of Robert Haile; 

For the relief of the heirs of Evan Edwards; 

For the relief of the heirs and representatives 
of William Graham; A 

For the relief of Samuci S. Lord; 

For the relief of Samucl Hunt; 2 

For the relief of Marcus Quincy and William 
Gorham, of Portland; and 

A bill for the relief of Francis Lasselle and 
others, Michigan volunteers. 


ARMY AND NAVY PAY. 


On motion of Mr. WATMOUGH, the House 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole (Mr. 
Briees in the chair) on the bill to equalize and 
regulate the pay of the officers of the eed and 
Navy of the United States, and the amendment 
reported to the same by the select committee to 
whom the bill had been recommitted, (which 
amendment proposed to strike out the original, 
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and insert in heù thereof, a bill to regulate the 
pay of the Navy of the United States.) 
© Mr. HARPER offered an amendment to that 
part of theamendment which fixed the compensa- 
tion of the senior captain, when commanding aj} 
squadron, at $5,500 per.annum, so as to make the 
allowance $4,500. 

Mr. H. thought the bill calculated to pamper 
and compensate too highly the higher grade of 
officers, while many of those in a subordinate 
station were not competently provided for, and 
went at some length into the merits of the entire 
subject. i 

Mr. WATMOUGH addressed the committee 

. in reply, and against the amendment of his col- 
leagues. He went into a detailed explanation of 
the view of the committee which reported the 
bill. He dwelt with emphasis on the injustice 
which is done to many of the officers in the Nav 
of the United States by the inadequacy of their 

ay. 
» Mr. MANN, of New York, next addressed 
the committec in reply to Mr. Warmoven, in the 
course of which he commented at length upon 
the whole subject. He was in favor of equalizing 
` the pay of the officers of the Army and Navy; 
but he preferred that this should be done by re- 
ducing the compensation of the officers of the 
Army to that of the pay given to those engaged 
in the naval service. Ele believed that the salaries 
generally given to those engaged in the public 
service ought to be reduced instead of being in- 
creased. He had no objections to a proper 
increase of the pay of a captain commanding a 
squadron on a foreign station; but not to the ex- 
tent proposed. «Fe concluded his remarks by 
moving to strike out the enacting clause. 

The CHAIR decided the motion out of order; 
but on being referrod to the rule of the House by 
Mr, SPEIGHT, the motion was entertained. 

Mr. WARD briefly opposed the proposition of 
his colleague, [Mr. Mann,] when it was nega- 
tived. ` i 

After a few additional remarks by Messrs. 
HARPER and WATMOUGH, 

Mr, WAYNE said, the subject had now been 
brought, by the discussion which had taken place, 
to the notice of the House. He trusted that even 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Mann,] 
when he had time for reflection, must be con- 
vinced of the propricty of the proposed measure; 
and in order to give farther time br an examina- 
tion of the subject, he moved that the commit- 
tee rise and report progress; which was agreed 
to. . 

When the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 


Wepyespay, December 17, 1834. 
Petitions and memorials were presented by 


-Messrs. TYLER, CLAYTON, ROBBINS, and 
PORTER. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


Tho following bills from the House of Repre- 
sentatives were read the first time, and referred to | 
the appropriate committees: | 

A joint resolution directing the Secretary of 
State to compile and cause to be printed an an- | 
nual register of all persons cmployed in the civil 
and military service of the United States; 

The joint resolution granting the right of way, | 
through the public property at Harper’s Ferry, 
to the Potomac and Winchester Railroad Com- 
pany; 

A bill for the relief of Samuel Bragdon, David 
Chase, and others; 

For the relief of Charles Gordon and others; 

For the relief of William McLain and others; 

For the relief of William P. Zantzinger; 

For the relief of Silas D. Fisher; 

For the relief of Tufts and Clarke; 

For the relief of Humphrey B. Gwathmey; 

For the relief of Robert Haile; 

For the relief of the heirs of Evan Edwards; 

For the relief of the heirs and representatives 
of William Graham; : 

For the relief of Samuel S, Lord; 

For the relief of Samuel Huntt; 

“For the relief of Marcus Quincy and William | 
Gorham, of Portland; and | 
For the relief of Francis Lasselle, and others | 

. Michigan volunteers. 


BILLS REFERRED. 


A bill to define the claims to land in Louisiana 
and the Territory of Arkansas was read a sccond 
time, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

The bill to allow further time to complete the 
issuing and location of military land warrants, 
during the late war was also read a second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. POINDEXTER, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, reported a bill to provide for the 
legal adjudication of claims to lands therein men- 
tioned. $ i 

Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of J. and 
W. Beeson and others. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


“Mr. POINDEXTER, on leave given, intro- 
duced the following bills; which were read twice 
and committed: 

A bill for the relief of Calvin Smith; 

A bill for the relief of Elizabeth Magruder; and 

A bill for the relief of Andrew Knox. 


Mr. KING, of Alabama, on leave given, intro- 
duced a bill for the relief of Thomas Rhoads and 
Jeremiah Austen; which was read twice and com- 
mitted. 

Also, a bill making an appropriation to com- 
plete a road from Lyme creek to. Chattahoochie; 
which was read twice and committed. 


Mr. BELL, on leave given, introduced a bill 
for the relief of Peter H. Green; which was read 
twice and committed. 

Mr. SOUTHARD, on leave given, introducetl 
a bill for the completion of certain improvements 
in Florida; which was read twice and committed. 


RESOLUTION ADOPTED. 


The following resolution, submitted yesterday 
by Mr. Crayron, wasconsidered and adopted: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
providing by law for the payment of a salary to 
the marshal of the Delaware district. 


FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 


Mr. WEBSTER then moved that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill to make 
compensation for French spoliations on Ameri: 
can commerce prior to 1800; which was agreed 
to. z 

Mr. WEBSTER said, that this subject had 
been so often before the Senate, and he trusted it 
was so well understood, that he should not re- 
peat what he had said on a former occasion in 
regard toit. The case had been fully investigated 
before, and several reports had been made upon 
the merits of the claims proposed to be compen- 
sated, accompanied by various documents, state- 
ments, and estimates; these had been printed, 
and were familiar to the members of the Senate. 
At the last session, he entered into an examination 
of these claims, but he did not intend to go at 
length imto the subject now. He would only 
state, in very few words, an outline of the 
grounds on which the claims rested. The bill 
proposed to make satisfaction, to an amount not 
exceeding five millions of dollars, for seizures, 
captures, and sequestrations, upon American 
commerce prior to the year 1800. ‘The bill sup- 
posed, in the first place, that illegal seizures and 
captures were made on the vessels and property 
of the citizens of the United States before 1800. 
Secondly. that these acts of wrong were com- 
mitted by such authors, and under such cireum- 
Stances, as gave to the sufferers the right to de- 
mand indemnity therefor from France. The bill 
assumed one other position, and that was, that 
all such. claims had an equity upon the United 
States which called upon the Government of the 
United States to give them indemnity. These 
were the grounds on which the bill was framed. 
That many aggressions, confiscations, and acts 
of wrong had been committed upon the property 
of the citizens of the United States, there was no 
doubt; and that they were committed under cir- 
cumstances which gave them the right to claim 
from the French Government indemnification, was 
also doubtless. There were only two questions 


then presented. One was, on what ground was it 


that the Government of the United States was 
answerable for the indemnity for wrongs com- 
mitted prior to 1800? And the other was, to 
| what extent were the United States bound? The 
‘answer to the first question was, because, by a 
treaty between the United States arid France for 
a consideration valuable to the United States, the 
Government of the United States discharged the 
Government of France from all liability for this 
indemnity. It wenPupon the ground of disputes 
| arising between the parties, of a negotiation rati- 
fied, and ultimately of an offsct of the respective 
claims, one against the other, and thus merging 
them forever—in short, that the result was, the 
| treaty of commerce of 1798. There was areport 
some years ago upon this subject, giving this 
short view of it. Itwas then urged that the claim 
| was worthless, by the operation of time, which 
i gave no hope of indemnity from France; and 
; under the accumulation of these objections there 
was no hope, even if the Government had not 
released them, and therefore the Government 
„ought not to pay them, But Mr. W. contended, 
we had advanced too far, at this time, to urge this 
hypothesis. Other claims, no Jess valuable than 
these were, had been pressed upon France, and 
she had stipulated to pay, in satisfaction of them, . 
twenty-five millions of francs. It had never becn 
supposed that the claims prior to 1800 could be 
compensated out of this fund, because they had 
been released. Under the late treaty, a board of 
commissioners had been established to ascertain 
the extent and validity of the claims contemplated 
under its provisions;and the board had determined 
that this class of claims had no right to be paid 
out of that fund, but only those subsequent to 
1800. These (Mr. W. said) were the claims. The 
United States had relinquished them by this act 
of the Government; the citizens of the United 
States injured by it had no right to apply to the 
Government of France for indemnity, nor to be 
paid out of the twenty-five millions. The other 
question was, as to the amount. It might be 
asked, how we could fix the five millions? His 
answer was, that the amount in the bill, estimating 
the number of captures and confiscations, vessels 
seized, burnt, and destroyed, compared with the 
claims against France, admitted, did nat meet the 
real amount due. But he did not wish or intend 
to go into a discussion of the bill at length, nor 
would he do so, unless a debate ensued which 
rendcred it necessary. i 

Mr. TYLER said, that this subject was of 
great importance, both as regarded the amount 
specified in the bill and the principles involved in 
it. He had investigated it to some extent, and 
had come to the conclusion that the claimants had 
no just claim. He had listened attentively to the 
; argument of the honorable member from Massa- 
chusetts, and however capable he was of shaking 
his opinion and convictions on a question of law, 
he had not yet convinced him of his error on this 
subject. But he was not prepared to discuss the 
question now. It went back to the year 1796, 
and embraced a period up to 1800—he must there- 
fore look into the history of the times of that pe- 
riod, These claims had been repeatedly urged 
at that very time, by one Minister after another, 
| of our Government, upon France. Every duty of 
pressing them had been discharged by this Gov- 
, ernment to every one of its citizens. But the 
main ground upon which the claims rested was, 
that we had entered into a convention with 
Frauce, by which they were lost sightof. This 
was the whole amount of it, and for himself he 
he could not distinguish it from any ofdinary 
case of a treaty of peace. How could any Amer- 
ican citizen come here and ask compensation be- 
i cause the Government of the United States had > 
compromised his claim by a treaty of peace? As 
| well might an individual whose property had been 
| captured by a British cruiser during the late war 
| come here and demand to be retributed for it, be- 
cause his claim had been compromised by the 
| treaty of peace at Ghent. But there was another 
| consideration. The best part of these claims 
| went to the insurance companies; and if we were 
| bound to retribute them for their losses, we were 
i equally entitled to receive a share of their profits 
| —their premiums, it was well known, were mon- 
| strous. He would like to see the account stated 
| fairly. Ifwe take the losses, letus fake the pro- 
fits. Mr. T. said, he was willing thus to state the 


account, for the most immense profits were made 
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at that period in trade; but he did not intend to 
argue the question; his design was simply to 
awaken-attention to the subject. 

Mr. BENTON said he was pleased to see that 
the geneman from Virginia [Mr. Tyrer] had 
opened the debate upon the true grounds—the 
principle involved, and the amount appropriated 
In the bill. During fourteen years that he (Mr. 
B.)-had the honor of a seat on this floor, or rather 
during ten years of that tim®, he had narrowly 
watched this bill. He had been constantly anx- 
ious that some gentleman competent to the task 
would do justice to it, and place the subject be- 
fore the American people in the point of view in 
which it ought to be placed. He (Mr. B.) had 
not had time to look into the question. We had 
a volume of six hundred pages laid on our tables 
some years ago, which was only an epitome— 
no, it was not an epitome, for that term implied 
that the whole subject was brought out, but it 
was only a one-sided exhibition of the case, the 
papers being selected by the agent. Then reports 
had been made on the subject. He meant nothing 
unkind in allusion to them, but they had come 
forward, not in a way to command entire respect. 
This bill, too, was framed upon this ex parte doc- 

_ument., He did not complain of it; but he thought 
there ought to be a minority report which should 
go into the whole subject. The committee who 
reported the bill was composed of five, three of 
whom were well known to be in favor of the claim. 
One gentleman [Mr. Presron] was not here, and 
the other [Mr. Grunpy] was literally swamped 
in the business of the Post Office, from which 
he did not expect to be relieved until the middle 
of February. The committee was so framed 
as that it was impossible to bring the subject 
before the country. He (Mr. B.) had not time 
to examine it now; but, if the bill was not to be 
galloped through at once, he would take it up 
and try to make himself master of it. He was 
very glad that the honorable gentlemen from Vir- 
gina [Mr. Tyrer] had turned his attention to it. 
Mr. B. said his own convictions were strong that 

_ the bill ought not to pass,and he should feel him- 

self culpable and regardless of the interests of his 
country if he omitted to give it hisattention. The 
time to which the claims related were not limited 
to 1793, but went back to 776; they were not 
limited to acts of the revolutionary Government, 
but would include any that could he trumped up 
under Louis, XVI., or the first year of the consul- 
ate. Was there ever an instance of such an 
illimitable bill? It went back to the time when 
there might be a citizen of the United States, and 
the door was opened as widely as possible for the 
admission of claims. Language could not be 
looser than the phraseology of the bil. Was 
there any case of seizure, of éapture, or of confisca- 
tion, since 76, which could not be paid under 
this bill? The cases under which it was alleged 
compensation only could be made were widely 
different from the last treaty with France. The 
claims under that treaty were ascertained by the 
negotiators with the utmost possible precision: 

1. For compensation for vessels seized at St. 

Sebastian, which had becn invited there by the 

French General Thouvenot, commanding. 2. For 

captures made under the Berlin decree, before that 
decree was known. 3. For captures made after 
its revocation; and 4, for vessels burnt at sea, to 
revent information of the movements of the 
‘rench fleet from being communicated to the 

British. But (Mr. B. said) he did not rise now 

to go into the case, but, if the bill was not to be 
galloped through, he begged to say that he had 


some facts, both as to its principles and details, į 


which he wished to lay before the Senate. 

Mr. PRESTON said that, as the honorable 
gentleman from Missouri had alluded to him. in 
his remarks, he felt bound to say a word in expla- | 
pation. He would be glad if that gentleman, and | 
the honorable member from Virginia, [Mr. Ty- 
Ler,| would give a thorough investigation to this į 


je Mr, P.) had been placed on the |; 1 
Be i oad ae eo | with materials for the fight; he had copies of the | 


committee, he supposed, in some sort, by, acci- 
_ dent, perhaps because he came from a section of 
country known to be opposed to extravagant 
expenditures of the public money. He had in- 
vestigated the documents to which the gentleman | 
alluded, and the favorable report of Mr, Living- 
ston on the subject, and he had formed his opin- 
ion of the merits of these claims from them. He 
took the only report there was against them, i 


| The Senator from South Carolina had alluded to 


| honesty of the nation was implicated, he cared 


|! would look to the whole case. 


and gave the whole his undivided attention as 
a friend desirous of supporting them; but he 
found them altogether untenable. The amount 
of the claim was an obstacle to its passage, but 
he did not view that as any consequence, com- 
pared with the principle involved. Whether 
it was five millions or five hundred millions, it 
made no difference with him. If the honor or 


not how much of blood or of money it might cost, 
he would support it, whether it was-for claims 
anterior or subsequent to 1800. Many of these. 
claimants were his constituents, widows and 
children, and therefore he felt a friendly disposi- 
tion towards them. But there were dangerous 
and delicate questions involved in it which re- 
quired deliberate and close attention. This he 
was not able to give it now. As regarded the 
treaty of 1798, by which these claims were com- 
promised, he did not consider them strengthened |; 
by that act. We were, willing to have given three 
times the amount specified in this bill to have 
bought ourselves from the trammels of that treaty. 

Mr. BENTON replied, that the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. Preston] thought the mag- 
nitude of the claims presented an obstacle to the 
passage of the bill. He believed that, when that 
gentleman had more experience here, the course 
of our legislation would convince him that it was 
claims of vast magnitude which were most suc- 
cessful; that precisely in proportion to its mass 
its momentum was increased—its chance of get- 
ting through was enhanced. It was the millions 
which rolled along rapidly, while the small claims 
were arrested afid laid by in the mass of unfin- 
ished business.~ When the honorable member 
had been as long here as he (Mr. B.) had been, 
he would not be. surprised at what he now said. 


Mr. Livingston’s report on the subject. Andal- | 
though he (Mr. B.) had the greatest respect for 
that gentleman’s talents and honor, yet in money 
matters he was a child. This claim (said Mr. 
B.) is in reality owned by assignees, who bought 
from the original claimants for a few cents in the 
Qollar, or insurers, who received their premium 
for all the vessels they insured, whether lost or 
saved; and is the United States to turn insurer 
for them, and pay for every vessel lost? The 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Preston] 
said, there were widows and.orphans in his State 
who were claimants. Mr. B. said, the old certi- 
ficate funding act of 1791 was plead in the name 
of old soldiers, who had-sold to speculators at 
two and sixpence in the pound, and to whom 
Congress voted thirty shillings in the pound. 
The magnitude of this claim was carrying it along, 
(Mr. B. said,) as the magnitude of the assumption | 
bill carried that, for twenty-five millions; and the 
magnitude of the certificate funding bill carried 
it. They got through immediately; while Am 
Darden’s horse, at $150, did not get through until 
forty years. He was opposed to voting millions | 
to speculators, who buy claims for a trifle on the 
Government; he would not make the Federal 
Government insure the insurers. He would re- 
sist this bill, though he might have to study the 
folio volume of one thousand pages which con- 
tained its history; he would not be restricted to 
the ea parte document, compiled under the dirce- 
tion-of the agent, as he had been informed, but 
He would defend 
the Treasury from this enormous attack upon it. | 
He would do battle for his country, and call upon 
others to help. 

Mr. SHEPLEY said he had been alluded to as 
a member of the committee which had reported 
this bill; that, as he had never before been on this 
committee, it would be readily supposed that he 
had made up his opinion hastily on the subject; | 
but that he had, previous to the meeting of the | 
Senate, examined this question, not as a com- | 
mitteeman, but as a Senator, in which capacity | 
he expected to be called upon_to act, and had j 
prepared himself accordingly. He had not come | 


documents before him, from an examination of ; 
which he had drawn his conclusions. But he}, 
could show the Senate how he had examined and || 
where he had found his materials. From sources j 
of undoubted authority, from the printed docu- | 
ments of this Government, he had drawn his | 
conclusions and come to the conviction that those 
claims were just and ought to be satisfied by this! 


ment; that they were worth as much as'those for - 
which we had obtained indemnities from Spain,: ‘ 
Denmark, and other Governments; that they i 
were regarded so in our negotiations with Frarice. 
That if they had been urged with the same per- 
severance as our claims upon other nations and 


|| under other circumstances have been, reparation 


would have been made by France. But why: 
were these claims neglected — why not pressed 
by this Government till allowed? The reason is 
obvious; because France set up claims against 
us—claims which we were bound by solemn 
obligation to allow. We had guarantied to : 
France her possessions in West India, in the 
eleventh article of the treaty, wherein. she had 
bound herself to obtain for us independence; also 
other claims under the seventeenth and twenty- 
second articles of the treaty of commerce. We 
had failed to fulfill these stipulations; we had 
shrunk from the contest, and left France to be 
robbed of her possession, without raising a finger 
in her behalf. For these infractions, France 
justly claimed of us some remuneration—some 
offset for the neglect of her interests, and the 
losses she had sustained thereby. She offered— 
nay, she urged, the United States to appoint a 
commission to investigate these claims, and was 
ready to pay, to the utmost farthing, all that 
could be justly brought against her. «But then 
she claimed of us more than the sum of our claims 
upon her. The United States offered to com- 
pensate her, if she would accept of five million + 
francs, for a release of our obligations under the 
eleventh article of the treaty of alliance; but she 
would not accept it, but offercd to receive ten 
millions, which we refused. But these claims of 
France were finally set off against the claims 
of our citizens; and thus the United States, in 
releasing France, has bound herself to discharge 
the claims that our citizens had upon France. 

Mr. S. said, that it had been urged that the 
opinions of the friends of this bill had been formed 
upon partial views of the subject. Butif the gen- 
tlemen wish for the proof, he could show from 
official documents the facts to which he alluded. 
He did not believe that official documents of this 
Government presented two directly opposite and 
contradictory propositions. He relied on the 
documents—did not rise with a design to enter 
intoan examination of them page by page, section 
by section, but would refer those gentlemen who | 
were desirous of investigating this subject to them 
foy proof of all he had advanced, and was willing ` 
to exhibit these proofs from the public documents 
on to-morrow, or atany other time when itshould 
be the pleasure of the Senate to hear him. 

On motion of Mr. WEBSTER, the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespar, December 17, 1834. 


Petitions and memorials were presented by— 

Messrs. JARVIS and HALL, of Maine; 

(Mr. Jarvis presented thé petition of the 
medical faculty of the District of Columbia, on 
the subject of certain low and marshy grounds in 
the city of Washington, belonging to the General 
Government, which are deemed detrimental to 
the health of the city, praying that Congress 
should take such measures as may remedy the 
evil. The petition was referred to the Committee 


| on Public Buildings. } 


Mr. REED, of Massachusetts; 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island; 

Messrs. WHITE, BEARDSLEY, PAGE, 
FERRIS, CAMBRELENG, and WARD- 
WELL, of New York; 

Mr. HEATH, of Maryland; . 

Messrs. CHINN and PATTON, of Virginia; 

Messrs. TOMPKINS, LYON, POPE, and 
BEATY, of Kentucky; E 

[Mr. Pors again presented the petition of Rob- 
ert G. Chappell, praying compensation for de- 
struction of property, &c.; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs;] ; 

Messrs. FORESTER and BELL, (Speaker, 
of Tennessee; 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Ohio; 

Mr. THOMAS, of Louisiana; 

Mr. EWING, of Indiane; 

Mr. CAGE, of Mississippi; 


Messrs. MAY a f 
[Mr. Reyxo.ps presented a memorial of the 
Legislature of Illinois, praying that certain grants | 
of lands may be made to individuals, founded | 

upon cultivation, and heads of families, &c.] 

Upon presenting the above-mentioned memo- 
rial, Mro R. said: : 

Mr. Speaker, | present to this House a memo- 

` rial from the General Assembly of the State of 
Illinois: ‘This memorial contains some cases of |} 
ancient settlers in [Mlinois, praying a confirmation 
to certain land claims. ‘These persons emigrated | 
to Illinois and became citizens of that country be- 
tween the years 1780 and 1790. They also im- 
proved the soil to such extent as to entitle them 
to an improvement right, so called, of 400 acres, 
under the acts and resolves of Congress, and thé 
cession act of the State of Virginia. The Vir- 
ginia cession act passed in the year 1784, and the 
last act of Congress passed in 1791—all recogniz- 
ing and confirming those individuals in their pos- | 
sessions and rights who improved and cultivated į 

‘the soil. These settlers resided in the country | 
between those dates, and made improvements, 
and were, as l conceive, entitled to a confirmation 
of their claims of 400 acres to cach individual. 

The Governors of the then Territories, North- 
western and Indiana, who were authorized by 
various acts of Congress to adjust these claims 
to land, did ‘not grant to cach person named in 
this memorial, who was by the Governor’s own 
acts entitled to such grant, the full quantity of 
400 acres; and obtain the balanee of the 400 j; 
acres is the prayer of this memorial, and that of 
your bumble servant, ; 

I personally know these claimants, and know 
them to be entitled in justice and equity to the 
quantity of land to make up to each the 400 
acres. ] i 

Which memorials and petitions were appropri- 
ately referred, 


SPECIAL ORDER 

Mr. ASHLEY, by consent, submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, ‘Vhat bills Nos. 168 and 174, pro- 
viding for the extension of the Cumberland road 
from Vandalia, llinois, to the scat of government 
of Missouri, be made the special order of the day 
for Thursday, the 15th of January next. 

A count bheing called for on the adoption of the 
resolution, 

Mr, ASHLEY said he hoped the proposition 
would receive the assent of the House. The sub- 
geet to which his resolation had reference had 
been long before the Fouse, and in justice to the | 
part of the country most interested it should be 
disposed of. He had asked that it should be 
made the special order for the 15th of January, 
in order to afford gentlemen time to examine it, | 
and, if they thought proper, to oppose it. Were 
he to ask the House te take upimmediately some 
bill relating to fortifications or harbors, it would, | 
probably, not be opposed by those who now 
object to the consideration, some thirty days 
hence, of a bill of the utmost importance to the 
section of country from whence he came, 

The resolution Was then agreed tomyeas 74, 
nays 50. 


CUSTOM-HOUSE AT NEWBERN, NORTH 
CAROLINA. 


Mr. PEARCE, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill making an appropriation 
for a custom-house in the town of Newbern, 
Worth Carolina; which was read twice, and com- 
miitled. 

DUTIES ON LOCOMOTIVES, ETC. 


The following resolution, submitted yesterday 
-by Mr. Crayron, was taken up: 

Resolved, That the Committce of Ways and | 
Means inquire into the expediency of reporting | 
a law for the purpose of remitting the dutics on 
locomotive engines, railroad car wheels, with 
rolled iron tires, axles, springs, &c., already 
imported, or which may hereafter be imported 
within two years, 

The question being on Mr. Denny’s resolution 
to amend the resolution so as to substitute the 
Committee on Manufactures for the Committee 
of Ways and Means, . i 

Mr. DICKERSON said, that at the first view 
of this subject he had been impressed with the 


! the Committee ‘on Manufactures 


if 
the object (said Mr. D.) was to inquire whether 
the daties which are already paid into the Treas- | 
ury on locomotive engines were to be refunded, 
then it might be a proper subject for the Commit- 


tee of Ways and Means. But. this is not the 
that it would come within the purview of the 
dutics of that committee to inquire what effect 
the abolition of these duties will have on our 
internal improvements, or our domestic industry. 
Yet, this is the very subject of investigation. 
It is not to inguire what effect the measure may 


! have on the state of the Treasury, but on the sub- 
į ject just alluded to; aad also to ascertain how far 


our country has advanced in her improvements in 
these great objc 


Ways and Means will be somewhat disappointed 
by the result of this investigation. Mr. D. con- 
cluded by reiterating his conviction that the sub- 


j! ject should be referred to the Committee on Man- 


ufactures. 
Mr. MASON, of Virginia, said this was a 


: mere question of reference, although it had been 


argued as though the fate of the proposition was 
involved in the inquiry. He referred to the rela- 
tive duties of the two committees, and contended 
that the subject peculiarly belouged to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. - The proposition 
was one which regarded revenue. T'he Secretary 


| of the Treasury had furnished estimates of the 
; amount of accruing revenue to be derived from 


duties. The proposition before the House pro- 
posed to allow a drawback on certain articles in- 
eluded in the Treasury estimate, and to admit 
them free of duty hereafter. It was, therefore, 
certainly the province of the Committee of Ways 
and Means to examine the subject. He could see 
no ground whatever for sending this inquiry „to 

3 and as propo- 
sitions ofa similar ebaracter had at the last session 
been sent to the Commiitce of Ways and Means, 
he hoped the amendment would not prevail. 

Mr. CLAYTON said that the adoption of the 
anicndment would, in effect, defeat his proposi- 
tion. It was the duty of the House to take care 
of all the great interests of the country. For 
| this purpose, there were committees of different 
grades, and who had the care of particular inter- 
ests. The present was a proposition peculiarly 
affecting the great agricultural class of the coun- 
try. We had a Committee on Agriculture, and 
yet we are asked to send this inquiry to the Com- 
mittee on Manufactures,- Were he to propose to 
send this subject to the former committee, he 
would be told that it was improper it should go 
to a committee who had the care of agriculture, 
and were interested, but he was denied this argu- 
ment in reference to the Committee on Manutac- 
tures; and thus the great agricultural interest 
must knock at the door of the Committee on Man- 
ufactures for relief. What chance would there 
be for success from such a quarter? Some of the 
manufacturers, he believed, would rather have 
their eye-tecth drawn, than to submit to the loss 
of the profit ona four-penny nail. The Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, having the care of the 
revenue, was the proper one to judge between the 
two interests alluded to. ‘The Government can- 
not do without revenue; and it was for the com- 
mittee charged with that subject to examine how 
far the proposed measure would affect the finances 
ofthe country. He trusted that the amendment 
would not be adopted. 
| Mr. DENNY referred to the precedents. of the 
| last session, and contended that they were not 
similar to the present proposition. In the cases 
which had been referred to, the articles had 
already been imported, and the duties were either 
paid into or secured by the Treasury. It was | 
proposed to remit those duties, and as a subject 
merely of revenue they were referred to the Com- 
mittee of Waysand Means. The present propo- 
| sition proposed a wider range; it went not merely 
to remit the duties on articles already imported, | 

but to abolish the duties altogether on future im- | 
portations, and thus to change the tariff, which 
was understood to be settled by compromise, for | 
some time to come. But the gentleman from | 
Georgia [Mr. Cuayron] had spoken of this prop- 


belief that it properly belonged to the Committee 


ositionas one of agriculture. There had been no 


. . H 
state of the question. It will not be contested here 


jects. And, Lapprehend, (said Mr. | 
D.,) the honorable chairman of the Committee of | 


| constituents. 


interest on the 


| the loss of the profit on a four-penny nail; there 


were, perhaps, others who would rather sec the 
Union dissolved, than submit to pay a duty ona 
British four-penny nail, though at the same time 
an important branch of home industry was thereby 
fostered and encouraged. 

Mr. SPEIGHT said, if this was a question in- 
volving the quantum of protection necessary to 
particular articles of mannfacture, he mightagree 
with the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [ Mr. Dex- 
wy,]} that it should go to the Committee on Man- 
ufactures; but this was a question of quite a dif- 
ferent nature. It proposed to allow a drawback 
on certain articles Imported, and to permit others 
to be imported free of duty. Jt was a question 
affecting the revenue of the country. This was 
not the first time, when the question of jurisdic- 
tion had been raised, when a proposition had 
been offered affecting the peculiar interests of his 
As an agricultural community, his 
constituents labored under heavy disadvantages 
in carrying their articles to market, and be asked 
whether their grievances were to be entirely dis- 
regarded in order to favor the manufacturing in- 
terests? This doctrine ought not to prevail ina 
government of equality and justice. The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Denny] had refer- 
red to a certain compromise tariff act. He was 


| not disposed to disturb it, and it was a measure 


which gave good grounds to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to rejoice. ý 

If, however, in the progress of events, it be- 
came apparent that any part of that act operated 
with undue oppression, it was certainly proper 
that it should undergo revision and amendment. 
Mr. 8. read from the Journal of last session to 
show that on several occasions, subjects of a like 
nature to the present had been referred, without 
objection, to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and that bills had been reported and passed in 
conformity tothe recommendations of that com- 
mittee. ‘These bills, however; were intended to 
benefit a different section of the country. No 
question of jurisdiction was then raised. In the 
course of six years’ service in this House, he 
believed the universal practice had been to send 
jall questions involving a reduction of duties to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. STEWART said, thatupon his resolution 
of inquiry, it seemed the subject of the tariff was 
to undergo a general discussion. If the gentle- 
man from North Carolina (Mr. Speicur] desired 
that the compromise att, as it was called, should 
be repealed, he should have his hearty concur- 
rence, If this subject was to be discussed on 
isolated points, he would ask, where would it 
end? The present proposition was said to in- 
volve the interests of agriculture. If so, why not 
extend it, and propose to abolish the duty on 
plows and harrows? In order to arrest what he 
conceived a most unnccessary discussion, and to 
test the disposition of the House on the subject, 
he moved to lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr. CLAYTON demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered, and were as follows:. . 

YEAS—Messrs. John Quincy Adams, John 
Adams, Heman Allen, William Allen, Anthony, 
Banks, Barnitz, Baylies, Beaty, Beaumont, Blair, 
Bockee, Brown, Burd, Burges, Chambers, Cha- 
ney, Chilton, William Clark, Coulter, Cramer, 
Crockett, Darlington, Amos Davis, Denny, 
Dickson, Dickerson, Evaus, Edward Evereit, 
Horace Everett, Fillmore, Forester, Philo C. 
Fuller, Gorham, Grennell, Hiland Hall, Halsey, 
Hard, Hardin, Hathaway, Hazvltine, Heath, 
Henderson, Heister, Ebenezer Jackson, Janes, 


| William C. Johnson, Cave Johnson, Henry 


Johnson, Lansing, Thomas Lee, Chittenden, 
Lyon, Joel K. Mann, Martindale, McIntire, Me- 


| Kennan, McKim, McVean, Miller, Robert Mit- 


chell, Morgan, Muhlenberg, Osgood, Parker, 
Patterson, Dutee J. Pearce, Phillips, Pierson, 
Pope, Potts, Ramsay, Reed, Schenck, Shinn, 
Slade, Sioane, Smith; Standefer, Steele, Stewart, 
Philemon Thomas, Thomson, Turner, Tweedy, 
Van Houten, Vinton, Wagener, Ward, Wat- 


mough, Webster, Frederick Whittlesey, and 
Elisha Whittlesey—92, 
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NAYS—Messrs. John J. Allen, Chilton Allan, 
Archer, Barber, Barringer, Beale, Bean, Beards- 
ley, Binney, Briggs, Bull, Bunch, Bynum, Cage, 
Cambreleng, Campbell, Carmichael, Carr, Casey, 
Chinn, Claiborne, Samuel Clark, Clay, Clayton, 
Clowney, Coffee, Connor, Corwin, Crane, Dav- 
enport, Day, Deberry, Dickinson, Dunlap, Ew- 
ing, Felder, Ferris, Foster, William K. Fuller, 
Fulton, Gamble, Gholson, Gillet, Gordon, Gra- 
ham, Grayson, Griffin, Joseph Hall, Thomas H. 
Hall, Hannegan, Joseph M. Harper, Hawkins, 
Hawes, Howell, Hubbard, Huntington, Inge, 
William Jackson, Jarvis, Richard M. Johnsog, 
Noadiah Johnson, Seaborn Jones, Ravanaek, 
Kilgore, King, Kinnard, Lane, Luke Lea, Lewis, 
Lincoln, Love, Loyall, Abijah Mann, Manning, 
Mardis, John Y. Mason, Moses Mason, May, 
McCarty, McComas, McKinley, Mercer, Miner, 
Henry Mitchell, Moore, Murphy, Page, Parks, 
Peyton, Franklin Pierce, Pinckney, Polk, 
Rencher, Reynolds, Robertson, Augustine H. 
Shepperd, Spangler, Speight, Stoddert, William 
Taylor, Francis Thomas, Tompkins, Trumbull, 
Vance, Wardwell, Campbell P. White, Williams, 
and Wise—108. 

So the House refused to lay the resolution on 

the table. : 
~ Mr. CHAMBERS then took the floor in sup- 
port of referring the inquiry directed by the res- 
olution, to the Committee on Manufactures; but 
before he concluded his remarks, the hour de- 
voted to the discussion of resolutions had expired, 
and the House proceeded to the orders of the day. 

MILITARY LAND WARRANTS. 

The engrossed bill to extend the time for issu- 
ing military land warrants to officers and soldiers 
of the revolutionary war, was read a third time 
and passed. 

PAY OF THE NAVY. 


The House then resolved itself into the Conimit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union on the 
bill introduced by the select committee of which 
Mr. Warmovcs is chairman, to equalize and 
graduate the pay of the officers of the Navy, 
(Mr. Brigas in the chair.) 

The question being on the amendment offered | 
by Mr. Harper, of Pennsylvania, to strike out 
the sum of $5,500, as the compensation of a senior 
capiain commanding a squadron, and insert 

„500: 

: Mr. WATMOUGH regretted that it had been 
deemed necessary to make any motion for the 
amendment of this bill. If gentlemen would re- 
flect deliberately on the subject, he felt assured 
they would convince themselves that such amend- 
ments were inexpedient. He dwelt upon the jus- 
tice of allowing our naval officers a pay more ad- 
equate to their services, and such as should render 
them capable of supporting the honor and dignity 
of their country abroad, and the wants and neces- 
sities of their families at home. They, in*the 


course of their duties, necessarily often come in l 


collision with those of similar grade in European | 
ports; and they are bound, by all those obliga- 
tions implicating the honor of themselves and 
their country, to reciprocate those courtesies 
which are incident to an intercourse in civilized 
life. He need not remind the committee of the 
dangers and privations ofa sailor’s life—his strug- 
gles with the clements, and his noble daring, both | 
in the tropics and in the hyperborean seas. All 

this was well known. Mr. W. said this was a 

mere matter of business, and not a subject for | 
oratorical declamation. He therefore would con- 
clude by expressing a sincere hope, that it would 
not be deemed necessary to make any material 
amendment to thebill. With these brief remarks, 
he would Icave the subject to the liberality. and 
magnanimity of the committee. 


| 

Mr. SPEIGHT inquired if the bill, as reported j! 
by the select committee, did not, in some cases, | i 0 ; 
< whom he conceived to be unfairly dealt by in the 
! bill before the committee Hereferred to gunners, 


decrease the pay of officers, as well as increase it 
in others? 


Mr. WATMOUGH replied, and was under- | 


stood to say there was, in effect, no such decrease }: 


Mr. FILLMORE said, it appeared from the | 
documents on the table, that when this subject | 
was first introduced therc, it embraced a proposi- | 


| 
contemplated by the bill. | 
i 


tion to, equalize the pay of the officers of both i; 


the Army and the Navy. It now seemed that the 
committee had abandoned the subject of the pay 
of the Army, and confined themselves to the 


SUTHERLAND briefly rejoined. . 


| utter impracticability. In the minds of the mem- 


| port for his family at home. He believed there 


| lieve that the officer bearing the proud flag of his 


Navy. A bill had formerly been introduced by j 


the committee, embracing both of these interests, 
but that was now thrown aside, as he understood 
the matter, and this substituted in its place. Had 
we gone on, and passed that bill (said Mr. F.) 
we should have increased the pay of the officers 
of the Army about $70,000, and that ofthe Navy 
about $163,000. After some further strictures on 
the present bill, Mr.. F. concluded by express- 
ing the necessity of supporting the amendment 
of his colleague, [Mr. Pens unless more rea- 
sons should be given for the present terms of the 
bill than had yet been advanced. 

Mr. WATMOUGH again replied. He said it 
was true the committee had abandoned the equal- 
ization bill, from a conviction, both on the part 
of the committee and of the Department, of its 


bers of the select committee, that point had been 
definitively settled. To do away with emolu- 
ments in the Army was, in effect, to destroy its 
efficiency. In reporting the present bill, the com- 
mittee had begun with the highest pay, at $5,500, 
and gone down by regular agg’equitable grada- 
tion. : 

Mr. CONNOR said he was for paying the offi- 
cers, both of the Army and the Navy, well. They 
fight well—let us pay them well. He was for 
giving them an equitable—a liberal compensation; 
and would also be willing they should be enabled 
to lay up something for their old age. But (said 
Mr. C.) let us not go too far, nor too fast. He 
thought this was too great a lift at one movement. 
To increase a salary, at once, from $2,500 to 
$5,500 was. more than he could sanction. He 
was constrained to go for the amendment. 

Mr. WARD supported the bill as reported. 
He said, while various changes and modifications 
had been made in the arrangements of the Army, 
none had taken place in the Navy, which now 
remained as it was when first organized, and had 
been, in every respect, most culpably neglected. 
He asked gentlemen to look at the changes and 
advances which had been made in the salaries of 
the officers of our Government; those of the Secre- 
taries of State, &c., were, at its organization, | 
$3,500; they are now $6,000 per annum. He did 
not complain of this increase—the state of the 
country demanded it; but he did deprecate the 
principle which left our gallant naval officers with 
such inadequate compensation, If we would 
have our Government well administered, we 
should pay its officers with liberality. He asked, 
should this only free Governinent on earth—the 
only nation untrammeled with debt, show a nig- 
gardly and penurious disposition in recompensing | 
its public servants? English and French admi- 
rals, he declared, received $10,000 per annum, 
while we hesitated to give ours five!. He con- 
tended that, out of this sum, it would be impos- 
sible for the officer to save more than a bare sup- 


was not an Aimerican citizen, however humble, 
who would not feel himself degraded did he be- 


country did not reciprocate those civilites ex- 
tended in him to a foreign port. Mr. W. de- | 
clared his conviction that there was not an officer 
in our service who had notreceived alarge fortune 
by inheritance who possessed a dollar to bequeath j 
to his children ! He hoped the amendment would 
not prevail. l ; 

Mr. SUTHERLAND followed in a speech of 


some length and energy. He said he was as much |; 


the advocate of our gallant Navy as the gentleman 


l 


who jast addressed the committee, [Mr. Wanp,] 
or any other individual. He would not advocate 
the interest of the Army against the Navy, nor 
those of the Navy against the Army. They were 
the two great arms of the national defense, and 
he equally esteemed and respected both. But he 
stood here as the advocate of a class of men 


whose pay, he contended, would be decreased by 
the passage of the bill as reported. He proceeded 
at length to advocate the claims of those fighting 
men in our gallant Navy, whose rights he deemed 
to be neglected. He expressed his determination 
to vote for a reduction of the salarics of the high 
officers, unless those of petty officers were cor- 
respondingly raised, 


Mr. WATMOUGH explained, and Mr. 


Mr. PARKER thought -this discussion entirely © 
out of place. He wished to propose an amend: 
ment, by striking out all from the fifth to the tenth K 
line, but this was decided not then to be in order, 
After some few remarks from Messrs. FILL- 
MORE and WARD, the question was: taken on 
the amendment of Mr. Harper, and Carried— 
ayes 90, noes 55. . a 
Mr. WATMOUGH then submitted a series of 
amendments graduating the pay of the other offi- . 
cers so as to correspond with the reduction in the 
pay of captains by this vote decided on. 
r. WISE also submitted an amendment; and . ` 
After some further remarks from Mr. WAT- 
MOUGH, calling the attention of the committee 
to the nature and necessity of his amendments— 
On motion of Mr. SPEIGHT, the committee 
rose, reported progress, and obtained leave to sit 
again. ` 
When the Speaker again resumed the chair, it 
was, on motion of Mr. WATMOUGH, ; 
Ordered, That the amendments offered in com- 
mittee be printed for the use of the House. i 
And then, on motion of Mr. BRIGGS, the 
House adjourned. : 


IN SENATE. 
THURSDAY, December 18, 1834. 


Petitions and memorials were presented by: 
Messrs. McKEAN and HENDRICKS. 9 °" 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BIBB, on leave given, introduced the fol- . 
lowing bills: vs 

-A bill for the relief of Pierre Menard; 

A bill for the relief of Joseph Bogey; 

A bill for the relief of Antoine Peltier; and 

A bill to reduce the postage on periodical pam- 
phlets, and to extend the franking privilege to 
the head of the engineer department. 

The said bills were read twice and referred. 


Mr. WAGGAMAN, on leave given, introduced 
a bill making an appropriation to complete the ` 
military barracks at New Orleans; which was 
read twice and referred. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SOUTHARD,,from the Naval Committee, 
reported the following bills, to wit: 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Michael Hagan, deceased; i 

A bill for the relief of the heirs and legal rep- 
resentatives of Henry Eckford, deceased; ; 

A bill concerning the commanding officers of 
the Navy of the United States; 

A bill for the relief of Loami Baldwin; 

A bill for the relief of Henry B. Tyler; 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Isaac Garretson, deceased; 

A bill to change the titles of certain officers in 
the Navy ef the United States; 

A bill providing for the enlistment of boys in 
the Navy of the United States; and 

A bill to regulate the issuing of licenses to 
vessels navigated in whole or in part by steam 

Mr. HENDRICKS, from the Committee on 
Roads and Canals, reported a bill making an ap- 
propriation for the improvement of the Wabash. 

Also, a bill for the relief of the legal represent- 
atives of Moses Shepperd, deceased; which were 
read the first time, and ordered to the second 
reading. 

Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on 
Finance, reported a bill to exempt certain mer- 
chandise from the operation of the tariff of 1828, 
under certain circumstances. 

Also, a bill for the relief of the owners of the 


. brig Dispatch. 


BANK OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Mr. TYLER, from the Committee on Finance 
of last session, who were directed by a resolution 
of the Senate to investigate the condition of the 


| Bank of the United States, made a report of great 


length, the reading of which occupied two hours 
and a half. : 

A motion being made to print it, y 

Mr. BENTON rose, not to object to the print- 
ing,.nor to go into an argument in answer to the 
report, which would come more properly at an- 
other time, but to correct some errors which 
claimed his attention. His own name was made 
to figure in that report, in very good company, to 
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be sure—that of President Jackson, Vice Presi- 
dent Van Buren; and Senator Grundy. It seems 
that we have all (said Mr. B.) been detected in 
something that deserves exposure—in the of- 
fense of aiding our respective constituents, or fel- 
low-citizens, in obtaining branch banks to be 
lécated ‘in our respective States; and upon this 
detection, the assertion is made thatthese branches 
were not extended to these States for political 
effect, when the charter was nearly run out, but 
in good faith, and upon our application, to aid 
the business of the country. Mr. B. said, it was 
true that he had forwarded a petition from the 
merchants of St. Louis, about 1826 or ’97, solic- 
iting a branch at that place; and he had accom- 
panied it by a letter, as he had been requested to 
do, sustaining and supporting their request; and 
bearing the testimony to their characters as men 
of business and property which the occasion and 
the truth required. He did this for merchants 
who were his political enemies, and he did it 
readily and cordially, as a representative ought 
to act fur his constituents, whether they are for 
him, or against him, in the elections. So far so 
“good; but the allegation of the report is, that the 
branch at St. Louis was established upon this pe- 
tition, and this letter, and therefore was not estab- 
lished with political views, but purely and simpl 

for business purposes. Now, (said Mr. B.,) I 
have a question to put to the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, (Mr. TyLer,} who has made the report for 
the committee: itis this: whether the president 
or directors of the bank had informed him that 
General Cadwalader had been sent as an agent 
to St. Louis, to examine the place, and to report 
upon its ability to sustain a branch? ° 

Mr. TYLER rose and said, that he had heard 
nothing at the bank upon the subject of General 
Gadwalader having been sent to St. Louis, or 
any report upon the place being made. 

r. BENTON, resuming, said, the committee 
has been treated unworthily, scurvily, basely, 
by the bank! It has been made the instrument 
to report an untruth to the Senate, and to the 
American people; and neither the Senate, nor that 
part of the American people who chance to be in 
this Chamber, should be permitted to leave their 
places until that falsehood was exposed. 

Sir, (said Mr. B.,) addressing the Vice Pres- 
ident, the president and directors of the Bank of 
the United States, upon receiving the merchants’ 
petition, and my letter, did not send a branch to St. 
Louis! They sent an agent there, in the person 
of General Cadwalader, to examine the place, 
and to report upon its mercantile capabilities and 
wants; and upon that report, the decision was 
made, and made against the request of the mer- 
chants, and that upon the ground that the 
business of the place would not justify the estab- 
lishment of a branch. The petition from the 
merchants came to Mr. B. while he was here, in 
his seat; it was forwarded from this place to 
Philadelphia; the agent made his visit to St. Louis 
before he (Mr. B.) returned; and when he got 
home, ia the spring or summer, the merchants 
informed him of what had occurred, and that 
they had received a letter from the directory of the 
bank, informing them that a branch could not be 
granted; and there the whole affuir, so far as the 
petition and the letter were concerned, died away. 
But (said Mr. B.) it happened just in that time 
that I made my first demonstration—struck my 
first blow—against the bank; and the next news 
that I had from the merchants. was, that another 
letter had been received from the bank, without 
any new petition having been sent, and without 
any new report upon the business of the place, in- 
forming them that the branch was to come! And | 
come it did, and immediately went to work to | 
gain men and presses to govern the politics of the 
State, to exclude him (Mr. B.) from reélection to | 
the Senate, and to oppose every candidate, from | 
Governor to constable, who was not for the bank. | 
‘The branch had even furnished a listto the mother f 
bank, through some of its officers, of the names | 
and residences of the active citizensin every part 
of the State; and to these, and to their great aston- i 
ishment at the familiarity and condescension of 
the high directory in Philadelphia, myriads of 
bank docunients were sent, with a minute descrip- į 
tion of name and place, postage free. At the 
presidentialelection of 1832, the State was deluged 
‘with these favors, Àt his own reélections to the 


Senate—the two last—the branch bank was in the 


field against him everywhere, and in every form; 
its directors traversing the State, going to the 
houses of the members of the General Assembly 
after they were elected, in almost every county, 
over a State of sixty thousand square miles; and 
then attending the Legislature, as lobby members, 
to oppose him. Of these things Mr. B. had never 
spoken in public before, nor should he havedone it 
now, had it not been for the falsehood attempted 
to be palmed upon the Senate through the instru- 
mentality ofits committee. But having been driven 
into it, he would mention another circumstance, 
which also he had never named in public before, 
but which would throw light upon the establish- 
ment of the branch in St. Louis, and the kind of 
business which it had to perform. An immense 
edition ofa review ofhis speech on the veto message 
was circulated through his State on the eve of bis 
last election. It bore the impress of the bank foun- 
dery in Philadelphia, and was intended to let the 
people of Missouri sce that he (Mr. B.) wasa very 
unfit person to represent them; and afterwards It 
was seen from the report of the Government direc- 
tors to the Presiden@of the United States, that sev- 
ENTY-FIVE THOUSAND copies of that review were 
paid for by the Bank of the United States? That 
looked bad enough, (said Mr. B.,) butit was not 
all. That speech, of which the bank thought it 
worth while to get a review written, and to pub- 
lish an edition of sEVENTY-FIVE THOUSAND copies, 
was not thought worthy to be put in the Regis- 
ter of Debates !—that Register to which Congress 
is a subscriber, and which purports to be a true 
history of our debates. More; the replies to it 
were published in the same Register! ` He spoke 
of the speech on the veto message. There was 
another, on the final passage of the bank bill, not 
totally suppressed, but compressed into noth- 
ing; six hours’ speaking put into a paragraph; 
and his main speech on the whole bill thus 
converted into what an unfortunate orator of 
Arkansas once said of his own in seeing the mar- 
rowless skeleton of his oration in thenewspaper— 
tt a diminutive metamorphit 1’? And as for a third 
speech, inserted for him in that same Register, it 
was an infamous falsification of the truth. Mr. B. 
had never mentioned these things publicly before, 
nor should he have done it now, except to show 
that the falschood of which the Senate’s commit- 
tee had been made the organ, is a part of the sys- 
tem of the bank, pervading our congressional his- 
tory even. It was his intention, at some proper 
time, to have a committee to report upon those 
publications, called Registers of Debates, so far 
as they have been published since the Bank of the 
United States has undertaken to wield the press. 
The one which he now had in his eye was that of 
Messrs, Gales & Seaton. 

Mr. B. said that if he had had a line from the 
committee, (and he was within their reach all the 
summer,) he could have turned them to the in- 
quiry which would have brought out the trath, 
with respect to the establishment of the St. Louis 
branch,and saved them from the imposition which 
the bank directory had practiced upon them. As 
it was, he still wanted their help in a case which 
was now theirs,as well as his; it was to aid him | 
in exposing the unworthy, the scurvy, and the | 
base trick of the bank. Heshould submit a res- į 
olution, requiring the committee to obtain from 
the president of the bank a copy of General Cad- 
walader’s report; a copy of the answer to the 
merchants; and a copy of the second letter, an- 
nouncing the change of determination, and_the 
immediate establishment of the branch. Until 
those copies came in, he should say no more on | 
that point, but must be content to sce his name 
figure in the myriad of copies of the report (the | 
more the better) which would be printed, and | 
which would give the village orators of the bank | 
an opportunity of astonishing the natives who | 
came in from the heads of the creeks and the ; 
gorges of the mountains, with showing them | 
what an inconsistent and unprincipled fellow this | 
Mr. Benton is; and to admire the delicacy of the | 
bank which never publishes a private letter, nor | 
exposes the names of public men. j 

Mr. B. said there was another thing which | 
must be noticed now, because the proof to con- į 
found it was written in our own Journals, He | 
alluded to the ** hostility’? of the President of the 
United States to the bank, which made so large a 
figure in that report. The ‘* vindictiveness” of the 


often pressed into the service of that report, which 
he must be permitted. to qualify as-an elaborate 
defense of the bank. Whether used originally, or 
by quotation, it was the same thing. The quota- 


| tion from Mr. Duane was made to help out the 


argument of the committee—to sirsiain their posi- 
tion, and thereby became their own. The “ vin- 
dictiveness”’ of the President towards the bank is 
brought forward with imposing gravity by the 
committee; and no one is ata loss to understand 
what is meant! The charge had been made too 
often not to suggest tlie whole story as often as it 
istainted. The President became hostile to the 
president of the bank because he could not man- 
age him, and make him use the institution for 
political purposes! and hence his revenge, his 
vindictiveness, his hatred of Mr. Biddle, and his 


. change of sentiment towards the institution. This 


is the charge which has run through the bank 
presses for three years, and is alleged to take 
date from 1829, when an application was made to 
change the president of the Portsmouth branch 
But how stands the truth, recorded upon ourown 
Journals? It stands thus: that for threé consecutive 
years after the harboring of this deadly malice 
against Mr. Biddle, for not managing the iasti- 
tution to suit the President’s political wishes— 
for three years, oneaftér another, with this ** vin- 
dictive’? hate in his bosom,and his diabolical 
determination to ruin the institution, he nomin- 
ates this same Mr. Biddle to the Senate as one 
of the Government directors, and at the head of 
those directors! Mr. Biddle, and some of his 
friends with him, came in upon every nomina- 
tion for three successive years, after vengeance 
had been sworn against him! For three years 
afterwards he is not only named a director, but 


put at the head of those who came recom- 
mended by the nomination of the President, and 
the sanction of the Senate! Thus was he nomin- 
ated for the years 1830, 1831, and 1832; and it 
was only after the report of Mr. Clayton’s com- 
mittee of 1832 that the President ceased to nomin- 
ate Mr. Biddle for Government director! Such 
was the frank, confiding, and friendly conduct of 
the President, while Mr. Biddle, conscious that 
he did not deserve a nomination at his hands, 
had himsclf also elected during each of these 
years, at the head of the stockholders’ ticket. 
He knew what he was meditating and hatching 
against the President, though the President did 
not! What, then, becomes of the charge faintly 
shadowed forth by the committee, and publicly 
and directly made by the bank and its friends? 
False! False as hell! and no Senator can say it 
without finding the proof of the falsehood re- 
corded in our own Journal! 


swer to the report, but he must do justice to an 
absent gentleman—one of the purest men upon 
earth, both in public and private life, and who, 
after the manner he had been treated in this Cham- 
ber, ought to be secure, iu his retirement, from 
senatorial attack and injustice. The committee 
have joined a conspicuousissue with Mr. 'Tancy; 
and they have carried a glorious bank victory over 
him, by turning off the trial upon a false point. 
Mr. Taney arraigned the legality of the conduct 
of the exchange Committee, which, overleaping 
the business of such a committee, which is to buy 
and sell real bills of exchange, had become invested 
with the power of the whole board; transacting 
that business which, by the charter, could only 
be done by the board of directors, and by a board 
of not less than seven, and which they could not 
delegate. Yet this committce of three, selected 
by the President himself, was shown by the re- 
port of the Government directors to transact the 
most important business; such as making im- 
mense loans upon long credits, and upon ques- 
tionable security; sometimes covering its opera- 
tions under the simulated garb and falsified pre- 
text of buying a bill of exchange; sometimes using 
no disguise at all. It was shown, by the same 
report, to have the exclusive charge of conduct- 
ing the curtailment last winter; a business of the 
most important character to the country, having 
no manner of affinity to the proper functions of 
an exchange committee; and which they con- 
ducted in the most partial and iniquitous menner, 
and without. even reporting to the board. All 
this the Government directors communicated. 


President—the ‘hostility’? of the President, was 
Yy 


All this was commented upon on this floor; yet 


indicated for the presidency of thebank by being ' 


Mr. B. was not now going into a general an-, 


BY BLAIR & RIVES. 


Mr. Tancy is selected! He is the one pitched || 


upon; asif nobody but him had arraigned the | 
illegal acts of this committee; and then he is made | 


to arraign the existence of the committce, and |} 


not its misconduct! Is this right? Is it fair? Is it 
just thus to pursue that gentleman, and to pursue 
him unjustly? Can the vengeance of the bank 
never be appeased while he lives and moves on 
earth? 

Mr. B. had performed a duty, which ought not 
to be delayed an hour, in defending himself, the 
President, and Mr. Taney, from the sad injustice 
of that report. The report itself, with all its elab- 
orate pleadings for the bank—its errors of omis- 
sion and commission—would come up for argu- 
ment after it was printed, and then, with God’s 
blessing, and the help of better hands, he would 
hope to show that it was the duty of the Senate 
to recommit it, with instructions to examine wit- 
nesses upon oath, and to -bring out that secret 
history of the institution which seems to have 
been a sealed book to the committee. For the 
present, he would bring to light two facts, de- 
tected in the intricate mazes of the monthly state- 
ments, which would fix at once both the character. 
ofthe bank and the character of the report; the 
bank, for its audacity, wickedness, and false- 
hood; the report, for its blindness, fatuity, and 
partiality. 

. The bank, as all America knows, (said Mr. 
B.,) filled the whole country with the endless.cry 
which had been echoed and reéchoed from this 
Chamber, that the removal of the deposits had | 
laid her under the necessity of curtailing her 
debts; had compelled her to call in her loans, to 
fill the vacuum in her coffers produced by this 
removal; and thus to enable herself to stand the 
pressure which the “ hostility?’ of the Government | 
was bringing upon her. This was the assertion 
for six long months; and now let facts confront 
this assertion, and reveal the truth to an out- 
raged and insulted community. 

The first fact (said Mr. B.) is the transfer of 
the moneys to London, to lie there idle, while 
squeezed out of the people here during the panic 
and pressure 

The cry of distress was raised in December, at 
the meeting of Congress; and during that month 
the sum of $129,764 was transferred, by the 
bank, to its agents the Barings. This ery waxed 
stronger till July, and until that time the monthly 
transfers werc: 


December... cccccecseccescecees $129,764 
February. cieecccseeeeeu eects 355,253 
Moar chy. isi csc cece deneves + 261,543 
May. .ccccccscessoee X 34,749 
DUMGs P EET SE E T EATS 
Jip esraa niessessies edaran 001990 

$3,425,313 


‘ 


Making the sum of nearly three millions and a 
half transferred to London, to lie idle in the hands 
of an agent, while that very money was squeezed 
out of a few cities here; and the whole country, 
and the Halls of Congress, were filled with the | 
deafening din of the cry that the bank was forced 
to curtail, to supply the Joss in her own coffers 
from the removal of the deposits! And worse 
yet! The bank had, in the hands of the same 
agents, a large sùm- when the tranfers of these 
panic collections began, making in the whole the 
sum of $4,961,201, on the lst day of July last, 
which was lying idle in her agents’ hands in Lon- 
don, drawing little or no interest there, while 
squeezed out of the hands of those who were 
paying bank interest here, near seven per cent., 
and had afterwards to go into brokers’ hands to 
borrow at one or two per cent, a month. Even 
now, at the last returns on the first day of this 
month, about two millions and a half of this mo- 
ney ($2,687,006) were still lying idle in the hands 
of the Barings, waiting till foreign exchange can 
be put up again to eight or ten per cent.! The 
enormity of this conduct (Mr. B. said) was ag- 


gravated by the notorious fact, that the transfers 


4 


| importers had to buy; thus double taxing the 


|In the name of the Treasurer of the United 


| tion of the month, which might also be sent off; 


Vorone 2....No0..4, 


of this money were made by sinking the price of | 
exchange as low as five per cent. below par when 
shippers aad planters had bills to sell, and raising 
it eight per cent. above par when merchants and 


commerce of the country; double taxing the pro- 
ducer and consumer; and making a fluctuation of 
thirteen per cent. in foreign exchange in the brief 
space of six months. And all this to make money 
scarce. at home, while charging that scarcity upon 
the President!—thus combining calumny and 
stock-jobbing with the. diabolical attempt to ruin 
the country or to rule it. 

The next fact (Mr. B. said) was the abduction 
of an immense amount of specie from New Or- || 
leans, at the moment the western produce was 
arriving there; and thus disabling the merchants || 
from ‘buying that produce, and thereby sinking 
its price nearly one half; and all under thé false 
pretext of supplying the loss in its coffers, occa- 
sioned by the removal of the deposits. 

The falsehood and wickedness of this conduct 
will appear from the fact, that at the time of the 
removal of the deposits, in October, the public 
deposits in the New Orleans branch, were far 
less than the amount afterwards curtailed and |} 
sent off; and that these deposits were not entirely |; 
drawn out for many months after the curtailment 
and abduction of the money. Thus, the public 
deposits in October were: 


States... oe cece nereo eere e+e e o -$294,228 62 
In the name of public officers ....... 173,764 64 


$467,993 26 


In all, less than half a million of dollars 

In March, there was still on hand: 
In the name of the Treasurer... . s.. $40,266 28 
En the name of public officers. eee.. 63,671 80 


$103,938 08 


In all, upwards of one hundred thousand dol- 
lars; and making the actual withdrawal of depos- 
its, at that branch, but $360,000, and that paid 


out gradually, in the discharge of Government || 


demands. 

Now, what was the actual curtailment during 
the same period? It is shown from the monthly 
statements, that these curtailments, on local loans, 
were $788,904—being upwards of double the | 
amount of deposits miscalled removed; for they 
were not removed, but only paid out in the reg- 
ular progress of Government disbursement, and 
actually remaining in the mass of circulation, 
and much of it in the bank itself. But the specie į; 
removed during the same time! that was the || 
fact, the damning fact, upon which he relied. 
This abduction was: = 
In the month of November, $334,647, af the least. 
In the month of March, 808,084, at the least. 


$1,142,731 


Making near a million and a quarter of dollars, 
at the least. Mr. B. repeated, at the least; fora 
monthly statement does not show the aceumula- 


and the statement could only be relied on for so 
much as appeared a month before the abduction 
was made. Probably the sum was upwards of a 
million and a quarter of hard dollars, thus taken 
away from New Orleans last winter, by stopping 
accommodations, calling in loans, breaking up 
domestic exchange, creating panic and pressure, 
and sinking the price of all produce, that the 
mother bank might transfer funds to London, 
gamble in foreign exchange, spread desolation 
and terror through the land, and then charge the 
whole upon the President of the United States; 
and end with the grand consummation of bring- 
ing a new political party into power, and perpet- 
uating its own charter. 

These (said Mr. B.) are two, and only two, 
out of multitudes of the astounding iniquities 


i 
! 


which have escaped the eyes of ‘the committee; 
while they. have been so successful in their anti- 
quarian researches into Andrew Jackson’s and 
Felix Grundy’s letters tenor twenty ‘years ago, ` 
and into Martin Van Buren’s and Thomas Hs 
Benton’s six or eight years ago—letters which 
every public man is called upon to give: to his 
neighbors or constituents; which no public man 


_ ought to refuse, or, in all probability, ever did 


refuse; and which are so ostentatiously paraded 
in the report, and so emphatically read in this 
chamber with pause and gesture, and with such 
a sympathetic look for the expected smile from 
the friends of the bank; letters which, so far as 
he was concerned, had been used to make the 
committee the organ of a falsehood. ‘And now, 
Mr. B. would be glad to know who put the com- 
mittee upon the scent of those old musty letters; 
for there was nothing in the resolution under 
which they acted to conduct their footsteps to the 
silent covert of that small game. ; 

But Mr. B. was done for the present. He waa. 
done for the present, butnotfor the future. Justice 
cannot be done upon this report of the committee 
untilitis printed. The only object which he now 
had in view was to vindicate some gentlemen, in- 
cluding himself, who were most unjustly treated; 
and to show the true character of the entire report, 
by exhibiting the minute diligence and miraculous 
success of the committec in hunting out things of 
nothing, to be turned to the account of, the bank, 
and tothe prejudice of its adversaries; while stone 
blind to such recent and such enormous miscon- 
duct of the bank as he had just detailed to the 
Senate, and which came within the precise letter 
of the resolutions under which they acted. 

Mr. TYLER said he was perfectly willing that 
the report should go back to the committee, and 
| that the honorable gentleman [Mr./ Benron] 
should be placed upon the committee. There was 
not a single assertion in the report which did not 
stand upom proof, upon documentary proof, 
| which could not lie, and he invited the honor- 
' able gentleman’s attention to it, There was suf- 
ficient in the report to satisfy the people upon the 
subject of the curtailment by the bank—whether 
it was necessary or not. Here were their orders, 
and they were submitted to the Senate to say 
whether there was necessity for it or otherwise. 
Ifthe gentleman from Missouri had looked to both 
‘the statements in the report, he surely would:not 
have pronounced it an ex parte report. Mr. T. 
said his deliberate opinion was, and he should de- 


| clarc it before the country, that the bank wasright 
lj in its controversy with the Government, and that 


its adversary was wrong. In regard to the ex- 
change committee, no false issuc had been made. 
The report expressly referred to the argument of 
Mr. Tancy, who contended that the exchange 
gommittee was in itself a positive violation of the: 
charter of the bank. With regard t> the letter of 
General Cadwalader, he knew nothing of it, nor 
did he think it of any consequence. The branch, 
however, was established at St. Lonis—whether 
it came there by means of the honorable gentle- 
man’s influence or his blows. He knew that the 
bank had undergone frequent reviews by that 
gentleman, and that they had been sent into all 
parts of the country, and no doubt they had their 
due influence. But he declined adding anything 
more, and conclued by moving that the report and 


| documents be printed; which was agreed to; and 
: then 


The Senate adjourned over to Monday next, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
‘Tuurspay, December 18, 1834. 


Petitions and memorials were presented by— 
Mr. JARVIS, of Maine; 

Mr. REED, of Massachusetts; 

Mr. BARBER, of Connecticut, 

Messrs. LEE and FOWLER, of New Jerseys 
Messrs. BINNEY and SUTHERLAND, of 

Pennsylvania; 
Messrs. McKIM and T 


URNER, of Maryland; 


‘ 
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<.Massrs. LUCAS, MERCER, DAVENPORT, 
and PATTON, of Virginia; ` 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky; 

Mr. VANCE, of Ohio; 

Mr. EWING, of Indiana; 

Mr. SEVIER, of Arkansas; 
: Which petitions and memorials were appro-" 
priately referred. 
f NEW POST ROUTES. 


`° On motion of Mr. MARDIS, by leave, it was 
`. Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Of- 
fice and Post Roads be. instructed to inquire into 
the expediency of establishing a mail route from 
Wetumpka, via Coosa Court House, Cillavoga, 
Mardisville, Talladega, to Benton Court. Hotse, 
in the State of Alabama; and further, to inquire 
into the expediency of establishing a mail route 
from Talladega to Chambers Court House, in the 
State of Alabama; and further, to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a mail route from Tus- 
caloosa, via Sanders’s Ferry, to Vienna, Tom- 
beckbee river, in the State of Alabama. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. PEYTON, from the Committee on For- 


eign Affairs, reported a joint resolution, authoriz- 
ing the sale of a lion and two horses, received by 
the American Consul at Tangicr from the Em- 
perer of Morocco; which wag read twice, and 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. P., from the same committee, asked to be 
discharged from the further consideration of a 
resolution of the House, directing the committee 
to inquire into the expediency of causing the 
other presents received from foreign Powers, at 
various times, and now in the State Department, 
to be sold; which was agreed to. 

My. CARR, from. the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
Nicholas D. Coleman; which was read twice, and 
ordered to be engrossed, 

Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill authorizing the survey of 
certain land, adjacent to the canal on the Licking 
Summit, in the State of Ohio; which was twice 
read, and committed. 

Mr C., from the same committee, reported a 
bill ta extend the time of issuing military land 
warrants to the officers and soldicrs of the revo- 
lutionary army; which was read twice. A bill 
of a similar character having passed the House, 
of which Mr. ©. was not aware, he therefore 
moved to fay the present bill on the table; which 
was agreed to. fs 

Mr. C., from the same committee, reported a 
bill to authorize the registers and receivers of 
public land offices toadininister oaths connected 
with the entry and sale of lands; which was read 
twice; and, after a short conversation between 
Messrs. CLAY, LANE, and PARKER, its 
farther consideration was postponed to Monday 
next, 

Messrs. CHAMBERS and MAY, from the 
Committee on Private Land Claims, mad. unfa- 
vorable reports on certain private claims referred 
to that committee. 3 


$ 
DUTIES ON LOCOMOTIVES, ETC. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
following resolution, offered by Mr. Cuayrox, 
of Georgia: bs 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and 
Means inquire into the expediency of reporting a 
Jaw for the purpose of remitting the duties on 
locomotive engines, railroad car wheels, with 
rolled iron tires, axles, springs, &c., already im- 
ported, or which may hereafter be imported 
within two years. 

The question being on Mr. Denny’s motion to 
amend by substituting the Committee on Man- 
ufactures for the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. CHAMBERS continued the- remarks 
which he had commenced yesterday. The object 
of the resolution was intended to exempt from the 
payment of duty, certain articles, affecting mate- 
rially the interests of the iron manufacturer of this 
country. It was notlimited to any particular im- 
provement or to any special company, but pro- 
posed to admit free of duty any quantity of arti- 
cles, at all times, and for anybody—for the space 
of two years. Asa question of revenue, it was 
of small concern, and as such, the House was 
competent to decide upon it in whatever shape it 


a 


might come before it. The importer cannot com- 
plain, inasmuch as he makes importation under 
a knowledge of the existing law; but it was a 


j matter of infinite concern to the manufacturer, 


who, upon the faith of your statute, hasembarked 
his capital to a large extent in this branch of 
industry. Asaffccting this meritorious class, this 


| inquiry should properly go to the Committee on 


Manufactures. It was for that committee to con- 
sider what was the nature of the compromise act 
of 1832—-how far the American manufacturer was 
capable of supplying the demand for the articles 
i in question—and whether, should the duty on 
‘them be remitted, the act might not be evaded, 
and importations be made of articles for other than 
railroad purposes.: All these considerations, and 
others which might be mentioned, rendered this 
| inquiry, in his opinion, the peculiar province of 
| the Committee on Manufactures. ze: f 
| The gentleman from . North Carolina [Mr. 
Srereut] had remarked. that his constituents 
| were deeply interested in agriculture, which he 
i supposed conflicted with the manufacturing in- 
j terest. Mr. C. contended that these conflicting 
interests should not now be weighed—that it was 
done by the act of 1832, and there it must rest. 
The gentleman, it was true, disclaimed a dispo- 
sition to interfere with the arrangement of 1832, 
yet, at the same time, he was advocating a reso- 
lution which is intended to change the act of 1832, 
and to reduce the duties; and thus, while the gen- 
tleman was unwilling to assail the compromise 
act as a whole, he was attacking it in detail. 
What would be the result of such.a course? 
There were several other great interests which, 
by the mode of proceeding proposed, might be 
destroyed if brought scparately before the Pause, 
He mentioned the woolens, the cotton, the glass, 
and the sugar interests, which might be thus as- 
sailed; and upon a memorial or resolution calcu- 
lated to affect either of them, we were to be told 
that it was a mere question of revenue, belonging 
exclusively to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. He did not mean te impugn the motives 
of that highly respectable committee; but the 
House should not tolerate a course of proceeding 
so unusual and improper. 


ginia, that it was merely proposed to allow a 
drawback upon articles already imported, and 
consequently would not affect the home manufac- 
turer. The resolution specified no particular com- 
pany or railroad to be benefited, but was broad in 
jits terms, It was evidently intended to place the 
foreign manufacturer on an equality with our 
own, and was a direct breach of the act of 1832. 
It had also been alleged, that these articles were 
not manufactured in this country. He believed 
the case was otherwise. It required no superior 
skill to manufacture a portion of them. This 
matter would, however, be a proper subject of 
inquiry by the Committee on Manufactures. 

Mr. C. referred to the precedents of last ses- 
sion which had been adverted to. They were of 
recent origin, and if, in these cases, the House 
| had acted incautiously or inconsistently, should 
we now do the same thing, and even go further? 
Rather let us (said he) retrace our steps, and send 
i this inquiry to that committee whose duties will 
lead to a proper and more mature consideration 
of the subject. There had been complaint in re- 
lation to the improper reference to the Committee 
of Ways and Means, at the last session, of mat- 
ters not belonging to it. We had a legal com- 
mittee; yet it would be recollected thatat the last 
session a judical question, in relation to pension 
| agencies, was referred to the Committee of Ways 
j and Means, who, in their report, had furnished 
the House with a legal argument. Upon the 
whole, he hoped the amendment of his colleague 
[Mr. Denny] would prevail, and that the inquiry 
would be sent to the Committee on Manufactures, 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said the House had been, 
for three or four days, debating the question 
whether this resolution should be referred to the 
i Committee of Ways and Means, or on Manufac- 
tures, and by degrees they were getting into a 
| discussion of the tariff. Much of what the gen- 
| tleman from. Pennsylvania [Mr. Cuampers] had 
said would be very proper, if we were about to 
adopt or reject the resolution; but it is merely 
one of inquiry, and the question is, to what 
committee that inquiry shall be submitted? All 


questions relating to remission or exemption 


Ithad been said by the gentleman from Vir- 


from duty had been uniformly submitted to the 
Committee of Ways and Means; and if they 
were now about to be transferred to another 
committee, without intending to lessen the im- 
portance of the manufacturing interest, he thought 


|! the commerce, agriculture, and internal improve- 


ments of the country much more deeply inter- 
ested in the question of facilitating internal com- 
munication. He concurred with the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, that the tariff compromise 
ought not to be disturbed. He was therefore 
surprised to find an attempt now made to go 
back to the protecting system, when the very 
object of the compromise bill was to establish a 
system of revenue duties, and to restore all juris- 
diction over the subject to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. As to the ability of our man- 
ufacturers to supply rails and locomotive engines, 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania must recollect, 
that even his own State, behind none for its de- 
votion to the manufacturing interest, was com- 
pelled to import two thousand tons of railroad 
tron. Were we to depend on a domestic supply, 
you might graduate a road to the Alleghanics 
before you could procure rails or locomotives 
to put the first thirty miles in operation. Had 
the policy so strongly contended for by some 
gentlemen, for some years back, been adopted, 
and the importation of rails and locomotives ob- 
structed, it would have thrown the internal im- 
provements of the country five years in the rear 
of similar improvements abroad. Whether loco- 
motive engines should be free from duty ought 
not to depend on the private interest of the rail- 
road proprietor or the manufacturer. On that 
ground it ought to be rejected; but we had noth- 
ing to do with their particular interests—the 
question rested on more elevated ground—on a 
policy which was as old as the Constitution itself 
—the wise policy of removing every obstruction 
to the introduction into our country of the im- 
provements made abroad—of allowing the impor- 
tation of models of art and books of instruction— 
of encouraging, not by. restrictions on, but by 
relieving from taxation, those objects of modern 
discovery which tended to our improvement in 
arts and sciences, or to better the condition, and 
to the universal advantage, of the country. It was 
only.on that ground that the measure under con- 
sideration could be defended. He had, at the 
origin of this new improvement, advocated its free 
and immediate introduction into this country— 
and we had then adopted the policy. We were 
not now, however, called upon to decide on the 
propricty of adopting the measure proposed, or 
of continuing the policy ofadmitting these engines 
free of duty; but simply to determine whether the 
inquiry should be sent to the proper committee. 
That committee he believed to be the one charged 
with the revenue and general interests of the 
country, and not that which guarded the interests 
ofany one particular branch of industry. 

Mr. JACKSQN, of Massachusetts, was deci- 
dedly friendly to the American system; but he 
was nevertheless firmly of opinion, that the pro- 
posed inquiry should go to the Committee of 

Vays and Means; and if the other friends of the 
tariff could view the subjectin a correct light, 
he was persuaded they would agree with him. 
This country was unable to manufacture the rail- 
road apparatus which would be required for the 
next two years. If it was proposed to extend 
the time to ten years, he might question its pro- 
priety. He had some experience on this subject, 
and he was satisfied that we could not supply en- 
gines, &c., for railroads already completed. He 
had himself made an effort to obtain an engine 


| for one of these railroads, but could not; and it 


became necessary to send to London for one. 
Besides, the difference in the expense of an en- 
gine procured in England and this country was 
two, or three, or four times as much as the amount 
of duty. You cannot, therefore, prevent their 
importation; nor will the continuation of the pres- 
ent duty at all benefit those engaged in their man- 
ufacture in this country. Great Britain had,been 


| longer engaged in the manufacture of those en- 


gines, &., possessed more skill, and a more am- 


| ple capital, and he inquired whether it was good 


policy to retard the progress of important public 
improvements, by burdening the railroad com- 
panies with unnecessary duties, which could be 
of no possible advantage to our own manufac- 


turers? He referred to the great saving which 


« 
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resulted from the ase of locomotive instead of | 
horse power. There were millions of dollars in- 
vested in railroads, and rather than waitfor months 
for the purpose of obtaining proper machinery in. 
this country, it was matter of economy to obtain 
them at once from England. The companies 
would obtain these engines from abroad, were the 
duty double what itnowis. Jf so, why send this | 
inquiry tothe Committee on Manufactures? By | 
a remission of thesc duties, domestic industry | 


would be more encouraged, and the public pros- | 
perity much more advanced, than by permitting | 
the duty to reniain, or by increasing it. He com- 
bated the assumption, that the railroad corpora- 
tions were wealthy, and adverted to the small 
dividends which they made, and concluded by 
hopisg that the amendment would be disagreed 
to, and the original resolution adopted. | 

Mr. MILLER said that he felt some doubt yes- | 
terday as to the proper disposition-of this subject, | 
He was ignorant in regard to the state of the 
manufacture of the articles in this country, and j 
he had voted to Jay the resolution on the table, 
under the impression that it was calculated to 
open the ‘whole subject of the tarif. He now 
believed that the particular matter before the 
Hause needed investigation; and if he had any 
doubts before, the remarks of the gentleman from 
Massachuseus (Mr. Jackson] had entirely satis- 
fied his mind. Asa subject of revenue, it was of 
little importance. The question of the difference 
in price and quality, and whether these artieles | 
could be supplied in this country, were proper | 
subjects for the Committee on Mannfactures to } 
inquire into; and it was the peculiar duty of the | 
Committee of Ways and Means to investigate 
matters relating to the finances. The present 
proposition was a plain one, and he trusted it 
would be decided at once. 

Mr. EWING next obtained the floor, and was 
proceeding to give his reasons for the vote which 
he should give on the proposition, when his 
remarks were arrested by a call for the orders of : 
the day. 


I 


PAY OF THE NAVY. 
On motion of Mr. WATMOUGH, the House 


‘then resolved itself into the Committee of the | 


Whole on the state of the Union on the bill to 
equalize and regulate the pay of the officers of the 
Army and Navy of the United States, (Mr. 
Brices in the chair.) 

The question being on the amendment offered 
by Mr, Wise to the amendment presented to the 
House by the chairman of the select committee, 
Mr. Warstoven, 

Mr. SPEIGHT said he did not rise to enter 
deeply into the discussion of this bil; but he 
would offer a remark upon an idea which was 
suggested by the observations of the gentleman 
from New York, oa his left, [Mr. Manx,] when 
the bill was last before the committee. le could 
not subscribe to the doctrine, that to equalize the 
pay of the officers in the two great branches of | 
our national defense it was essential to bring | 
down that of the officers of the Army to astand- 
ard corresponding with the present inadequate 
pay of our naval ollicers. He agreed with gen- 
teman that they should go together-—that their 
pay should be cqualized—but not reduced in su 
ainanner as tu jeopard the right arm designed 
for the preservation of our liberties. He also 
dwelt‘on the importance of the naval service, in 
the protection of our commerce in peace and our 
national honor and safely in war. It was not, 
with him, and he trasted not with other members | 
of the LLouse, a calculation of dollars and cents. 
He would ask what gentleman of talents and hon- 
erable ambition would sacrifice life, health, and 


1 
i 
I 
i 


` comfort for the mere pay and emoluments of an | 


officer in the naval service? Mr. S. said he ac- 
corded with the sentiment already expressed, that | 
the sums first proposed’ by the honorable chair- Í 
manof the select committee were rather too highs 4 
and with some slight alterations he felt favorably | 
| 
| 
| 
| 


disposed towards the amendment offered by the 

gentleman fram Virginia, [Mr. Wise.] He had | 
heard it advanced that it was a dangerous princi- 

ple to coantenance the raising of a salary. Why, | 
there was a time when the highest class of vessels į 
in our Navy was a sloop of war. As our coun- | 
try and our Navy increased, salaries must increase | 
along with them. He suggested to -his friend | 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Warmovcn] the expe- | 


i 


{ 


diency of engrafting in his own amendment some i 


of the provisions embraced in the ameudment | 


proposed by the gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. 
Wise. ] 

The CHAIR decided that this would not bein 
order 

Mr, WATMOUGH observed that he was par- į 
ticularly desirous, and he believed a large portion 
of the members of the House were desirous, that | 
this bill should be disposed ofin committee to-day, 
and laid before the House. 
then read as follows: 

“The senior captain, when commanding a | 
squadron, four thousand five hundred dollars, | 
when on other-duty, four thousand dollars; when ; 
on leave, or waiting 
hundred dollars. 

“ All other captains, when commanding squad- | 
rons in chief, four thousand five hundred dollars; | 
when commanding squadrons, and under the | 
command of a superior officer, or when acting : 
as Navy commissioners, four thousand dollars; | 
when of five years’ standin 


| 
i 
i 
i 
i 
} 
| 
i 
i 
| 
| 
i 
His amendment was | 
H 
i 
i 
| 
orders, three thousand five | 

i 

1 

| 

i 

i 


o 
D 


ing vessels for sca service, or navy-yards, coast || 


stations, or acting as captain of a fleet, three | 
thousand five hundred dollars; when on other 
duty, three thousand dollars; when on leaye or 
waiting orders, two thousand five hundred dol- 
lars; when under: fiver years, and commanding 


tions, or acting as captain of a flect, three thou-! 
sand two handred and fifty dollars; when on 
other duty, two thousand eight hundred dollars; 
when on Icave of absence, or waiting orders, two 
thousand five hundred dollars.” 5 

Mr. WISE then. moved the following as an | 
amendment to the above: Strike out all after 
the word * The,” in the first line, aud insert, \ 

© Captains, when waiting orders, three thou- | 


{ 

2 | 

sand dollars; when on duty, three thousand seven || 

4 Mr. SPEIGHT called for information from the 
i 
| 


hundred and fifty dollars; when in command of a 
squadron, four thousand five hundred dollars.” 

Strike out from the 28th to the 34th line, inclu- 
sive, and insert, 

‘ Master commandants, when waiting orders, 
two thousand doilars; when on duty, two thou- 
sand five hundred dollars.” 

Strike out from the 36th tothe 47th line, inclu- 
sive, and insert, 

t“ Lioutenants, when waiting orders, one thou- 
sand dollars: when on duty, one thousand five 
hundred dollars.’ 

Surike out from the 99th to the 104th line, in- 
clusive, and insert, 

“ Sailing-masters, when waiting orders, eight 
hundred dollars; when on duty, one thousand 
three hundred dolars.” 


Strike out from the 112th to the 146th line, in- į 


clusive, and insert, 

Passed midshipmen, waiting orders, six hun- 
dred dollars; when on daty, seven huudred and f 
fifty dolars. ™? > 3 

Strike out from the 122d to the 128th line, in- 
clusive, and insert, 


“ Midshipmen, waiting orders, five hundred |; 
dollars; when on duty, six hundred and fifty 


dollars.” i 
S:rike out from the 136th to the 143d line, in- 
elusive, and insert, ! 
“ Boatswain, gunuer, carpe ter, sailmaker, and | 
armorer, when waiting orders, seven handred 
dollars; when on duty, eight hundred dollars.’” 
Strike out from the 1i&th to the 121st lines, in- 
clusive. 
The CHAIR here remarked, that inasmuch as ; 
the chairman of the select committee [Mr. War-: 
moven] had introdaced an amendment to his 
amendment, giving it the second degree, according 
to the strict letter of the rales of the House, the 
amepdinentof the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. ; 
Wise] would come under the tuire degree, and 
be, thercfore, inadmissible. 
was raised to the proceeding, he would entertain ; 
the motion. i 


No objection being made, the discussion pro- |: 


ceeded. 
Mr. SPEIGHT remarked that, as there ap 
peared to be but little difference in many points 


of the two amendments, and particularly as to the © 
il 
i} 


pay of a captain in command of a squadron, he 
suggested to the gentleman from Virginia {AIr. 


Wise] the propriety of leaving that point asit; l 
1e amendment of the chairman of the | Ohio; 
i 


was in tl 
select committee 


{i 


|| Mr. REED spoke briefly in favor of retaini 


i i Mr. WESE replicd. 
vessels for sea service; or navy-yards, coast sta- ii 


But, if no objection | 


Mr. WISE said: there was an essential differs 
ence in the twownendments. ‘His amendment 
' struck out the word “senior,” malciug no dis- 

tinction of grade in the rank of captain’ é 


n 

a distinction between the senior and junior ar 

tains of the Navy. : 
After some remarks from Mr. WATMOUGH, 
Mr. WISE; to prevent confusion aud: prolix- 


ii ity, proposed to substitute his amendment for go 


mach of the amendment of the honorable echar- 


ji wan of the select committee as relates to cap- 


tais. 

Mr. WATMOUGH then followed in opposi- 
tion to the amendment last offered, aud in support 
of his own. He said tie subjeect-grade in gues- 
tion he could not consent to relinquish. Heasked 
who this new proposition came from ? Wot from 
such as fought our battles so gallantly at Tripoli, 
and subsequently, With such he had consulted. 
| dt did not originate with the geneman himsel, 
| (Mr. Wuse;] for he was aware the subject was 
| entirely new to the honorable member. “He did 
i not impugn the motives ef that gentleman; but 
i hoped he would not insist on this proposition, 
| which he deemed fraught with the most dewi- 
| mental consequences to the moral fecliug and 
well-being of the naval service. 

He had but one-fecling in 
this matter, and that was a warm feeling of friend- 
ship for the general fextures of the bill, and for 
the benefit of the American services He said it 
was true this proposition did pot originate witii 
him. Hlisattention bad been called to the subject 
since he had belonged to the Naval Committeen, by 
brave and worthy members of our naval service. 


| Ue continued, at some length, to advocate and 
‘| sustain the propriety of his amendment, 


After some explanatory conversation between 
Messrs. HARPER, WISE, and SPEIGHT, 


i chairman of the select committee (My. War- 
| moveu] by what law or authority such a distinc- 
‘ ton was made as that of senior and junior captain 


iu the naval service. 


i the gentleman the information sought for, and 
| referred to the iaw of 1799, and also a resolutiva 
| of the Congress of 1776, in which a distinction 
i was made between captains of five years’ stanu- 
ing or less. 

Mr. WISE contended that the law and reso- 
lation referred to did not beanthe gentleman out 
in the creation of different grades in the rank of 
captain. That was the highest rauk in our Navy, 
aud there could be no promotion.above it. : 

Mr. HARPER brictly expressed his- conclu» 
sion, after mature deliveration, to support the 
amendment of his colleague, (Mr. Waraocan.]. 

Mr. MANN spoke at length on the gencral 
principles of the bill, deprecating the course whica 
had been pursued in bringing the subject in its 
present shape before the House. 

Mr. REED followed in favor of the amend- 
; ment of Yhe ehairman of the select committees 

and also by Mr. PEARCE; but the ngin ef 


| Mr, WATMOUGH said he was happy to give 
i 
i 


‘their remarks renders it impoussible to present 
i them in this day’s paper. 

On motion of Mr. WARD, the committee then 
rose, reported progress, and obtained leave to sit 
again; 


When the House adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frivaxy, December 19, 1834. 
Petitions and memorials were presented by 
Mr. BARBER, of Couneeticut; 
Messrs, MITCHELL, HARD, CAMBRE- 
LENG, and BEARDSLEY, of New York; 
| Messrs. CHAMBERS and GALBRAITH, of 
: Pennsylvania: 
Messrs. STODDERT and ‘THOMAS, of Ma- 
ryland; 
"Messrs. GORDON, TAYLOR, and MASON, 
of Virginia; 
Mr. GRIFFIN, of South Carolina; 
Messrs. BEATY and LETCHER, of Ken- 
i tucky; 
MT cies DICKINSON and LEA, of Tennes- 


i sec; F f p 
Messrs. MITCHELL and KILGORE, of 


Mr. Mircnent presented. sundry depositions 


[ 
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December 19, 


ith, for work 
road, west of || 


Ì 


felating to the claim of Adam Sm 
and labor done on the Cumberland 
Zanesville, accompanied with a sample of metal ji 
exhibited by him; all of which were referred to |: 
the Commiitec of Claims. ] if 
Mr. KINNARD, of Indiana; i 
Mr. CAGE, of Mississippi; | 
<Mr MURPHY, of Alabama; | 
Mr. ASHLEY, of Missouri. i 

1 


CHESAPEAKE AND OHIO CANAL, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a me- 
morial of a convention recently held in Baltimore, 
composed. of delegates from the States of Vir- 

inia, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Maryland, and the ` 
District of Columbia, asking an appropriation of | 
money in aid of the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal |} 
Company; which, on motion of Mr. Mercer, | 
was committed to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 


RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED. 


On motion of Mr. THOMAS, of Maryland, 
it was -~ : 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and | 
Means be instructed to inquire into the expedi- | 
ency of making an appropriation to pay the claim | 
of Josiah Frost, of Alleghany county, Maryland, | 
on account of his contract for the repairs of a | 
portion of the Cumberland road. 


On motion of Mr. LOVE, it was f 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolution- | 
ary Claims be instructed to inquire into the ex- 
nediency of allowing James Barnet, a lieutenant | 
in the revolutionary army, half pay for life, ; 
allowing a credit for what he has received as 
commutation, 


On motion of Mr. HAMER, by leave, it was 
Resolved, That the select committee, to whom į 
was referred so much of the President’s message 
as relates to the election of President and Vice | 
President of the United States, be instructed to |! 
inquire into the expediency of so amending the 
Constitution as to provide for the election of Pres- ; 
ident and Vice President by a direct vote of the | 
people in districts; the number of districts in | 
each State to be equal to the number of Senators | 
and Representatives to which each State may be ; 
entitled in Congress, and each district having one || 
vote; the election of said officers in no event to | 
© devolve upon Congress; no person who has been | 


i 
i 
{i 
4 
ji 


i 
H 


i 
ii 


elected President to be again eligible to that office; || 


and that no Senator or Representative shall be | 


nominated or appointed to any office of trust, i 


honor, or profit, under the authority of the United ; 
States whilst holding a seat in Congress. 
On motion of Mr. WHITE, of Florida, it was | 
Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs | 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 


making an appropriation tor deepening the bar i 


of Pensacola bay, according to the report of the į 
engincers of the United States, and that of the | 
Secretary of the Navy, made at the last session 
of Congress. ‘ 


DUTIES ON LOCOMOTIVES, ETC. 

The following resolution, heretofore offered by | 
Mr. Crayton, was again taken up: i! 
Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and 
Means inquire into the expediency of reporting 


| the anxiety indicated this morning to address the į 


| thought the proposition ought to be laid on the 
| table, and he would make a motion to that effect. 


| that it did disturb that question. 


related to railroad iron already imported, the 
friends of the tariff could have no objection to its 
but it went further, and looked to future importa- 
tions, and in that view substantially changed the 
tariff, and was a palpable departure from, and an 
infringement of, the compromise act of 1832. 
Why (he inquired) should we remit the duties 
in order to favor these wealthy. joint stock rail- 
road companies? Why should they be exclu- | 
sively exempted_from the necessary burdens 
imposed by the Government upon its citizens? 
Other portions of the community might thereby 
be subjected to even greater exactions. b 

It had been said that by the adoption of this 
measure we may promote the cause of internal 
improvements. He was opposed to it on that 
ground, because it was an attempt to do that in- 
directly which we have no. power to do directly. 
His main objection to the resolution, however, 
was, that it was an invasion of the compromise 
act of 1832. He had received that compromise in 
good faith, and would not, therefore, do anything 
to disturb it. For these reasons, he would vote 
to send the inquiry to that committee which was | 
most acceptable to the friends of the tariff. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY said, that this was a mere | 
resolution for an inquiry, and therefore of a char- 
acter usually favored by the House. On that 
greund he had voted the ether day against lay- 
ing it on the table. But, although it might be of 
some importance, it was not, in his estimation, 
sufficiontly so to authorize a protracted debate, to 
‘the exclusion of other subjects of much greater | 
interest. It was now quite manifest, as well from 
the debate which had already taken place, as from 


Chair upon the subject, that a long discussion 
might be looked for before any vote could be had 
on the resolution, Under such circumstances he 


He was not actuated by any considerations con- 
nected with what was called the compromise act 
of 1832. He did not believe that the legislation 
of the country ought.to be trammeled or control- 
led by that act, or that we are bound in honor to 
regard that measure as sacred. He was not dis- 
posed to disturb the act referred to; but he did 
not predicate his present motion upon any con- 
sideration having reference to its obligatory char- 
acter upon the House. He repeated, in conclu- 
sion, that his object in moving to lay the propo- 
sition on the table was to arrest an unnecessary 
and prolonged discussion. 

Mr. CLAYTON asked ‘the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Bearvstey] to withdraw his | 
motion until he could reply to the remarks of the 
gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr.RencHer.] 
The motion was withdrawn. 

Mr. C. said he would remind the House, that 
the resolution was merely onc of inquiry, and 
that it could not possibly be known, until the in- 
quiry was made, whether it did interfere with the 
compromise or not. He was free to say that, ifit 
did, he would surrender the question; for he hoped 
he should be among the last men who would dis- 
turb the. settlement of a matter entered into so 
solemnly, and that had quieted such distracting 
agitations. But it was not true, in his opinion, 
Similar appli- | 


a law for the purpose of remitting the duties on 
locomotive engines, railroad car-wheels, with 
rolled-iron tires, axles, springs, &c., already im- 
ported, or which may hereafter be imported 
within two years. 

Mr. EWING, of Indiana, continued the re- 
marks which he commenced yesterday, but, from 
the low tone of voice and the dificalty of hear- 
ing in the Hall, the reporter is unable to give a 
connected view of what he said. 
> Mr. RENCHER desired to explain the reasons 
which would govern his vote. He was opposed 
to the resolution mainly because the friends of 
the tariff objected to it. They look upon it as a 
direct blow aimed at the tariff. This was almost 
the only reason which would induce him to vote 
for sending this inquiry to the Committee on 
Manufactures instead of the Committee of Ways | 
and Means; and he would vote to lay the propo- 
sition on the table but for the respect-which he 
entertained for the mover, [Mr. Crayron.] He 

; was unwilling to do anything which might en- 
danger the harmony wbich prevailed on. the 
Subject of the tariff. So far as the resolution ii 
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i road iron. Let as have no more applications for 


| comes before the House. 


|i think that the resolution favored the very doc- 


cations had come from the tariff interest. Rail- 
road iron had been exempted from duties on 
their exclusive solicitation, A large proportion 
of the friends of the present measure belonged to 
that side; let an inquiry therefore be. made, and 
if it should appear that the object sought by the 
resolution’ so interferes with the tariff question 
as to disturb the compromise, it will no longer 
have his support; but he should hope to hear no 
more from that side of the question about sus- 
pending duties upon objects that happen to suit 
their particular convenience, as in the case of rail- 


relief when it answers their purpose, and then a 
loud complaint when a measure precisely similar 


The gentleman from North Carolina seemed to į 


trines against which the South has been so long 
contending—namely, protection. If he (Mr. ©.) 
thought so, he surely would abandon it as quick 
as he could get away from it; but he thought he 
could convince the gentleman himself that that 


| for the support of the 


: factures. 
advanced by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 


present duties on the objects contained in hisres- 
olution as revenue dutics; they were not intended 
Government, but were ex- 
clusively designed to protect those articles. So 
far, then, he considered he was assailing an un- 
lawful, and he meant by that expression an un- 
constitutional, provision. He was only asking a 
simple repeal of a law which was passed in dero- 
gation of the great interest which he represented. 
If, when the law was about to be-passed, it would 
be a good argument againstit to say thatit greatly 
prejudiced the agricultural interests of the South, 
that it was invading their rights, surely it was 
legitimate to come here and ask a suspension of 
the dutics for a limited. time in favor of those 
rights. He did not ask protection of those inter- 
ests; and he only asked a restoration of those 
privileges of which they had been robbed. This 
was the proper view of the question. But for 
these duties, that had been laid for the express 
purpose of a particular class, the great agricul- 
-tural and planting South could have gone on to 
erect railroads, and procured the materials neces- , 
sary for that object, without taxation; and now 
that they ask to have these taxcs suspended, it 
is conceived they are in favor of protecting cer- 
tain interests in the country! No, sir, it is not 
protection, it is matter of right we ask; and the 
apparent disposition to refuse it shows how soon 
that will be considered as a right, by an exclu- 
sive interest, which was originally yielded to it 
as‘a matter of favor. He repeated, that, if he 
thought his motion went cither'to support the 
protective system, or to disturb the compromise, 
and in the compromise he considered the whole 
American system involved, not on the tariff, but’ 
internal improvement, he should abandon it with- 
out delay; and if his resolution is rejected on. 
either of these grounds, he shall be perfectly sat- 
isfied, and shall henceforth consider it as proof, 
assuming tlic authority of precedent, of the first 
solomn determination of Congress to sustain the 
compromise. Now, go it which way it may, he 
would be content. y 

Mr. BINNEY said there were misapprehen- 
sions on the subject. It had been supposed that’ 
the resolution related in part tow railroad iron. | 
Such was not the fact. Another misapprehen- 
sion was, that railroad iron was now subject to 
duty. This was also a mistake. That descrip- 
tion of iron, when imported by corporations, was 
not dutiable under our statute. The simple ques- 
tion was, whether this subject should be submit- 
ted for investigation to the Committee on Manu- 
factures, or to that of Ways and Means? Some 
remarks which had fallen from various members 
of the House rendered it imperative on him to 
express an opinion, on the subject. Whatever 
that opinion might be, he did not conceive that 
it should involve any principle for or against 
the interests conserved, by either of those com- 
mittees. In the first place, this same subject, at 
the last session of Congress, had been referred to 
the Committce of Ways and Means. He would 
now consider it a reproach to that sommittee to 
take it out of its hands. The investigations of 
that committee had already resulted in the pro- 
duction of i bill bearing directly upon the sub- 
ject in debate. Mr. B. contended that this was 
not a measure for giving money for the promo- 
tion of internal improvements, or the protec- 
tion of American manufactures. lt was to take 
away atax levied by the revenue laws of the 
country, and he believed it strictly belonged to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. Mr. B. 
said he had just received a communication from 
an individual engaged in the manufacture of loco- 
motive engines for the use of railroads, which he 
should, in due time, lay before the House. The 
communication of this individual, whom he had 
known for thirty or forty years past, would, if 
no other consideration had, have convinced him 
of the propriety of referring this subject to the 
committee of which he was a member—that of 
Ways and Means—which he believed as capable 
as any other of acting and deciding on its general 
merits, no matter what interests it might in- 


| volve. 


„Mr. DICKERSON followed on the opposite 
side of the question, contending that the subject 
roperly belonged to the Committee on Manu- 
He answered many of the arguments 


idea was erroneous. Le did not consider the i 


and concluded by remarking, that, as it was 
Ed 
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evident this question was about to open the whole 
tariff question, he would move to lay the resolu- 
tion on the table. 

Mr. D., however, at the request of Mr. Bur- 
ces,y(who promised to renew it,) withdrew the 
* otion, 

Mr. BURGES strenuously contended that this 
was a proper subject. for the Committee on Man- 
ufactures, and for that committee only. It had 
been frequently said in the course of this debate 
that this matter was liable to conflict with some 
provisions of what was called the ‘ Compromise.” 
Sir, (said Mr. B.,) I have little to say of this 
compromise. The people have not compromised; 
and the time must come when all such arrange- 
ments must be swept away by the loud voice of 
public opinion. Gentlemen might prepare them- 
selves for that event, for come it must and come 
it would. They might make up their minds 
for this event, for the labor of the country 
could not succumb to the interest of Europe, or 
the prejudices of the South. Mr. B. proceeded 
to a discussion of the relative strength of the cast 
and rolled iron of this country and of Európe; 
some of the latter of which, brought into this 
country under the name of rolled iron, was no 
better than cast—nay, it could be more properly 
compared to the ice that congeals from the roofs 
of your houses! He contended that the intro- 
duction of this European manufacture would 
peril the lives of our fellow-citizens, while we 
could have no legal redress for any accidents that 
might occur from the defect of the materials. He 
concluded by agai repeating that he had noth- 
ing to do with that false and cowardly arrange- 
ment so often called the ** compromise. ”? 

Mr. B. then renewed the motion to lay the res- 
olution on the table; which was decided in the 
affirmative, as follows—yeas 123, nays 85: 

YEAS — Messrs. John Quincy Adams, John 
Adams, Heaman Allen, Chilton Allan, William 


‘ Allen, Banks, Barber, Barnitz, Baylies, Beards- 


ley, Beaty, Beaumont, Blair, Boon, Brown, Bull, 
Burd, Burges, Burns, Chambers,Chaney, Chilton, 


William Clark, Corwin, Cramer, Crockett, Dar- 


lington, Amos Davis, Day, Denny, Dickson, 
Dickerson, Evans, Horace Everett, Fillmore, 
Fowler, Philo C. Fuller, Galbraith, Garland, 
Gillet, Grennell, Joseph Hall, Hiland Hall, Hal- 
sey, Hannegan, Hard, Hardin, Joseph M. Har- 

er, Harrison, Hathaway, Hazeltine, Heath, 

enderson, Heister, Howell, Ebenezer Jackson, 
Jarvis, William Cost Johnson, Richard M. John- 
son, Noadiah Johnson, Benjamin Jones, Kinnard, 
Lane, Lansing, Laporte, Lay, Thomas -Lee, 
Love, Lyon, Abijah Mann, Joel K. Mann, Mar- 


tindale, Marshall, Moses Mason, McKennan, || ` 


McKim, Mel.ene, McVean, Miller, Milligan, | 
Miner, Henry Mitchell, Robert Mitchell, Mor- 
gan, Muhlenberg, Osgood, Page, Parks, Parker, 
Patterson, Dutee J. Pearce, Phillips, Pierson, 
Pinckney, Pope, Potts, Ramsay, Reed, Schenck, 
Shinn, Slade, Sloane, Smith, Standefer, Steele, | 
Stewart, Sutherland, William Taylor, Francis 

Thomas, Thomson, Tompkins, Turner, Tweedy, ! 


Vanderpoel, Van Houten, Wagner, Ward, Wcb- | 


ster, Whallon, Frederick Whittlesey, Elisha | 
Whittlesey, Wilson, and Young—123. 
NAYS—Messrs. John J. Allen, Archer, Ash- | 
ley, Beale, Bean, Binney, Briggs, Bunch, Bynum, 
Cage, Cambreleng, Campbell,Carr,Casey, Chinn, 
Claiborne, Clay, Clayton, Clowney, Coffee, Con- : 


nor, Crane, Davenport, Deberry, Dickinson, |; 


Dunlap, Ewing, Felder, Ferris, Foster, William | 
K. Fuller, Gamble, Gholson, Gordon, Graham, | 
Grayson, Griffin, Hamer, James Harper, Haw- i 
kins, Hawes, Hubbard, Huntington, Inge, Wil- i 
liam Jackson, Kavanagh, Kilgore, King, Luke | 
Lea, Letcher, Lewis, Lincoln, Loyall, Lucas, | 
Manning, Mardis, John Y. Mason, May, Me- i 
Carty, McComas, McKinley, Moore, Murphy, } 
Patton, Peyton, Pickens, Franklin Pierce, Polk, | 
Rencher, Reynolds, Robertson, William B. Shep- | 
ard, Augustine H. Shepperd, Spangler, Speight, | 
Stoddert, William P. Taylor, Philemon Thomas, | 
Trumbull, Vance, Watmough, Wayne, Wilde, | 
Williams, and Wise—85. 
BRIDGE OVER THE POTOMAC. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter | 


to a resolution of the 16th instant, relative to the 
bridge across the Potomac; which was laid on 
table. 


from the Sceretary of the Treasury, in response ‘| 


| 


PRESENTS FROM MOROCCO. 


. The joint resolution authorizing the sale of a 
lion and two horses, received as a present by the 
American Consul at Tangier from the Emperor 
of Morocco, was read a third time, amended on 
the motion of Mr. Apams, of Massachusetts, and 
passed 

NICHOLAS D. COLEMAN. 


The bill for the relief of Nicholas D. Coleman 
was read a third time, and passed. 


DB. KILBURN. 


The bill for the relief of D. Kilburn was taken 
up. A lengthy discussion ensued, in which 
Messrs. WHITTLESEY of Ohio, WARD- 
WELL, THOMSON, BRIGGS, BURD, CHIL- 
TON, and BURGES, participated. 

Before any question was taken on the third 
reading of the bill, : 

Mr. PARKS, by consent, moved that when the 
House adjourns, it will adjourn to meet again on 
Monday; which was agreed to. 

The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE.: 
Monpay, December 22, 1834. 

Petitions and memorials were presented by 
Messrs. HENDRICKS, SILSBEE, WRIGHT, 
HILL, McKEAN, BUCHANAN, SMITH, 
CLAY, and PORTER. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a memorial from the convention Jately assem- 
bled at Baltimore, praying further aid from Con- 
gress for the continuation and completion of the 
Chesapeake and Ohio canal; which was referred 


| to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 


Mr. WRIGHT presented a memorial from a 


| number of merchants and others in New York, 


requesting the aid of Congress in fitting out an 
exploring expedition to the South Seas; which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


The following resolutions were submitted: 

By Mr. HILL: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be requested to transmit to the Senate, as early as 
may be practicable, the number and the amount 
of Navy and military Virginia revolutionary land 
warrants, now on file for scrip in the General 
Land Office; the names of the individuals who 
performed the service; and also the names of the 
persons or agents who filed the warrants, or are 
interested in the same. 

Also, that the Secretary of the Treasury be 
further requested to inform the Senate the 


! amount of suspended Navy and military Virginia: 


revolutionary bounty land scrip now lying in the 
General Land Office; the names of mdividuals 
who performed the service; and the namesof the 
persons or agents now claiming suid scrip, and 


|the reasons for suspending the delivery of the 


same. 

By Mr. LINN: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of making 
an appropriation to compensate Augustus Jones, 
marshal of Missouri, for services rendered the 
public in detecting and breaking up bands of 
counterfeiters, who were flooding the country 
with spurious money; and that said committee 
call on the Secretary for information relating to 
this subject. : 

By Mr. TOMLINSON: : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Claims be instructed to inquire into the ex- 
pediency of compensating Phineas Taylor, of 
Banbury, in the State of Connecticut, for a horse 
and other property taken from him for public 
use during the revolutionary war. 

By Mr. BLACK: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster General inform 
the Senate whether so much of the act of Con- 
gress, approved 25th June, 1832, as establishes a 


i mail route from Burnt Corn, in the State of Ala- 


bama, by Claiborne, Clarksville, Coffeeville, 
Washington Court House, Winchester, Ellisville, 
Williamsburg, Monticello, and Meadville, to 
Natchez, in the State of Mississippi, has been 
carried into effect; and if it has not, what cause 
or causes have prevented it. 


By Mr. POINDEXTER: . ; = 
_Resolved, That the.Secretary of the Senate be 
directed to procure fifty copies of the American 
Diplomatic Code, to be retained for the use of the 
Senate. 
This resolution was twice read, and referred to 
the Library Committee. 


By Mr. KING: : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
authorizing the appointment of an agent to re- 
ceive evidence of the losses sustained by the in- 
habitants of the now State of Alabama, by the 
invasion of a party of Creek Indians in the year 
1814, when Fort Mims was taken, and those who 
fied there for protection massacred. 

By Mr. SWIFT: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to cause a survey to be taken of the channel 
between the islands of North and South Hero, in 
Lake Champlain, together with an estimate. of 
the probable expense of removing obstructions 
to vessels in said channel, with a view of facili- 
tating the navigation of said lake, by the removal 
of said obstructions; and that he make a report 
thereof to the Senate at the next session of Con- 
gress. 

By Mr. KENT:. , ; 

Resolved, That the Committee on- Military 
Affairs inquire into the expediency of making 
an appropriation for the immediate commence- 
ment of fortifications on the Patapsco, at the city 
of Annapolis, and at St. Mary’s, all. deemed 
essential by the board of engineers, in their 
report, dated the 9th of February, 1821, for the 
security of the cities of Baltimore and Annapolis, 
and for the protection of the commerce of the 
Chesapeake Bay. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, reported a bill for the relief of Humphrey 
B. Gwathney. 


Mr. SHEPLEY, from the Committee on 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Peter H. 
Green. x 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, reported the bill to settle and-establish 
the northern boundary line of the State of Ohio, 
without amendment. : 

Mr. C. said he would call up this bill for con- 
sideration at the earliest period which was offered 
him. aes 
- Mr. MOORE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported the bill granting to the State of 
Alabama three per cent. of the net proceeds of 
the sales of public lands; amended to two per 
cent. . 

NOTICES OF BILLS. 


Mr. WRIGHT gave notice that to-morrow 
he would ask leave to introduce a bill entitled 
« An act in addition to an act to provide more 
effectually for the settlement of the accounts of 
receivers of public moneys,” approved March 3, 
1797. 

Mr. LINN gave notice that to-morrow he 
would ask leave to introduce a bill authorizing 
an appropriation to aid in improving the harbor 
at St. Louis. 

THE REGISTER OF DEBATES. 


Mr. BENTON rose and asked the indulgence 
of the Senate for a moment, that he might try an 
issue with Messrs. Gales & Seaton, editors of 
the Congressional Register, by an inspection of 
the record. He had stated, on Thursday last, that 
they had, in their Register, suppressed two of 
his main speeches on the Bank of the United 
States, in 1832, and inserted a falsified account of 
another. This statement seemed to be denied 
in the National Intelligencer of this morning, and 
he had now brought in the Register, Vol. 8, part 
the first, for the session of 1831-732, to verify 
what he had said. Mr. B. then turned to the 
Register, for the debate of June 8th and 9th, when, 
as the Senate would recollect, he spoke at large 
on the question to engross the bill: ke spoke the 
afternoon of one day and the forenoon.of the next 
Of all this, about half a column is in the Register; 
and even that attributed to him things which he 
had not said, and which he disclaimed. The 
second suppression was on the return of the bill 
with the veto message, when he again spoke the 


eij 


‘BA 


afternoon of one day and‘some hours of the néxt, | 
Of all this,scarce a paragraph was to be found in 
-the Register. It was a speech, however, which 
was well known to the country at the time, and | 
vhieb the Bank of the United States had re- 
viewed, and suvENTY-FIVE THOUSAND sonics were 
printed and circulated. Mr. B. said the editors 
of the Intelligencer had undertaken to show there 
‘could bé no suppression, because they had in- | 
serted a great many long columns of his speeches | 
in ther Register. He said it would not require a | 
yard-stick to measure what they had inserted for | 
him on these two occasions, when. he spoke part 
of two days at each time; abarley-cora would do 
for the measure. They were about the length of 
a barley-corn, as they appeared in the Register. į 


t 
t 
? k ih 
The third point that he complained of was, that 
} 


ef inserting under his name a falsified aceotiat of | 
ap unpleasant altercation which grew out of the | 
debate on the veto message. He nad qualified 
that account of that altercation, by the epithets 
which it deserved, on Thursday last, when he 
branded itas an infamous falsification of the truth. | 

“It was Mr B.’s intention, at some suitable 
time, to have a committee to examine into these | 


s + . a 
Registers, and that with mach larger views than | 


would relate to the personal injury done to him- ! 
self. For the present, he had no object but to 
wy an issue by inspectine-the reco he had 
done this,and showed the volume and page, day 
and year, subject and occasion, on which his 
speeches were suppressed and falsified. 


MILITARY LAND WARRANT 


The bill from the House to extend the time for | 
issuing and locating military Jand warrants was 
read twice, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
he Lands. 

PRESENTS FROM: MOROCCO. 


The joint resolution from the House authoriz- : 
ing the sale of the lion and horses presented to | 
tbe United States Consul at ‘Tangiers by- the | 
Fwperor of Morocco was read twiec; when 
Mr. CLAY said, as there was no very appro- 


priate committee to which the resolution could be j 
sent, he would move to refer the resolution to the | 


Committee on Agriculture, 


Mr. KING, of Alabama, observed, that as the 
presents appeared to be connected with onr for- | 
eign relations, he thought the Committee on | 


| for the purpose of obtaining a discharge 


Foreign Relations the most appropriate one for | 


the resvlution to be sent to. . 

Mr. CLAY objected to that reference, as the 
animals, he was informed, were now in this city, 
and the subject was not connected with our for- 
eign affairs, 

Mr. KING replied, that if the Committee on 
Agriculture desired to take charge of the subject, 


A A : § 
(not being hiwself on the commiitée,) be had no | 


objection. Buras it appear 
and other publie fanctionar 


d that our consuls 
could receive no 


presents from foreign Powers, and in previous | 


msanws, when- induced todo so, rather cian 
give offense to those who presented them, they 
had Leen sent to the Government, he thought the 
committee he bad indicated the most suitable one. 
But if the Agricultural Committee were desirou 


of using the horses, he (Mr. K.) had no objec- | 


tion. 


The resolution was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 


BILLS ORDERED TO A THIRD READING. 


The bill for the relicf of Samuel Smith, Lynn 
Magee, and Semoise, Creek Indians; 

The bill authorizing the relinquishment of the 
sixteeath sections for the use of schools, and 
granting other lands in Heu thereof; and 

< The bill for the reticf of Susan Marlow; 

Were read twice, as in Commitee of the 
Whole, and severally ordered ta be engrossed 
for a third reading, 

ELIZA SIMS. 


A bill for the relief of Eliza Sims was read and | 


referred. 
DISTRIBUTION OF DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. WAGGAMAN called up the resolution 
with regard to the distribution of the thirty copies 


of the documents relative to the public lands; | 


which was agreed to, 
FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 
The Senate then proceeded to the special order. 


i 


i the parties to it, that the first causes of complain 


of the day, the bill to appropriate $5,009,900 to 
satisfy claims for spoliations made upon Ameri- 
can commerce by France prior to 1800. 

Mr SHEPLEY said: Mr. President, when I 


| consider the importance of the bill now under 


consideration, I cannot forbear asking aga the 
indulgence of the Senate, while I turn to the pan- 


lished documents of this Government, and from | ; 
! decreed “That the French vessels of war and 


them attempt to show the justice of the measure 
contemplated by this bill. eae 

T am aware that it will be but a very limited 
and imperfect exhibition of the merits of the bill, 
to occupy the time of the Senate by a dry recital 
of State papers; an 


documents— 


That the property of our citizens was illegally |; ) shiy ] 
l eQ equipage) crew list. Whereas, without thes 


taken from them by France. ; 

That their right to have compensation from 
France was recognized by the United States; that 
it was also admitted by France. 


et, that is nearly all that 1): 
propose to do. I shall attempt to show from such |: ‘ i 
e Every American ship must bave a passport and 
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That France had claims against the United | 


States, the justice of which, to some extent, was 
not denied. 
hat compensation for these injuries might 
have been obtained from Fr 
willing to institute a commission for mutual com- 
pensation for injuries. France offered this. 
That compensation was not obtained, because 
the United States chose to discharge these claims 


obligations to France, 


The right to compensation was not destroyed į; 


by a state of war, 
For the purpose of showing the character of 


the injuries inflicted upon our commerce, it will i 


ance, if we had been | 


of her | 


be necessary to examine the commercial relations : 


between this country and France at that time. 
By.the treaty ofamity and commerce of the 6th 

of February, 1778, article twenty-third, it pro- 

vided tiat it shall be lawful for the subjects of 


i France and the people of the United States “to 
‘sail with their ships with all manner of liberty | 
‘and security, no distinclion being made who are | 
‘the proprietors of the merchandises laden thereon, | 


‘ from any port to the places of those who now are, or 
‘thereafter sha'l be, at enmity wita Ure most Christian 
t King, or the United States.” And this‘ not only 


‘dircetly from the places of the enemy aforemen- j 


‘tioned to neutral places, but also from one place 
‘belougtuz toan enemy to another place belonging 


‘to an enemy, whether they be under the juris- |! 


‘diction of the same prince, or under several.” 


“ nd if is hereby stipulated, that free ships shall also |i 


‘give a freedom to goods; and that everything shall 


“be deemed to be free and exempt,” “although | 
, d 


‘the whole lading, orany part thereof, should ap- 
* pertain to theenemies of cither, contraband goods 
‘being always excepted.” ; 

The twenty-fourth article enumerates the goods 
which are to be regarded as contraband. 


The twenty-fifth article prescribes, that in casc | 
either party shall be engaged in a war, its ships ! 


and vessels “must be furnished with sea-letters 


‘hulk ofthe ship,” according to the form annexed 
to the treaty. ‘This was to be the evidence of the 
property of the ship as respects its national char- 
acter. 

ft was during the existence of this treaty, ad- 
mitted by both parties to be then obligatory upor 


i] 
t 
arose. 

By a decree of the National Convention of 
France, of the date of May 9, 1796, it is declared 
“Arr. 1. The French ships of war and priva- 
‘teers may arrest and bring into the ports of the 
t Republte the neutral vessels which shall be laden 
‘wholly or in part, cither with articles of provisions 
‘belonging to »0utral nations, and destined to an 
‘enemy’s port, or with merchandises belonging 
‘to an enemy.’” ; 

The same convention, on the 23d of the same 


month, declared by deeree “ that the vessels of | 


‘the United States are not comprchended in.the 
‘dispositions of the decree of the 9th of May.” 
This deeree of the 23d was re 
of May. 


The convention, on the Ist of July, again 


pealed on the 98th: 


ji 


decreed that the vessels of the United States | 


were not comprehended in the decree of the 9th 
of May; and the decree of the 27th July again 


‘t maintained the disposition of that of the 9th of 
May.’’. 


ie 


' tare, in the 


29 


AW y 


The Executive Directory, on the July, 
796, declared “that neutral and allied Powers 
shall, without delay, be notified that the flag of 
‘the French Repnblic will treat neutral vessels, 
‘either as to confiscation, as to searches of cap- 
same manner as they shall suffer the 
€ Bugtish to treat them.” - 

And on the 2d of March, 1797 


] 


s the Directory 


‘privateers may stop and carry into the ports 
tof the Republie neutral vessels which may be 
‘found loaded entirely or in part with merchan- 
‘dise brlonging-to the enemy.”? 

Fhe such Minister of the Marine and of 
the Colonies, on the 30th April, 1797, declare 


s: 


‘a (role Peqaipage) ship’s roll -1 mean a (liste 


‘papers, she ought to be confiscated. ™ And he 
ons for it; and yet the passport only 
was requiréd by the treaty, as was afterwards 
admitted by France. 

‘The Council of Five Hundred, on the 11th Jans. 
uary, 1798, decreed, that “ The character of the 
‘ vessel, relative to the quality of neuter orenemy, 
‘js determined by her cargo.” 

An extraordinary tribunal was made the o 


rgan 


‘to decide upon prizes by a deeree of the Rth of 


November, 1793, declaring the * volidity or in- 
‘validity of prizes made by privateers, shall be 
‘decided by way of administration by the Provi- 
‘sory Executive Council,” 

All these decrees, and the proceedings. under 


` them, were notonly in direct violation of the treaty 


and the articles recited, but so far these depreda- 
tions on our commerce took place before the pas- 
sage of the act of Congress of the 7th of July, 
1798, annulling the treaties. 

The right of the citizens to have compensation 
from Erance was, as I have said, recognized by 
the United States, eek. t 

The Sceretary of State, Mr. Jeferson, in a cir-’ 
cular letter addressed to the merchants, under 


i date of August, 1793, says: *¢1 have it in charge 


‘from the President to assure the merchants of 
‘the United States, concerned in foreign com- 
‘merce or navigation, that due attention will be 
‘paid to any injuries they may suffer on the high 
‘seas or in foreign countries, contrary to, the law 
‘of nations, or to existing treaties; and that on 
‘their forwardipg hither well-authenticated cvi- 
‘dence of the same, proper proceedings will be 
‘adopted for their rechef,” 

Andina letter to our Minister to Great Brit- 
ainyunder date of April 26, 1797, the Secretary 
says: ‘ Thatnearly all the vessels, orcargoes, or 
‘both, which are-carried in by their privateers, 

are cgndemned by the civil officers on shore, 
t Besides, when he (Mr, Adet) mentions unau- 


ji ‘thorized captures, he cannot refer to (he multi- 
! ‘tude which we complain of, as made in dircet 


‘violation of our treaty with France,” 
In the instructions to our Envoys to France, 


y i under date of July 15, 1797, is this declaration: 
‘or passports, expressing the name, property, and | 


“Indeed, the greatest part, probably nearly all, 
“the captures and confiscations in question have 
‘been committed in direct vidlation of that treaty, 
‘or of the law of nations.” 

The President of the United States in his speech 
of the 8th of December, 1798, speaking of a de- 
cree of the Directory, says, ‘Et enjoins them to 
‘conform to all the laws of France, relative to 
‘eruising and prizes; while these laws are them- 
‘selves the sources of the depredations of which. 
‘we have so long, so justly, and so fruitlessly 
‘complained .’? . 

So perfect was the right of the citizens to have 
compensation regarded, that in the instrnetions, 
under date of 22d October, 1799, to our Envoys 
to France, is this clause: i 

** First—At the opening of the negotiation, you 
‘will inform the French Ministers, that the United 
States expect from. France, as an indispensable 
condition of the treaty, a stipulation to make to 
the citizens of the United States full compen- 
sation for all Josses and damages which they 
shall have sustained by reason of irregular or 
illegal captures, or condemnations of their ves- 
sels and their property, under color of authority 
or commissions from the French Republic or its 
agents.” 

„li remains, next, to ascertain whether France 
did not admit her obligation to make*compensa- 


‘ 
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In the deliberations of the Executive Directory 
on July 31, 1798, it is stated, that such inform- 
ation has been received as to ‘leave no room to 
‘doubt, that French cruisers, orsuch as call them- 
‘selves French, have infringed the laws of the 
‘Republic, relative to cruising and prizes.” 

And in a decree of the 18th of March, 1799, the 
Executive Directory admits, that the former 
decree “ in what relates to the roles d’equipage, 
‘with which neutral vessels ought to be furnished, 
‘has had improper interpretations, so far as con- 
‘cerns the roles d’equipage of American vessels, 
‘and that it is time to do away the obstacles result- 
‘ing therefrom, to the navigation of vessels of 
‘that nation.’’ 

Our Envoys, claiming compensation from | 
France, find France also claiming a fulfillment on 
our part of the treatics; and in their letter of 17th | 
May, 1800, to the Secretary of State, they say, 
‘s Our success is doubtful. The French think it 
‘hard to indemnify for violating engagements, 
“unless they can thereby be restored to the bene- ; 
*fitsof them.” The objection here, then, is not to | 
making an indemnity, but to making it without | 
having the benefit of the same treaties, for the vio- 
lation of which we claimed ofthem compensation. 

The French Ministers, in their proposal to the 
-American envoys, under date 1th August, 1800, 
says: ‘Thus, the first proposition of the Min- 
“isters of France is to stipulate a full and entire | 
‘recognition of treaties, and the reciprocal engage- 
‘ment of compensation for damages resulting on 
“both sides from thcir infraction.” 

If this is not accepted, they then propose ‘the 
abolition of ancient treaties,” and, in such case, 
“ there would be no demand of compensation.” |! 

Here, then, is an offer of compensation for in- |i 
juries to oùr citizens, made by France, but she | 
claimed compensation from the United States for 
the non-fulfillment of the treaties, and that the | 
compensation should be reciprocal. 

These claims of France against the United | 
States arose out of our neglect or refusal, as she 
alleged, to fulfill the stipulations of treaties. They | 
were, first: the Jith article of the treaty of alli- | 
ance of 6th February, 1778. This article stipu- 
lated the guarantee should be on the part of * the 
‘United States to his Most Christian Majesty, 
‘ the present possessions of the crown of France | 
‘in Ameriga. as well as those which it may ac- 
‘quire by the future treaty of France.” 

And, secondly, the 17th and 22d articles of the 
treaty of commerce of the same date. By the 
first of these articles, the privateers and prizes of 
France might enter our ports and departat pleas- 
urc, and the privateers and vessels of the encmies | 
of France were excluded from ‘our ports, And 
the latter article prohibited the privateers of the 
enemies of France from being fitted out in our 
ports, and sale of their prizes being made in 
them, or even provision furnished more than was 
necessary for their going to the next port. 

The importance of the stipulations to France 
will be readily acknowledged, when we remember 
that she was at war with England; that she had | 
islands in the West Indies to be preserved; that, 
by having a place of refuge in our ports for her 
armed vessels, she could greatly harass and in- 
jure the very extensive commerce of England in 
‘the West Indies, take her vessels, and retreat in 
safety with them to our ports. . 

Our Government, itis well known, determined 
to maintain a strict neutrality between the con- 
tending parties, and refused to France the advant- | 
ages which these treaties gave her; and this 
course was the occasion of great complaint, and 
of a very sharp correspondence between the Min- 
isters of France and of this Government. 

In the course of the negotiation to settle the 
difficulties between the two nations, our Minis- 
ters, not being authorized or willing to agree to | 
«the reciprocal engagement of compensation for | 
damages resulting on both sides”? from the breach 
of the treaties as proposed by France, offered 
finally, in their letter of the 20th of August, 1800, 
that ihe ancient treatics should be renewed and 
confirmed, with certain modifications These 
were, that the articles respecting privateers and 
prizes should be so modified as, upon payment 
of 3,000,000 franes within seven years, no greater 
rights than those of the most favored nations | 
should exist; and that the mutual guarantee 
should, for the future, be considered as fulfilled, 
by affording aid to the amount of 1,000,000 of 


francs, when either party was attacked; and that 
either party might ‘ exonerate itself wholly from 
j its obligation by paying to the other, within 
seven years, a gross sum of 5,000,000 of francs 
‘in money, or such securitics as may be issued 
‘ for indemnities;’’ and that ‘¢ there shall be a re- 
‘ciprocal stipulation for indemnities, and these 
‘indemnities shall be limited to the claims of indi- 
viduals.” It will be noticed here, that the United 
States Ministers do not offer to France any com- 
pensation for the injury to France as a nation, for 
the claims respecting the guarantee and the priv- 
ileges for privateers and prizes for the past. 

‘The French Ministers, on the 25th of August, 
say that their proposal to confirm the ancient 
treaties, and for mutual compensation, ‘ did away 
allidea of a modification,’ and that, as the Amer- 
ican Ministers had proposed an essential modif- 
cation of the seventeenth article, ‘it is therefore 
‘evident that this note refers to the second part of 
‘the alternative, which consisted of a new treaty, 
< without indemnity.”’ 

“ The French Ministers therefore insist upon 
‘the condition, that all stipulation for indemnities 
‘be laid aside.’’ 

They make the following propositions to our 
Ministers: 

“ist. The ancient treaties shall be continued 
‘and confirmed to have their full force, as if no 
£ misunderstanding between the two nations had 
‘ever occurred ‘ . 

‘69d. Commissioners shall be appointed to 
‘liquidate the respective losses. 

‘3d. The seventecnth article of the treaty of 


i *commerce of 1778 shall be continued in full force 


‘with a single addition, immediately after these 
‘words, to wit: © And on the contrary, no shelter 
* shall be given in their ports or harbors to such as 
«shall have made prize of the subjects of his Ma- 
‘jesty, or of the citizens of the United States,’ 
‘there shall be added, ‘if it be not in virtue of 
‘known treaties on the day of the signature of the 
‘present, and snbsequentto the treaty of 1778, and 
“that for the space of seven years. ‘The twenty- 
* second article subject to the same reservation as 
* the seventeenth article. 

“4th. If, during the term of seven years, the 
‘ proposal to establish the seventeenth and twenty- 
“second articles be not made and accepted without 
< reserve, the award for indemnitics determined by 
‘ihe commissioners shall not be allowed. ; 

“5th. The guarantee stipulated by the treaty 
‘of alliance shall be converted into a grant of 
t succor for two millions. But this grant shall 
* not be redeemable unless by a capital of ten mil- 
lions.” 

These proposals not being satisfactory to the 
American Ministers, the French Ministers made, 
on the 4th of September, 1800, proposals anew: 

« We shall have the right to take our prizes 
‘into the ports of America. ; 

«s A commission shall regulate the indemnities 
‘which cither of the two nations may owe to the 
‘citizens of the other. The indemnitics which 
«shall be due by France shall be paid by the United 
‘States. And, in return for which, France yields 
‘the exclusive privilege resulting from the seven- 
‘teenth and twenty-second articles of the treaty 
“of commerce, and from the rights of guarantee 
‘of the eleventh article of the treaty of alliance.”’ 

The American Ministers answer on the 6th of 
September, and say these proposals are inadmis- 
sible. ‘ The nearest approach to them?’ is 

«jst. The former treaties shall be renewed 
‘and confirmed. 

«9d. The obligations of the guarantee shall 


| «be specified and limited as in the first paragraph 


«of their third proposition of the 20th of August. 

«3d. There shall be mutual indemnity and a 
* mutual restoration of captured property not yet 
‘definitely condemned, according to their fifth 
«and sixth propositions of that date. 

“4th. If, at the exchange of ralifications, the 
< United States propose a mutual relinquishment of 
‘indemnity, the French Republic will agree to the 


| c same; and in such case the former treaties shall 


« not be deemed obligatory, except under the sev- 
‘enteenth and twenty-second articles of that of 
‘t commerce, the parties shall continue forever to 
‘have for their public ships of war, privatecrs, 
‘and prizes, such privileges in the ports of each 
‘other as the most favored nation shall enjoy.” 

The American Ministers requested a confer- 
ence to consider these propositions; and in their 


journal, under 12th September, they say, “ The 
f first and third were agreed to, with some modifi- 
‘ cation of the third as to the rules of evidence, 
which did not vary its principle.’ “The second 
and fourth were considered together, as in some 
measure connected; and, after considerable’ dis- 
cussion, the French Ministers said, +¢ Unless an 
‘ option perfectly similar and reciprocal was as- 
f ‘sured to the French Republic, the operation of 
: which would enable her lo get rid of the indeninities, 
by an offer of abandoning the exclusive privileges,” 
they could not agree to it. . 

Here it will be noticed that it was agreed that, 
upon the former treaties being confirmed, indem- 
nities should be paid, but France would not yield 
her exclusive rights under the treaties; bud by pay- 
iment being made to our citizens by their cwn Gov- 
| ernment, or by a relinquishinent of indemnities r 
Ministers were not authorized to relinquish the 
indemnities, or to provide for their payment by 
the United States; and hence they say on the 
13th September in their journal, that ‘ being now 
‘ convinced that the door was perfectly closed 

against all hope of obtaining indemnities with 
t any modifications of the treaties, it remained only 
‘ to be determined to attempt a temporary arrange- 
“ment,Wwhich would extricate the United States 
| ‘from the war, or that peculiar state of hostility 
‘in which they are at present involved.” < 

This is not an allegation that indemnity could 
not be obtained at all, but only that it could not 
be obtained without a performance on our part of 
the obligations into which we had entered by our 
treatics with France. 

Here, then, let us contemplate the condition of 
the negotiation and state of facts admitted by — 
i both parties. We have seen that the proposals 
| of the American Ministers, that the former treat- 
ies be confirmed, and that there should be mutual 
indemnities, were agrecd to. Butthe French Min- 
isters would not assent to the Americans only 
having the right to relinquish the indemnities as 
| a consideration for their discharge from the 17th 
i and 22d articles of the treaty of commerce. Let 
it be remembered that the claims of France can- 
not be regarded as destroyed by the act of Jul 
7, 1798, annulling the treaties, even if we admit 
that one party toa treaty can annul it bya legis- 
lative act. Both parties to the treatics admitted 
their validity until that act of 1798 was passed. 
For five years before the treaties were declared 
by the United States to be annulled, France had 
not had the benefit of the peculiar. privileges 
secured to her. Not that the Administration of 
that day is blamed; it might be wise to refuse to 
grant these privileges, and rely upon making a 
proper recompense, or upon finding an excuse 
for refusing it in the wrongs done to us, Our 
Government is a parental Government. It was 
| framed and exists for the promotion of the hap- 
piness of the people—for the protection and secu- 
rity of the rights and property of the citizens. 
It was bound by every duty to obtain indemnity 
for these citizens, if it could do so consistently 
| with its duties to other citizens. . It could have 
| obtained compensation for them without impos- 
| ing any heavier burdeh upon other citizens than 
i a performance of the duties enjoined by existing 
| treaties. Or it might have obtained indemnity 
| for these classes by causing their losses to be 
made good by all the citizens; that is, by the 
nation, as a consideration of a discharge from 
the treaty stipulations. Was it not just, that 
| the consideration for the discharge of the treaty 
stipulations should be borne by the whole, and 
not by a portion—and an unfortunate portion— 
i of its citizens? This Government cannot plead 
| that it will not obtain an indemnity for its citizens 
| of France, because France had claims against the 
| United States of a national character to a like 
| amount. It should keep the claims of the citizens 
| against France separate from the claims of a na- 
tional character against itself. If France had 
claims against the United States, those should 
have been satisfied by the whole people of the 
United States; and to make use of such claims 
against itself as an excuse for not obtaining com- 
pensation for losses incurred by a portion of its 
Citizens, is to impose upon thai small portion the 
| burden which should be borne by the whole. [t 
is, in effect, to take private property for public 
uses without just compensation. : 

And if this has been done, the claimants are 
entitled to a fair compensation. 


| 
i 
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The indemnities were not abandoned by the 
negotiators, but they postponed the further dis- 
cussion of the claims, on each side, to a future 
day, and on the 30th of September concluded and 
„signed a treaty, the second article of which is as 
follows: 

4 Arr.2. The Ministers Plenipotentiary of the 
* two. parties, not being able to agree at present 
t respecting the treaty of alliance of the 6th of 
‘February, 1778, the treaty of amity and com- 
“merce of the same date, and the convention of | 
“the 14th of November, 1788, nor upon the 
‘indemnities mutually due, or claimed, the par- 
‘ties will. negotiate further on these subjects 
‘*at a convenient time; and until they may have 
‘agreed upon these points, the said treaties and 
“convention shall have no operation, and the rela- 
t tions of the two countries shall be regulated as 
oe: ows.” 

. On the 3d of February, 1801, the treaty was 

ratified by the Senate, ‘* provided the second 

article be expunged,” and by adding an article 

Jimiting the operation of the treaty to a term of 

eight years. 

On the 31st of July, 1801, it was also ratified 
on the part of France—agreecing to the limitation, 
and to “‘the retrenchment of the second article, 
‘provided that by this retrenchment the two 
* States renounce the respective pretensiohs which 
tare the object of the said article. ” 

On the 19th of December following, the treaty | 
-was again submitted to the Senate, which ‘ re- 
“solved, that they considered the said convention 
‘as fully ratified.” 

This is the history of the final discharge of 
France from all obligation to compensate our citi- 
zens for losses.. It was effected by the act of this 
Government in expunging the second article of 
the convention, and regarding it as fully ratified, 
with the express provision annexed by France, 
that it -was a renunciation, by cach nation, of 
its claims. Thus, also, the United States were 
forever discharged from the onerous burdens of 
the ancient treaties, and from all claim of indem- 
nity for refusing to France the privileges which 
they secured to her. 

And at the same time, and by the same act and 
instrument, these claimants were forever deprived 
of obtaining that indemnity from France which, 

_if these claims had been kept separate and never 
had been connected with any subject of national 
grievance, they most certainly would have ob- 
tained. The history of negotiation cannot show 
a more direct surrender of an admitted claim, 
as a consideration of the release of an obligation. 
France always offered to set off one class of claims 
against the other ; the Envoys of the United States 
refused it; the Senate and the French Govern- 
ment agreed to it, and accomplished it, 

Nor was the right to compensation destroyed 
by astate of war. Neither nation regarded the’ 
right to claim, nor the obligation to compensate, 
as destroyed on account of the existing war. The 
United States claimed an indemnity as an exist- 
ing tight; and France admitted the claim to be 
good. 

Itis true, that the United’ States authorized the 
capture of the vessels of france on the high seas, 
but they declared it to be only in defense of the 
persons and property of their citizens. War was 
not declared by cither nation. And in the con- 
vention of 30th September, 1800, the claims on 
both sides were by the second article regarded as 
subsisting and valid. This would not have been 
done if war had destroyed the right to have a 
future negotiation and compensation. France in 
her negotiations declared, as our envoys say, that 
her object was toavoid making compensation for 
these claims, because she would find herself too 
much exhausted by the war to satisfy them; and 
yet, anxious as she was, she never insisted upon 
a discharge, because a state of war had existed. 

On the 16th August, 1798, the Executive Direc- 
tory declare their wish “ to pursue the friendly 
habits of France towards a people whose liberty 
it defended.” And at the same periód the Min- 
ister of Marine says, “Our political. situation, 
‘with regard to the United States citizen, not 
‘having as yet undergone any change which can 
‘affect the respect due-to neutral nations,” ‘* no 
‘injury should be done to the safety and liberty | 
tòf the officers and crews of any American ves- 

~s gels. 


The French Ministers, in their letter of the 6th i 


of May, 1800, speak of the ‘* misunderstanding” 
and ‘transient misunderstanding.”’ 

And in their letter of the 11th of August follow- 
ing, the French Ministers say, ‘‘ thatthe treaties 
‘ which united France and the United States are 
“not broken; that even war could not break them; 
‘ but that the state of misunderstanding which has 
© existed for some time,” * has not been a state of 
‘ war, at least on the side of France.” By saying 
the treaties are not broken, the French Ministers 
could not be regarded as intending to say, that 
they had not been in many instances violated, as 
they had both demanded and yielded to a com- 
pensation as proper for such violations. 

The Minister of Exterior Relations, Talleyrand, 
in a letter of August 28, 1798, says: ‘‘ Therefore, 
‘it never thought of making war against them, 
‘ nor exciting civil commotions among them; and 
t every contrary supposition is aninsult to common 
€ sense.” 

On the part of the United States itis well known 
that she always professed and determined to main- 
tain a ncutral position. 

In the instructions to our envoys, 22d October, 
1799, it is said: “ This conduct of the French 
‘Republic would have well justified animmediate 
‘declaration of war on the part of the United 
‘States; but desirous of maintaining peace, and 
t still willing to leave open the door of reconcilia- 
‘tion with France, the United States contented 
‘them selves with preparation for defense and 
« measures calculated to protect their commerce.”’ 

The American Ministers, in a letter dated 20th 
August, 1800, speaking of the act of Congress 
annulling the treaties, say, if it‘‘ had amounted 
‘ to a cause of war, yet, as the wisdom of France 
‘ reconciled it to peace, its application on the prin- 
‘ciple of war to the extinguishment of claims 
‘would be inexplicable.” 

Many other documents might be adduced to 
prove the positions which have been taken, but 
I forbear; my object being only to exhibit suffi- 
cient to show the relations of the two nations, 
and the manner in which these claims were dis- 
charged. i . 

Does it hecome the United States now to allege 
that these claims should not be paid by her, for 
other and different reasons than those which 
France used to avoid compensation? - 

France never seriously maintained that the 
claims were extinguished by war; and how can 
the United States now introduce such a defense? 

As tothe amount of compensation, there may 
not be any very certain and definite proof of it. 
It appears, from a letter of the Secretary of State 
to a former chairman of a select committee, under 
date of 22d January, 1827, that there were four 
hundred and forty-four cases then reported to that 
Department. I am informed that there were one 
hundred and seventy-five cascs filed before the 
commissioners under the Florida treaty, other 
and different from those comprising the four hun- 
dred and forty-four before named, making six 
hundred and nineteen cases, which are known. 
There are probably others. Five millions, divided 


among the six hundred and nineteen cases, would | 


give but little over $8,000 to each case as an 
average, 

It.is probable theaverage value would be much 
greater than that: sum. 

There is an estimation of losses accompanying 
eighty-cight out of the four hundred and forty- 
four cases, the aggregate of which is stated to be 
$2,235,702 59. ; 

If all the cases were to exhibit losses as great 
as these, the amount of the losses would be more 
than $11,000,000. But it is not supposed that 
all the cases were so valuable. 

The amount offered by the United States to 
France, to be released from the stipulations of the 
treaties, as we have seen, was eight millions 
francs. France offered to receive ten millions for 
the extinction of the guarantee, but would offer 
no sum for the relinquishment of her exclusive 
privileges under the treaty of commerce. 

It may be inferred from this, that both nations 
considered that the claims would amount to more 
than these sums—as France was anxious to set 
off the claims againstthe stipulations of the treaty, 
and the United States declined it, until it was done 
as before stated. 

It may be proper to remark, that these six 
hundred and nineteen cases are of an entirely 
different character, or are alleged to be so, from 


those for which recompense was obtained under 
the Louisiana treaty, or under the Florida treaty, 
and if they do not so prove to be, no compensa- 
tion can be made by the bill, as it does not provide 
for such as were provided for under those treaties. 
Our debt is paid. Compensation has been secured 
by treaty for all, or nearly all, the injuries which 
our citizens have suffered from other nations. 
Can the high character of this. nation for doin 
justice to all, at home and abroad, be maintaine 
without making compensation for these injuries, 
which have been the consideration of procuring 
for her a discharge from very onerous obligations? 
If the bill may pass, the only great claim remain- 
ing willbe satisfied, and the duties of the Govern- 
ment to do justice to all will have been fulfilled. 
If these claims are just, all fear for evil conse- 
quences to arise from their allowance may be 
dismissed. Things are rightly so ordered here, 
that to do justice to all others is to serve ourselves 
best. 

When Mr. S. concluded, 

Mr. HILL took the floor, and moved an ad- 
journment, but afterwards withdrew the motion. 

The Senate then proceeded, on the motion of 
Mr. POINDEXTER, to the consideration of 
executive business. i 

Whon the doors were opened, the Senate ad- 
journed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monpay, December 22, 1834. 


After the presentation of petitions and memo- 
rials, ` 

Mr. BYNUM moved the following resolution; 
which lies on the table one day: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be in- 
structed to lay before this House a report of the 
progress of different works of internal improve- 
ment now carried on by the General Government 
in the State of North Carolina, and the amount 
of appropriations expended in the prosecution of 
the same. ; 

On motion of Mr. DUNLAP, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Of- 
fice and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into 
the expediency of establishing a post route from 
Bolivar, Tennessee, by Nubbin Ridge, Simpson’s 
Bridge, on Hatcher river, Cyprus, Ciamberland, 
Wolfe’s Ferry, on Tennessee river, to William 
Lilly’s, in Harden county, in said State. 
| On motion of Mr. CLAY, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Of- 
fice and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into 
the expediency of establishing a post route from 
Campbelltown, Georgia, by way, of Jacksonville, 
in Benton county, to Ashville, in St. Clair coun- 
ty, Alabama. And alsoa post route from Belle- 
fonte, in Jackson county, by way of Rollins and 
Nicholson’s, in Will’s Valley, and Childress’s 
Ferry, on Coosa river, to Jacksonville, in Ben- 
ton county, Alabama. 

On motion of Mr. EWING, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of making an appropriation to provide dura- 
ble materials to construct a bridge on the national 


| road over the river Wabash, at Terre Haute, 


upon an approved plan, not impeding or obstruct- 
ing the navigation thereof. 

On motion of Mr. POPE, it was : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
making an appropriation in aid of the support of 
the marine hospital at the qty of Louisville, in 
the State of Kentucky. 

On motion of Mr. EWING, of Indiana, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs be instructed to inquire into the justice and 
expediency of making provisions for the widows 
and orphans of such officers and soldiers in the 


i] service of the United States, as died on the fron- 


tier in the late Indian war with Black Hawk. 

On motion of Mr. MAY, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
repealing so much of the law in relation to the 
sale of the public lands which prohibits the actual 
settler from purchasing more than two tracts of 
forty acres each, 


On motion of Mr. LYON, of Michigan, it was 


Resolved, Thai the Committee on Commerce 


‘Michigan Territory 
ADMINISTERING OATHS. 


The bill to authorize the registers and receivers 
of the public land offices to administer oaths con- 
nected with the entry and sale of the public lands, 
was taken up, and read, as follows: 


© Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Con- 
gress assembled, ‘Thatit shall be lawful for any reg- 
aster or receiver of any land office of the United States 
to admini ter any oath that may be necessary, or re- 
quired by law, in the entry or purchase of public 
lands, and to receive therefor such compensation as 
now is, or may hereafter be, allowed for-the admin- 
istration of oaths or taking affidavits, by the laws of 
the State or Territoryin which such service may be | 
performed; and such affidavit shall be filed in the 
proper land office, as now required by law. 

“ Sec. 2. And he it further enacted, That any 
person who shall willfully and corruptly takeany 
false oath before any register or receiver of any | 
land ofice of the United States, in any ‘of the 
cases contemplated in the foregoing section, shall 
be held and deemed guilty of perjury, and, on 
conviction thereof, be punished as in other cases 
of willful and corrupt perjury.” 

Mr. LANE moved to amend the hill by strik- 
ing out the words in italics, and inserung the 
following in lieu thereof: 

“ And itis hereby made the duty of the regis- 
“ters and receivers of the land offices of the Uni- 
“ted States to administer all such oaths, and to 
‘fill up all such affidavits (as shall be furnished 
‘to such register and receiver from the proper 
‘Department in the form of printed blanks) as 
‘shall, or may be, necessary or required by law 
‘in the centry or purchase of the public lands, 
“without compensation.” 

Mr. McCARTY said he was opposed to the 
amendment offered by bis colleague, (Mr. Lane.] 
He considered it would be unjust and iliberal on 
the part of the Government-to require its public 
officers to perform these additional duties without 
compensation. He said he was in favor of the 
passage of the bill, for it contained provisions that 
would relieve the purchasers of the public lands 
in many districts from much trouble. Instead of 
being under the nceessity of hunting up a judicial 
officer to draw up the necessary affidavits and 
administer the oaths required by the existing 
laws, as is now the case, this bill contemplates 
the performance of this duty where it should be, 
at the register’s office where the entry is made; 
he was therefore for the bill, He thoughtit ought 
to be amended, but that the amendment under j 
consideration was objectionable. Mr. McC. said | 
be considered it improper to require either the 
payment of this additional expense by the pur- 
chasers of public lands, or the performance of the 
duties without compensation. It was the act of 
the Government that made it requisite that these 
affidavits should be taken; they should therefore 
pay theexpense. He hoped the amendment under 
consideration would not be adopted, and concluded 
by asking the reading of an amendment which he 
sont to the Chair, providing for the payment of 
these additional services by the Government, 
which, if in order, he would offer when the amend- 


ne 
ment then before the House was disposed of. 
Mr. LANE was opposed to the amgndment of 
his colleague. It would greatly increase the sal- | 
aries of these officers, who already received al- | 
most the best pay under the Government. They | 
were offices which were eagerly sought after, and | 
tenaciously held on to, under the presentcompen- | 
gation. ‘Those officers are now paid a salary of 
€500, and one per cent. on the amount of pur- 
chase-money received by them for public lands. 
They are also furnished stationery. Many of 
them receive from $1,500 to $3,000 per annum; | 
and if the amendment of his‘colleague prevailed, 
some of them would receive at least $5,000 per 
annum, and the whole of them would obtain by 
it a greatly increased compensation. By his own 
amendment, he proposed that neither the pur- | 
chaser nor the Government should pay the fees 
for administering the necessary oaths; but that 
the duty should be performed without fee by 
those who already receive the most ample salary. 


į ment has ever acted; but 1 differ (said Mr. McC 


| may. 
creasing salarics, but the reverse; but when you į 


y 


very much from the statement of the gentleman | 
in reference to the extent of this increase of | 
salary by the payment of these extra duties. Tj 
have had something to do with this kind of ser- 
vies myself, and I will venture to say, that the | 
compensation for these extra duties, by the allow- | 
ance of the ordinary fees, will not increase the 
emolument of the officers of a single land office 
in the United States to exceed $200 or $300 per 
annum; but notwithstanding this fact, there were | 
times immediately preceding a public sale, when | 
pregmption rights had to be perfected, when it 
would require more than one or two clerks to 
enable the register to keep pace with the demands | 
upon his office, and this musi be done with the | 
greatest possible dispatch, cost the officer what it | 
lam not (said Mre Me.) in favor of in- | 


demand the time and service of a citizen, you 


should pay him a reasonable compensation for | 


Mr, | 


the services you thus demand and receive. 
“McC. was aware that his colleague was convers- 
ant with the transactions in a particular land 
office; his attention had upon a time been partic- 
warly directed that way; but the gentleman knows 


| full well that the burdens of his amendment will 


not fall upon the officers of that office. No, sir; 
those duties will not have to be performed there; 
the burden will fall elsewhere; for I doubt very 
muck (said Mr. McC.) whether it has ever,in the 
period of twelve months, or whether it will, in the 
same period to come, be neeessary, unconnected 
with any other subject than the sales of the public ! 
lands, to take fifty affidavits at the office to which | 
the gendeman has referred; therefore, these offi- 
cers will have but a small portion of those extra 
duties to perform, and therefore entitled to ro 
extra pay. They, it is true, get"high salaries, 
and they ought to be hrought down, as well as 
many others, to a standard with those who have 
to devote their whole time and attention, and 
receive much less. 

1 am not sure (said Mr. McC.) that my amend- 
ment can be entertained by the House, as it pro- 
vides for the payment of money, until it is con- 
sidered in committee. 

The SPEAKER replied that it could not. 

Mr. McCARTY. Then If move to commit the ; 
bill to the Committee of the Whole House, in | 
order that it may be properly amended. | 

Mr. CLAY hoped that the motion to commit | 
would not prevail. The main object of the bill 
was to afford facility to the purchasers of the 
public lands, in making their entries and pur- 
chases. Neither of the amendments was import 
ant to those most interested, and they would pre- 
fer paying the fee of twenty-five cents to the defeat 
of the bill. In order to insure the passage of the | 
act, he had assented to the amendment of one of 
the gentlemen from Indiana, [Mr. Lane.] He i 
never could support the amendment of the other 
member from the same State, [Mr. McCarry.] 
A commitment, unless toa day special, would be 
tantamount to a defeat of the measure, and he 
hoped it would not be done. , , 

Mr. MeCARTY proposed to commit the bill, 
and make it the order for to-morrow. 

Mr. LYON, of Michigan, was oppesed to both 
amendments, As a matter of convenience, by 
the original bill the purchaser may either make 
oath before the registers and receivers, or before 


-e 
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a justice of the peace.. This was all they: would 
require or expect. _ ee asl 

Mr. ASHLEY thought it a trifling matter-as-it 
regarded the fee for administering the oaths. Fle 
had no objection to the amendment offered by 
one of the gentlemen from Indiana, [Mr. Lawe.] 
In order, however,.to prevent the delay or defeat 
of the bill, by the-diseussion of unimportant 
propositions, he would move the previous ques- 
tion, . : 

Mr. A. subsequently withdrew his motion for 
the previous question; when the motion to commit 
was negatived. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Massachusetts, said he hoped 
the first amendment would be adopted, and that 
the amendment last offered would be rejected. 
These officers, the registers and receivers of the 
public lands, owe their whole time to the public 
which employs and pays them. If they. were 
authorized to administer these oaths, it would be 
the public time, not their own, which would be 
devoted to that service. The last amendment 
offered would operate as a reduction of the price of 
the public lands. Mr. A. said there were already 
propositions cnougl before the House for reduc- 
ing the price of the public domain, and for giving 
away the public lands. We hear them daily— 
propositions, he might more properly call them, 
for robbing the public of its lands. Mr. A. said 
itshould notbe forgotten that these lands belonged 
to the whole Union; and yet we hear the: mon- 
strous doctrine almost. daily advanced ‘that the 
lands should belong to the States in which they 
are located! It was time for those States who 
receive no part of the benefit derived from plun- 
dering the public domain, to look to their rights, 
He called upon members to hold on to, and guard 
sacredly, the public purse-strings. The duties of 
the registers and receivers would not interfere 
with the administration of these oaths. 

Mr. CLAY said that the remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Apams] would 
have been more strictly in order, if made upon 
an oceasion in prospect, when the whole subject 
of the public lands would tome up for discussion. 
The gentleman scemed to be excited, and spoke 
of the daily attempts on the part of the new 
States to rob the Government of its territory. 
Was this truc? The applications made to this 


! House generally looked toa reduction of price 


of inferior lands, according to their diminished 


l-yvalue. ‘The propriety of complying wid: these 


requests would be a matter of inquiry at the proper 
time. But the gentleman complains that the old 
States receive no benefit from the disposition of 
the publicdomain. What (said Mr. C.) becomes 
of the millions which are paid- iato the public 
Treasury by the parchasers of the public lands 
inthe new States? Was not mnch the greater pro- 
portion of money thus paid into the Treasury 
expended for the benefit of the old States? ln 
relation to the present bill, its passage was of 
more importance to the purchasers than any con- 


| sideration connected with the subject of feces for 


administering the oaths referred to, ‘The prin- 
cipal object was to relieve the purchasers from 
the trouble of hunting up a judicial officer for 
that purpose, and he trusted the quesuion would 
be taken at once, and the bill be suffered to pass 
Mr. BOON said the amendmentof his colleague 
[Mr. Lane] would operate unequally. By it, 
those receivers and registers who will have much 
the largest salaries will have the least to perform. 
Hoe was anxious that the officers referred to should 
be put upon something like a footing of equality. 
Mr. LANE said his colleague [Mr. Boon] was 
mistaken in supposing that the greatest amount 
of duty under this bill would fall to the lot of 
those who received the smaliest salaries. He re- 


; ferred to the business of several of the land offices 


to show that in this particular he was. correct. | 
‘Tt was proper that some person acquainted with 
the subject should administer these oaths, and 
hence the receivers and registers had been named 5 
but what was most important, they were required 
to perform this duty without fee or reward. He 
agreed with the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
(Mr. Apams,] that these officers owed, their-time 
to the country, and they-were well paid for it. 
Mr. MARDIS said the debate which was pro- 
gressing he considered wide of the question. 
The bill propases to substitute the registefs and 
receivers of the public land offices for judicial 
officers, before whom certain oaths or affidavits 
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shall be made. It was also proposed to amend 
this proposition, and require this duty to be per- 
formed without charge to the person making oath; 
and upon- this question of mere convenience or 
facility to the purchaser of the public lends, we 
are engaged in a discussion of the whole land 
subject. “This was certainly not the time or the 
occasion to enter into adebaic upon the future | 
‘disposition of the national domain; and he there- | 
fore hoped. that the bill now before the House || 
“would be permitted to progress. | il 

Mr. Lane’s amendment was then agreed to, || 
avd the bill ordered to be engrossed. ij 


POST OFFICE INVESTIGATING COMMITTEE. | 


On motion of Mr. CONNOR, the select com- 
mittee appointed at the last sesson to examine 
; and report the situation of the Post Office De- 
partment bad leave to sit during the session of 
the House. 
REPORT FROM COMMITTEE. 


Mr. CHAMBERS, from the Committee on | 
Private Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief i 
of H. Bright; which was read twice and com- f 
mitted. ‘ i 

PAY OF THE ARMY AND NAVY. 


The House then resolved itself into the Commit- 'i 
tec of the Whote on the state of the Union (Mr 
Briaes. in the chair) on the bill to equalize and 
regulate the pay of the officers of the Army and į} 
Navy of the United States, and the amendments | 

“thereunto proposed by Mr. Warmuouer, as chair- 
man of the select committee, and by Mr. Wisg, 
a member of the Cowmittec on Naval Affairs, 

Mr PEARCE said he had bat fiw words to add 
to the remarks which he addressed to the com- ii 
mittee on Friday last. He would be brief; and ` 
he hoped the example would be followed. Te 
professed no spirit of prophecy, but he dcemed 
it no bazard to predict that, if the bill was not 
passed through the committee to-day, or at fur- 
thermost to-morrow, its fate would be great 
petiled by the delay. Mr. P. then proceeded 
give the reasoas which induced him to prefer tl 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Vi 
ginia [Mr. Wise] to that of the select commit- 
tee, Whon he last addressed the committee, it 
appeared that he misconceived the nature of the 
duties of a gunner on board of ship. He sup- 
posed his station to be at the gun, but he was 
now informed that this officer had charge of thel) 
magazine, and was placed below to deal out the 
awmunilion in tine of action, Mr. P. said, how- 
ever, he had nothing to take back in what he had 
said. ‘The importance of the office, iv his mind, ! 
was in no respect depreciated, bat rather cn- 
hanced. A man who filled that very responsible 

station should be one of character and respect- i 

ability, and his pay should be commensurate with | 
his services, Mr. P, next spoke of the import- 


| that probably will never fall'to the lot of the juni- 


i 5 ; 
to the advance which had been made in the pay | 


i asthe most equitable and satisfactory in all its 
ij details. 


ance of the officer denominated the schoolmaster; 
or, by the amendment of the select committee, 
called ‘the professor of mathematics, He con- 
tended that these should be as competent as any | 
of the: professors of our universities; and bave | 
a corresponding compensation. There once was 
a project afloat, for the establishment of a naval 
school in our country; but for his own part 
he had no hope of living so long as to see 
that object realized. When he reflected on the 
strong tecling-—he might say prejudice—exist- 
ing against our Military School al West Point, 
he despaired of ever seeing one established for the 
Navy Another difficulty was, that, even if the 
project was a popular one, a delegate in the coun- 
cils of tye nation from Maryland would probably 
deem Annapolis a proper location for the ser ool 
——one from Pennsylvama would think Philadel- 
phia its mosteligible site—while be himself would 
doubtless contend that the place of his own resi- 
dence was preferable to all others. Under these 
circumstances the office of schoolmaster on board 
became doubly important in his estimation. He 
next spoke of the pay of surgeons and their 
assistants —preferring the more liberal compensa- j 
tion offered by the amendment of the gentleman | 
from Virginia, [Mr. Wise:} He understood i 
these’officers were compelled to furnish their own | 
medicines, which rendered it necessary to ex- | 
f 

H 
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pend two years’ salary before the commencement 
ofan ordinary voyage. Mr. P. said he did not 
wish to curtail the pay of any officer in the ser- | 
vice, but he could not- understand what was meant 


| recognized one [Mr. Warp] in a-most esteemed 
‘ colle 


i times called economy, and sometimes parsimony, 


: who bad avowed such uncom 


gers on the same station. The latter would not, 
like the former, have to defray the extravagant || 
expenses of the lady of an English nobleman. 
Again, there were other disparaging cireumstances 
in the service operating against the junior officers 
of the Navy. They had not the same chances of 
promotion that their seniors have enjoyed, among | 
which was the bencfit of the wars in whieh our | 
country has ever been engaged. Mr, P. said, he 
certainly. could have no feeling conflicting with 
the interests of the captains. To Commodore 
Rodgers he felt under peculiar obligations, as 
having done more for his. State than any other 
officer in the Navy. Captains Hull and Chauncey 
he looked upon as the next-door neighhors of 
himself and his constituents. Captain Morris he | 
considered as the joint property of Rhode Island 
and Connecticut. But some of the senior officers 
of the Navy have already enjoyed an opportunity 


ors—that of making fortunes by the transporta- 
tion of specie. The gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Mann] had advocated the reduction of the |: 
salaries of the officers of the Army. This; Mr. P. || 
believed, to be totally impracticable, Headverted ii 


of other officers of the Government, particularly | 
the heads of Departments, all of which had been 
advanced at least one-third; while that of our 
naval officers hag ever remained stationary. At- | 
tempts had often been made to reduce the pay of 


and Navy, contending that the latter should be 
raised, rather than the former reduced. He con- 
eluded by repeating his preference for the amend- | 
ment of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Wrsz] 


Mr. VANDERPOEL said, that the course 
which the debate had already taken was such as 
very gentlemen at all acquainted with the ele- 
ments of which this House was, and from the 
nature of things ever must be, composed, would 
naturally expect. The American Navy! A prop- 
osition to Inercase the pay of its officers!!! Whe 
charming themes to draw out on the one side the 
soul-stirring effusions of those orators (and he i! 
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tongues were inspired, by the recollection of | 


| 

uc) whose hearts were warmed, and whose | 

i 

what our gallant Navy had done; and, on the || 


other, the more chilling lueubrations of those; 
over-vigilant sentinels at the door of your Treas- ` 
ary, whose over-cstimate of one virtue, some- 
was apt to induce an under-estimate of another 
virtue, which might properly be called national $ 
justice. He would not say that the remarks of | 
another of his honorable colleagues, [Mr. Mayy,] | 

bad promising hostility |; 
to this bill and its amendments, entitled him to a | 
rank among these too faithful sentinels. The | 
frank and bold manner in which he al ways stated |} 
his propositions was an ample guarantce of his | 
sincerity, in whatever course he might take in į; 
relation to the various subjects that came here 
for our action and deliberation. * fi 
+ His colleague [Mr. Maxx] seemed to be not a |! 
little troubled about the manner in which this | 
bill came before us. It did not, in his opinion, |! 
come from the right source.. Et did not emanate || 


i with much favor. 
i carc not how it came here. If it has only pro- 
‘eceded from one of the regularly-constitured 
‘ organs of the House, | will, if it has merit, adopt 
iat. 
i to commend it to our favor? 
i; of truth and justice? 


|! unkind inquiry into its pedigree ? 


; resolution which 


| under the Government. 
| prising that, with the prospect of such pitiful. 
ii emolument, so many good and gallant men, who 
i have wants like ourselves, could have been in- 
j to compare the pay of the officers of the Army || 


from a standing committee of the House, and, 
therefore, in his opinion, it ought not to be treated 
For my part, (said Mr V.,)1 


Has the child charm and attraction enough 
Has it the charms 
If so, why should we not 
Why institute a most uscless and 
But, if it were 
in this instance necessary to vindicate its parent- 


embrace it? 


iage, or establish its legitimacy, he would not 


even despair of that task. Did the subject 
referred to the committee which had reporicd 


i the bill under consideration peculiarly belong to 


either the Military or the Naval Committee? 
Notatall, sir. Both the Army and Navy were 
within the scope of the inquiry contained in the 
had created the committee. 
They were required to ‘inquire into the expe- 
diency of equalizing the pay of the officers of the 
Army and Navy,” and it was therefore emphatic- 
ally fit and proper that it should be referred to 
an amphibious committee, like the one which, 
has reported this bill. The fallacy of his friend 
and colleague’s objection to the form (he spoke 
with great deference) was execeded only by the 
unsoundness of his views in relation to the 
substance, 

Tu regard to the gencral question, whether the 
compensation of the naval officers ought to be 


i raised, long speeches must surely be useless, 


The arguments for and against the proposition 
would very readily occur toevery intelligent mind. 
No very new or unknown facts could be disclosed 
—no strikingly new principles could be developed 
by discussion. The only questions to be deteyn- 
ined were—first, is the laborer worthy of his 
hire? and secondly, what compensation do the ob- 
ligations of justice, as well as the honor of the 
nation, require that we should render him? For 
his own part, (Mr. V. said,) he would freely ac- 
knowledge that, until his attention-was called to 
this bill, he was not aware (to borrow the very 
just and emphatic language of the Secretary of tie 
Treasury) ‘how degradingly low’? was the com- 


| pensation provided by law for the officers of the 


Navy. No candid man could doubt that they 
were more wretchedly paid than any other officers 
Was it not indeed sur- 


duced to enter the naval service? The love of 
country and the love of glory must indeed have 
been with them what they should have been— 
paramount considerations. It must, however, be 
remembered, that many, nay most, of the officers 
entered the naval service long before they had 
arrived to manhood,and were induced by parents 
and friends to choose this noble and patriotic 
occupation. They grew up to man’s estate, and 
then found themselves dedicated to the service of 
their country. Their habits were fixed, and their 
entire unfitness for any other avocation in life, 
by which they could earn bread for their wives 
and children, were as notorious and as well 
established as that the fishes of the deep could 
subsist only in their native element. Smphat- 


i ically given up, then, as they were, to their 


country, were they not the legitimate objects of 


! the care, or, at least, the justice, of that country? 


And yet, so low was the allowance upon which 
their sternparent had hitherto placed them—that 
parent whose interests they had ever been ready 


l to vindicate, and whose honor they had so val- 
i iantly protected—that it would now be an insult 


to the understanding of intelligent and honorable 
gentlemen to attempt, by any labored process of 
reasoning, to prove that their present compensa- 
tion could afford them aught but a mere scanty 


| subsistence; that, if true to the honor and dignity 
| of that flag which floats over them, they could 
; not, with their mere official earnings, make any 
| provision for old age and decrepitude, or become 


able to bequeath to their children aught but the 


| glory of their achievements, which was, to be sure, 


in its way, very good food for a proud heart, but, 
after all, a very poor guarantee against nakedness 
and hunger. 

Mr. V. said he would not enter upon a crusade 
against the Army; but justice required that he 
should remind the House that the present com- 
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pensation provided forthe Army is vastly greater 
than that whieh you give to your Navy. The 
report upon your table tells you, sir, thata major 
generalof the first rank, who ranks with a eap- 
tain of the Navy over fifteen years’ standing, re- 
evives. $3,542 more than a Navy captain; that a 
brigadier general, who ranks with a captain over 
ten years’ standing, receives $2,261 more than 
such captain; and that a colonel, who ranks with 
acaptain of the third rank, receives $799 per year 
more than such captain! He might go on to the 
end of the chapter, but he had already instituted 
comparisons enough to show that the inequality 
was most gross and shocking. And what was 
there in the nature of the two branches of the 
public service to justify such prodizious inequal- 
ity in the standard of conipcusation allowed to 
them? ‘There was nothing; but, on the contrary, 
it was no injustice to the Army to contend that, 
in time of peace, the claim to the highest com- 
pensation was vastly in favorof the Navy. Yes, 
commissions in the Army in time oF peace were 
comparatively sinecures. Barring the toilsome 
and honorable expedition aguinst Black Hawk, 
and an occasional chase after a few retreating and 
predatory savages, what has your Army donc, 
ov, rather, what has it had to do, since the peace 
of 1815? It had done all that bad been required 
of it, but it could, in the nature of things, have 
but little or nothing todo. Notso with the Navy: 
our vast and growing commerce must be pro- 
tected, the pirate must be driven from the occan, 
and peace and prosperity may smile over and 
gladden the land, but they bring to the gallant 
sous of the ocean no exemption from toil and 
peril. $ 
-And yet, sir, how has it happened that, when 
the pay of every other officer of the Government 
has been increased, your seerctarics, your treas- 
urer, your register, your euditers, and your 
clerks in the Departments —those clerks, (he did 
notmean to speak disrespectfully of them as men, 
| for he knew and esteemed many of them,) some 
of whom, as it regarded the nature of their duties, 
were mere machines, that did not require any 
more mind thau the pens with which they copied 
the thoughts of others—how, he asked, had it 
happened that their compensation had been in- 
creased and increased from time to time, until 
they were in receipt of very comfortable, not to 
say formidable sums, when the pay of the officers 
of the Navy, the men’ who were the protectors of 
your commerce, and in some measure the guar- 
dians of your national honor, had not, as had 
all other compensations, “ grown with the growth”? 
of the nation? Ft was, sir, because those brave 
men were not able to be here, leaning over our 
bar, as others had an opportunity of being, to 
petition and beg for an increase of their remuner- 
ation. No; they were on duty, many of them 


ww 


far from their friends, their native land, aud all |: 


the cndearments of home. ‘They were on their | 
stations or cruising on distant seas. 
“Their march is o'er the mountain wave, 
There home ison the deep? 

And because such was the case, would Con- 
gress neglect them? Hetrusted not. It was, in 
fact, high time that the rights of these merito- | 
rious men should be taken into consideration. | 
He was no enthusiast, but he thought a very high 
responsibility rested upon us to foster this most 
important branch of our national defense. He 
would say, that when he looked over the state- 
ment of the salaries that were paid to our naval 
officers, and compared those of the two services, 


the Army and the Navy together, and looked also |, 


at the sums paid to our civil officers, he blushed, | 
yes, blushed to turn from that statement to the 
mach our Navy had contributed towards the 
glorious results which this country had attained, 
with what imperishable laurels it had decorated | 
its brow ! . 

An argument against increasing the pay of the 
naval officers had been used by one of his honor- 
able colleagues [Mr, Mann] which struck him es 
entirely unsound, He had observed, that the pre- 
sent compensation of captains and commanders | 
of squadrons was much more than many gentle- 
men here can carn in their professions, and, therc- 
fore, it ought not to be increased. I fear, sir, that 


records of history, in which it was told how | 


if this standard were applied to our own cases, It 
would be pretty sure to prove that many of us 
illy deserve our eight dollars per day The gen- 


: said, 
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tleman no doubt alluded to lawyers and physi- 
cians. Now, sir, many of us but too well know 
that clients and patients in our respective vicini- 
ties are unkind enough to imagine thet they can 
very comfortably dispense with our services; and 
as to such (he did not mean to insinuate that his | 
esteemed ‘colleague was one) jt might truly be 

nid, at the end ofa long session, when their per 
diem and mileage make a pretty “ snug sum,” that 
their receipts here range far above the standard | 


: which the gentleman has prescribed as a proper 
measure of compensatian to public officers, viz: 


the amount they could earn at home. 
; ought not more elevated consider 


But, sir, 
€ ons to enter 
into the account in this matter than the mere esti- | 


mate of what an attorney, in some quiet village, 


without any temptation or exposure to expense, 


; could possibiy carn or would probably require 


i for the support of himself a 


nd his faw Can 


‘those who measure the merits and the claims of 


: the weather-be 


ten sons of the ocean by so con- 


. tracted a standard, appreciate the perils and pri- 


i vations to which they are constantly exposed, 

and the very important trusts that are confided to 
them? Do they recollect that they are not only 
| doomed to grapple with the enemies of their coun- 


‘try, when the war trump is sounding, but that 


' fected ; thatthey are in a great measure the guar- 
: dians of your national honor abroad, and that to ! 
‘them is committed, to a great extent, the high 


the storm, the tempest, and the pestilence; are 
everlasting foes with which no truce ean be cf- 


, trust of convincing the subjects of monarchs and 
: despots, what they have so strenuously contended 


i versive of all those courtesies and civilities, and | 


against, that a popular government is not sub- 


: that noble chivalry, which serve to characterize 


“humble estimation, clevated the standard of ai 
‘naval officer’s wants above that of the sons of 


the gentleman, aud elevate civilization? These 
were duties aud considerations which, im his | 


Eseulapius or the disciples of Lord Coke. By 


' saying this, he certainly meant no disparagement 


to those professions, of one of which he was an į 


humble member. 


! of compensation for your naval officers? 
i not take one of the mechanical branches? for, 


He would, however, ask, why select any of the 
learned professions as furnishing a proper measure 
Why 


i! surely, the mechanics were not inferior in respect- 


; which have been called in. question. 


| are indeed the salt of this nation. 


ability or national utility to any of the professions 
No, sir, 
quite the contrary. ‘The farmers and mechanics, 
the working and producing classes of the country, 
Blot them out, 


sir, and few and feeble indeed will be the hands | 
; to water that tree of liberty which took root with 


: the Revolation. 


Why not fix upon their carnings 


‘ and their income, as furnishing a proper measure | 


| suing the course, the mischievous tendency of 
: which [am attempting to demonstrate, should go 


very large sum. 


‘ expect, and do expect, from the chief of a great, 


of compensation to those who consent to be torn 
from their families, and all thatis dearin ‘ HOME,” 
to fight the battles of your country? Why not 
say that a journeyman mechanic can earn only 
$300 per year, and therefore your naval officers 
should not receive more? Gentlemen, while pur- 


the whole—riéure, L mean. They should not 


be obstructed in, or diverted from, their course hy H 
| the mole-hill impediments af national justice or 
‘national honor. 


He insisted upon the soundness 
of the principle, that there were some officers of 
the Navy whose compensation should be. such 
as to cnablc them to extend and reciprocate those 
hospitalities which they will naturally receive 
when abroad. It had been very appropriately 
asked during this discussion, by an honorable 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Reep,| why 
docs your President receive $25,000 per year? This 
was truly a ‘‘pretty snug sum’’—yes, it was a 
Was it given to cnable him to 
secure an inheritance for his children? No, sir. 
It was to enable him to extend those hospitalitics 
which all men of liberal feelings have a right to 


a free,anda wealthy nation. Your naval officers 
received civilities when abroad, and they would, : 


“as a general rule, dishonor the profession they i: 


had chosen, and that country whose stars and | 


: stripes they were so gallantly displaying, not to | 
reciprocate them. This necessarily increased their | 
and it was the occurrence of every year, | 


expense 


that a high-minded officer, having done all, and | 
no more, than the honor of his country required | 


i: 
i 
| 
i 
H 
i 


him to do, returned: from a foreign cruise with 
empty pockets—yes, almost overwhelmed with 
debt and embarrassment. His proud spirity sir, 
his love of country could not brook the idva, that 
the men and the officers of foreign vations should, 
when his back was tarned, tauntingly and exult 
ingly say among themselves: «There is a spect 
men of your free Governments—its officers afraid 
to accept of hospitalities abroad, because they are 
too stingy and too mean to return them.’ Sooner 
| than expose the country which they: loved -to 
such cutting, such humiliating reproach, they have 
ever proudly sustained the honor of that country, 
though want and poverty were its su¥e penalties. 
He would here take occasion to remark, that the 
interchange of these civilijes, on the part of our 
naval officers, with the citizens of other nations, 
| was, or might be, of great utility, independently 
of that courtesy, he should say decency, which 
required our officers to respect them. By this 
reciprocation of courtesies, our officers enjoyed 
the opportunity of becoming acquainted with the 
habits and manners of otber nations. They ac- 
quired facilities to sce and to become acquainted 
with their harbors, their coasts, their public 
works,their resources, and with their valnerable 


tion might be of inestimable value in the event of 
! a war with such nation. Every dictate of interest 
| combined with every consideration of national 
honor to demonstrate the expediency of giving to 


enable them to return, toa decent and reasonable 
extent, whatever civilities they might receive 
| from the citizens of other countries. 

But (said Mr. V.) I have been atsea quite long 
enough. It was high time that he anchored for 
afew moments to the amendments of the gentle- 
man from Virginia, (Mr. Wise.] He should’ 
vote for those amendments, because tlre original 
bill, or rather the amendment of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, as well as the amendments 
proposed by the honorable chairman of the com- 
| mittee, [Mr. Warmoven,] introduced a new prin- 

ciple in our statute-books. Hitherto seniority 
| of commission had not given any claim to an in- 
crease of a compensation. It was true that, by 
regulations established by the Secretaries of War 
and the Navy in 1818, with the approbation of 
i the President of the United States, it was estab- 
lished “that the rank and precedence of sea and 
| land officers will take place according to the seni- 
| ovity of their respective commissions,’’s but he 
was not aware that there had beemany legisla- 
i tive sanction of this principle. : e 

- Mr. WATMOUGH here referred .Mr.: V. to 
page 5 of thereport, to shew that this regulation 
had been sanctioned. 

Mr VANDERPOEL said, if it were as the. 
geneman had stated, he stood corrected. He 
had, however, another objection to the honorable 
gentleman’s amendments. He thought, that in 
his very laudable solicitude for the sentor, he had 
not done justice to the junior office. He would 
instance the case of the lieutenants, They were, 
in the first-instance, allowed $1,500 when at sea, 
and $1,200 when waiting orders. By the last 
amendments of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
they were to be allowed $1,200 when at sea, and 
$1,000 when waiting orders. y 

There was, in his opinion, a vast dispropor- 
tion between the junior and the senior offices. 
What was the present salary of a lieutenant? ft 
amounted to $960 per year. ‘This included rations 
and every allowance that they were entitled 
to. Now, when he considered that many of them 
would probably have to wait and toilforty years 
before they could be promoted—that they would 
have to serve six times as long as the patriarch 
of old served for his beloved prize, before they 
could he elevated to a captaincy, he thought the 
sum they now received most ‘‘ degradingly low,” 
and thatthe sum first mentioned could not be 
: deemed too bigh. He had, until he had very 
recently inquired into the matier, supposed that 


| everything was provided for our naval officers 


when at sca that there were what are commonly 
‘called “ ship’s stares” on board of our naval 
vessels, and that the officers, as well’as the 
sailors, were provisioned at the national expense. 
He had discovered, however, that such was 
not the case—that the officers had to find their 
own provisions, and even their own table furni- 
ture, and cooking utensils. Now, it was to be 


or their impregnable potnts—all which informa- W 


our naval officers such compensation: as would | 


60 


3 l 
And. when he considered how onerous, how 


highly responsible were the duties of lieuten- 
ants, their claim to an increase of compensation 
would be greatlyfortified. And what were those 
duties? As he understood, he had in time of 
action to direct and point the guns. Each lieu- 
tenant had charge of from sixty. to seventy men— 
there being from twelve to fourteen men stationed 
at cach gun. These men it was his duty to drill; 
and, when the enemy has boarded, the heutenant 
was, as he had learned from a source upon which 
he could rely, the first to board, unless a pike 
driven through his body prevented the execution 
of this hazardous piece of duty. He had, too, 
to take his turn on the watch, and was held re- 
sponsible for the general safety of the vessel. 
And what were his duties and obligations, ac- 
cording to the naval code of nations, on coming 
into port? because it might be said that he, at 
~ Jeast, had not the necessity of reciprocating the 
hospitality of officers in foreign service. 

But it was not so. According to the custom 
of naval life, the captains messed by themselves, 
and the subordinate officers by themselves; and 
if a lieutenant were entertained by an officer of 
the same grade in foreign service, on board ship, 
or on shore, he had to reciprocate the courtesy in 
like manner, by inviting him to the Jicutenant’s 

“mess. He had asked a lieutenant how he man- 
aged to get along, having to comply with these 
customs, and having, besides, a wife and family 
to provide for; and his answer was, ‘¢ When he 
left port he always found himself confoundedly 
in debt; and when at sca he worked for a dead 

“horse, and there denied himself all the luxuries, 
and many of the comforts, of life.’? Is this, sir, 
the measure of American justice to public scr- 
vants? He would notimpugn the motives of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Watmouci,] 
for he deserved much credit for what he had donc 
in this matter, but he, nevertheless, thought that 
he had in some measure overlooked the claim of 
these lieutenants. : 

There was another heresy. prevailing, which 
was in régard to the office and dutics of gunner. 


A gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Suruen-. 


LAND] had spoken with much eloquence in behalf 
of the gunners. Now he (Mr. V.) had supposed 
that the gunner was the man who loaded, and 
pointed, and fired the guns; but he found that 
such was not the case; that they were not the 
“men of fore and smoke;”’ that their station was in 
the magazine below, comparatively out of the 
reach of shot and danger; and that they smelled 
no other “smoke”? than that of the lamp which 
lighted that magazine. Why not, he would ask, 
give the increase to the hardy tars who had to serve 
at the guns—who were exposed to all the danger? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND observed that he had 
also pleaded. for the sailors. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL said he bad already de- 
tained. the committee much longer than he had 
intended when he rose, and hoped that he might, 
in conclusion, be permitted to say, without in- 


curring the imputation of egotism, that he repre- | 


sented a strictly fresh-water district; that he had 


had, in the course of his life, but little or no in- | 
tercourse with naval officcrs, and did not know f 
that a single one of them could be numbered | 


among his constituents. He did not know that 


he had a single relative in-the naval service; and | 
the vote which he should give for a reasonable | 


increase of the compensation of this important 
branch of service would be dictated solely by a 
sense of the vast importance of the Navy to the 
interestand honor, if not.the safety, of the coun- 
try, and of the strong claims. which its too long 
neglected officers had to the justice, not to say the 


liberality, of this great, this just, and opulent na- | 


tion. 


every discussion of a measure during this short 


session, it was the duty of all to remember how | 
much business we had to tragsact, and thus put į 
a just valuc upon time, and toeconomize it. With | 


this sentiment in his mind he would, on this im- 
portant measure, indulge in afew general remarks. 
As to the Navy it was a great favorite with the 
nation, and that favorable opinion was not with- 
botgood reason, The history ofour country would 


o| 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, said that, in| 


the Barbary Powers, Tripoli, and our quasi war 
with France, and particularly our late war with 
Great Britain. Who does not recollect the feelings | 
and gratitude, of confidence, of patriotism, which | 
swelled the bosom of every faithful citizen at the 
news of our splendid naval victories following 
each other in quick succession. Perry and Mce- 
Donough on the lakes; Hull, Decatur, Lawrence, 
Porter, and others, on the mountain waves,-on | 
the ocean. 

Our gallant Navy, therefore, was justly a fa- 
vorite with the people. It had never excited the 
jealousy of the statesman or patriot. Its motto 
was, “ For our country: right or wrong for our 
country.’ This being the true state of the case, it 
was to him unaccountable and surprising that such | 
opposition—such persevering opposition should 
have been made to every proposition for the last 
twenty years to make adequate provision for the 
Navy, and to assign proper grades of command to 
the officers. The people, by common consent, con- | 
ferred upon our senior naval officers the honorary | 
title of commodore, yet our laws have conferred 
no such command. The highest grade of com- 
mand in our naval scrvicc was that of captain. 
He did not see any reason for such a state of 
things. It might have been correct when our 
Navy was in its infancy—when we-had only a! 
captain’s command; but now we had increased 
our Navy from necessity—it had increased with 
our commerce and our population, and it was | 
correct to confer highcr grades of command, as | 
much so as to confer the command and grade of 
a colonel to a regiment, of a major to a battalion, 
and a captain to a company. But let us pass 
from this subject to that of the compensation. 
Adequate compensation was still more necessary 
and important to the service than grades of com- 
mand. It wasa very difficult subject to know 

recisely what compensation ought to be given, 
t was very casy to commence with the salary 
and compensation of the civil officers of Govern- | 
ment, and where they get annually $3,000, to say 
they could live upon $2,000; and that members of | 
Congress who now reccived eight dollars per day 
might live upon six or four dollars. In case of | 
necessity for our country, (Mr. J. said,) we could | 
all live upon half rations; bat it should be recol- | 
lected we were not fixing the compensation of the | 
Navy upon any such principle. We were fixing ! 
it upon the principle of justice, of propriety. The 
laborer was worth his hire. The officers of the 
Navy, and all attached to the Navy, were working 
men—hard-working men; and that man would 
find himself egregiously mistaken if he supposed 
that he could enter the naval service and sleep 
upon beds of down.. If he supposed that he 
could sleep and slumber, and fold his arms to- 
gether to sleep without trouble, without anxicty, 
he would find out his miscalculation. The re- 
verse was his lot; it was a place of toil, of suf- 
' fering, of hardship, and of danger. From the 
{| hour that a man enters the naval service of his 
country, until he is hurricd to that bourn from 
whence no traveler returns, he will learn that his 
lot is one of privation, toil, anxiety, and trouble. | 
Mr. J. said he was a working man himsclf—a | 
| hard-working man, ever since he had grown up i 


i pubes 
i| men, and reasonable men, and patriotic men, and 
|| that is the reason why they have honored me so 
| 
Í 
t 
| 


ii long. They know {will not squander the public 
money; they know I am not extravagant myself, | 
and that I will not vote for extravagant salarios, 
But they have always sustained me in voting for | 
salarics and reasonable and just compensation, 
which will make the officer casy in his circum- 
stances; that which will enable him to live com- | 
fortably, not luxuriously; that which will enable 
him to furnish himself and a small family with 
the necessaries and comforts of life, but not with 
its superfluities; that which will enable him to live | 
as a freeman ought to live in a free country, but 


principles by which he should be governed, these 
were the principles by which his constituents 
| wished him to be governed; and they should 
govern in honor of them, and in honor of his 
country, and in honor of justice. In fixing the 
i compensation, Mr. J. said he should look at 


to manhood, and his cowstituents were working ij 


i| science. 


He considered all such arguments and compari- 


sons irrelevant. The Army as well as the Navy 
wasa favorite with the American people. This 
favorable opinion was not without good reason. 
The history of the late war would prove it, and 
he should not vote to pull down the Army tothe 
condition of the Navy, nor should he vote to 
clevate the Navy upon any other principle than 
that of its own Intrinsic merit, He said it was 
not necessary upon this, and he hoped upon no 
other, occasion, to contrast the gallantry of the 
Army and Navy, to induce Congress to do jus- 
| tice to cither; for, if we look at the sacrifices 
which both have made for their country—if we 
willdo justice to the devotion of both to their 
country—if we bring to our recollection the battles 
they have fought, the victories they have won, 
the gallantry they have displayed, they have 
glory enough for any army or any navy; and 
nothing is now wanting for them but a proper 
provision to make them respectable and inde- 
pendent of the wants and frowns of fortune, and 
to hold themselves in readiness for any other 
crisis. ° 

It should never be forgotten that, from the mo- 
ment that any citizen enters the Army or Navy, 
he has to give up totally all other pursuits; he 
has to abandon cvery other prospect of gain; and 
a goud portion of his time he fas to abandon 
society. There is no man who knows the hard- 
ships and sacrifices of a soldicr’s life, whether in 
the Army or Navy, but the man who has tried— 
who has made the experiment; but as it is for 
his country he bears it cheerfully. 

The real truth is, that in time of war, when 
everything that is dear to freedom is at stake, 
when the country is suffering under all the calami- 
ties of war, and bleeding at every pore, we are 
disposed, if possible, to overrate the Army and 
the Navy, and particularly the merits of a brave 
and gallant officer. But in time of peace we are 
fully as much inclined to underrate each, and to 
think that they are a privileged corps, when in 
fact they are the working men of the Government 
—the drudges and dray-horses for the country; 
they are working for their country all the time; 
and unfortunately, in free Governments, the spirit 
of jealousy inclines us often to pull down, in time 
of peace, the pillars of strength, and to under- 
mine the foundations of our greatness and secu- 
rity. Av instance of that kind is the opposition 
to the Military Academy, the institution and fav- 
orite of Thomas Jefferson. He was onc a mong 
the wisest men of this world—and alearned man. 
He had examined the annals of all nations, and 
he saw that history confirmed the fact that, in a 
struggle for liberty, in all past time, double the 
quantity of blood and treasure had been spent for 
the want of the requisite skill and science in those 
gallant men who had conducted the struggle from 
the very beginning of the Revolution to its termi- 
nation. General Washington made this point a 
subject of never-ending complaint. We have 
courage and patriotism, and in our small Army 
and Navy we cannot have too much skill and 
In my short military carecr.nothing was 
so much wanted as military knowledge and the 
sciences connected with it. ; 

It is not very difficult for a brave and patriotic 
man, in the chimney-corner, to underrate military 
science, which can be gained alone by long and 
hard study, or very long and often disastrous ex- 
perience. But whenever he shall be brought into 
contact with anything like equal talents and bra- 
very, and the military skill of which we speak, he 
will soon change his opinion and acknowledge his 
mistake; and tet the patriot, the citizen, and the 
statesman never forget that the necessity of an 
army ora navy is predicated upon the probability, 
yea, the certainty of war; and that both branches 
of defense are for the people’s bencfit, and that 
they depend upon them for their existence. We 
should not exalt them too high, nor depress them 
too low. 

It may be stated with truth, that upon no sub- 


| 
$ 
| 
| 
i 
| 
f 
| 
i 
| not enough to make him wealthy. Theseare the 
| 
t 
lj 
| 
i 
i 
| 
| 
i 
i 


human life and socicty as he found it, and inquire 
what sum was required to place the officers of | 


ject was the testimony of military men more uni- 
form, and more imposing, than upon the benefit, 
> gs P 
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advantage, and utility of military skill, military 
knowledge, and the science connected with the 
profession of arms. The contrary opinion was 
entertained gencrally by those who had not made 


the experiment, but who, no doubt, believed what | 


they expressed as an opinion, by reference to 
some exceptions to general rules and general re- 
sults, and by adverting to some brilliant achieve- 


ments, that would seem to contradict what has 


been advanced—such as the battles of Bennington 
and King’s Mountain; but when we look at the 
bright, the brilliant, and also the dark side of this 
nicture, it will be found that the opinion advanced 
is correct. Mr. J. said he would be in favor of 
the bill reported by the committee, with some 
few exceptions. : 

Mr. SUTHERLAND rose and urged the neces- 
sity of taking an immediate vote, as time was 
precious, and: further delay, he feared, would 
jeopard the bill, many of the provisions of which 
were dear to him and the country. 

Mr. WISE then withdrew his amendment, in 
order to facilitate business, and offered that part 
only relating to captains; which was adopted. 

The other amendments offered by Mr. W. were 
then taken up seriatim, and mgst of them adopted 
by the House. Anamendment, however, offered 
by him, touching the pay of boatswains, gunners, 
sailmakers, and carpenters, arrested the progress 
of the bill, and caused some debate; when, on 
taking the question, it was. discoveretl that there 
was not a quorum voting. 

The SPEAKER then resumed the chair, and 
the chairman [Mr. Brigas] announced that fact. 

The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, December 23, 1834 


Petitions and memorials were presented b 
Messrs. TALLMADGE, SMITH, McKEAN, 
and LEIGH. : 


Mr. McKEAN presented the memorial of sun- | 
dry citizens of Pennsylvania, praying Congress | 
to fit out a national expedition to explore the | 


southern hemispheye; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 


DEATH OF LA FAYETTE. 
Mr. CLAY, from the select committee ap- 


pointed, on the part of the Senate, to consider and: 


report upon the manner in which the resolution 
of June last, relative to the death of: General La 
Farerre, should be carried into effect, reported 
the following resolution: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives, That Wednesday, the 31st instant, be the 
time assigned for the delivery of the oragion by 
Joun Quincy Avams, before the two Houses of 
Congress, on the life and character of General 
La FAYETTE. 

That the two Houses shall be called to order by 
their presiding officer at the usual hour, and the 
Journal of the preceding day shall be read, but 
all legislative business shall be suspended on that 
day. 

That the oration shall be delivered at half past 
twelve o’clock, in the Hall of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

That the President of the United States and 
the heads of the several Departments, the French 
Minister and members of the French Legation, 
and all the other foreign ministers at the seat of 
Government, and the members of their respect- 
ive legations, be invited to attend on that occa- 
sion by the chairman of the joint committee. 

That the President of the United States, the 
heads of the several Departments, the French 
Minister and members of the French legation, 
the other foreign ministers at the seat of Gov- 
ernment, and the members of their respective 
legations, and John Quincy Adams, be request- 
ed to assemble at half past twelve o’clock, p. m., 
in the Senate Chamber, and that they, with the 
Senate, shall be attended by the joint committee 
to the Hall of the House of Representatives. 

That the galleries of the House, under the di- 
rection of its officers, shall be open on that day 
for the accommodation of such citizens as may 
think proper to attend . 

The resolution having been read, 

Mr. CLAY remarked, that as the other House 
were prabebly now acting on a similar resolu- 
tion, reported by the committee on their part, 


he moved that it lie on the table; which was 


in France on this subject, and also all the corre- 


agreed to. 
- RELATIONS WITH FRANCE. 


_ Mr. CLAY said he held in his hand a resolu- 
tion, to which he desired to call the attention of 
the Senate foramoment. It would be recollected 
‘that that part of the President’s annual message 
which applied to our French affairs had been re- 
ferred to the Committce on Foreign Relations. 
After this reference, the committee thought it 
necessary, to the proper discharge of their duty 
in this particular, to be put in possession of the 
instructions which had been given to our Minister 


spondence which had been exchanged between 
the two Governments with relation to it. Under 
this view of the case, a letter was prepared by 
direction of the committee, and transmitted to the 
Secretary of State, requesting that the necessary 
information might be communicated. This letter | 
was very promptly replied to by the Secretary, 
covering the information sought for, but accom- 
panied with a request that it should be considered 
confidential by the committee. But it seemed to 
the committee that, as the opinion and recom- 
mendation of the President on the subject had 
been made public, the committee could not act 
upon documents which were only confidentially 
communicated. The Secretary of State, in his 
letter, suggested an application to the President, 
in the usual way, and he had accordingly drawn 
up this resolution, but which he would not press 
upon the consideration of the Senate now, asa 
wish had been expressed to him to that effect by || 
a gentleman who desired to examine it. 

Mr. C. then submitted the resolution, as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to 
communicate to the Senate (if, in his opinion, it 
shall not be incompatible with the public interest) 
the instructions which have been transmitted, 
from time to time, since the 4th of July, 1831, to 
the representatives of the United States at the 
Government of France, relating to the execution 
of the treaty which was signed on that day be- 
tween the United States and France; and also, 
all the correspondence which has passed at Wash- 
ington, or at Paris, between the two Governments, 
respecting the execution of the said treaty. 


ALABAMA THREE PER CENTS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a letter from the Treasury Department, commu- 
nicating the information required by a resolution 
offered by Mr. Moore, relative to the three per 
cents. of Alabama; which was laid on the table, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ADMISSION OF MICHIGAN. 


The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the 
Senate a memorial from the territorial govern- 
ment of Michigan, relative to the introduction of 
that Territory into the Union; which wai referred 
to the Judiciary Committee. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CLAYTON, from the Judiciary Commit- 
tee, reported a bill to increase the salary of the 
marshal for the Delaware district. 


Mr. POINDEXTER, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, reported the following bills: 

A bill for the relief of Anson Lynch; 

A bill to extend the time for issuing military 
land warrants for services in the revolutionary 


army; 

Abil for the relief of Andrew Knox; 

A bill to graduate the price of the public lands, 
to provide for the sale of those which have been 
longest in the market, and for other purposes; 

A bill granting to the State of Missouri a quan- 
tity of land for the purposes of internal improve- 
ments . 

A bill granting a township of land for the en- 
dowment of the French university in St. Louis, 
Missouri; j 

A bill for the relief of Robert Haile; 

A bill for the relief of Evan Edwards; 

A bill to remove the United States land office 
from Clinton to Jackson, Leste ea and 

A bill for the relief of William Graham. i 


Mr. GRUNDY, from the Committee on the || 
Post Office, to which the same had been referred, 


reported the bill making an appropriation for the | 


completion of the road from 
tahoochie. 


Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on ‘Foreign’ ©. 
Relations, reported a bill for the relief of the legal. ` 


representatives of John Malony, late: consul at 


Tangiers; which, on his motion, was read thrée: 


several times, and passed. 
Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on Agri- 


Lyme creek to Chat- 


culture, to whom the subject had been‘ referred, * 


reported the bill authorizing the salè of the lion 


and two horses presented to our consul at Tan- 


giers by the Emperor of Morocco. | + 

On motion of Mr. BELL, the Committee’ on 
Claims was discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the resolution relative to increasing the 
compensation of the judges and other officers: of 
Michigan Territory, and the same’ was. referred 
to the Judiciary Committee. 

The same committee was also discharged from 
the consideration of the petition of Somerville 
Pinckney; and the same wasreferred to the Com-. 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. i 

Mr. WRIGHT, agreeably to notice given yes- 

terday, and on leave, introduced a bill in addition 

to the act to provide more effectually for the set- 

tlement of the accounts of receivers of public 
moneys; which was read twice and referred. 


Mr. LINN, on leave’ given, introduced a bill 


z 


making an appropriation to improve the Missis- ` 


sippi river, near St. Louis; 

Also, a'bill to, confirm certain claims to land 
in Missouri, and for other purposes; which were 
twice read, and referred. 

Mr. POINDEXTER, on leave given, intro- 
duced a bill for the relief of Elihu Hall Bay and. 
others, of South Carolina; which was read twice, 
and referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 

BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills were read the third time, 
and passed: i : 

A bill for the relief of Elijah Simmons; 

A bill for the relief of Susan Marlow; i 

A bill authorizing the relinquishment of the 
sixteenth sections for the use of schools, and 
granting other lands in lieu thereof; ands. 

A bill for the relief of Lynn Magee and Se- 
moise, Creek Indians. eae 

RESOLUTIONS. 


The following resolutions, submitted yester- 


day, were severally considered and adopted: : `; 


By Mr. HILL: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury A 


be requested to transmit to the: Senate, as early. 
as may be practicable, the number and amount 
of navy and military Virginia revolutionary land 
warrants, now on file for scrip in the General 
Land Office, the names of the individuals who 
performed the service, and also the names of the 
persons or agents who filed the warrants, or are 
interested in the same. 

Also, that the Secretary of the Treasury be 
further requested to inform the Senate the amount 
of suspended navy and military Virginia revo- 
lutionary bounty land scrip now lying in the 
General Land Office, the names of individuals 


who performed the service, and the names of the | 


persons or agents now claiming said scrip, and 
the reasons for suspending the delivery of the 
same. 

By Mr. TOMLINSON: . 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of compensating Phineas Taylor, of Ban- 
bury, in the State of Connecticut, for a horse, 


| and other property, taken from him for public 


use during the revolutionary war. . 
By Mr. LINN: i f 
Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
making an appropriation to compensate Augustus 


: Jones, marshal of Missouri, for services rendered 
i the public in detecting and breaking up bands 
| of counterfeiters, who were flooding the country 


committee 


with spurious money; and that. said 1 
relating to 


call on the Secretary for information 

this subject. : 
By Mr. SWIFT: - : . 
Resolved, That the Secretary of Warbe directed 

to cause a survey to be taken of the channel 


py 


E 


E CONGRESSIONAL GLOBI 


December 23 


between. the islands of North and South Hero, | 
in Lake Champlain, together with an estimate of | 
the probable expense. of removing obstructions to | 
vessels in said channel, with a view of facilitating 
the navigation of said lake by the removal of said 
obstructions; and that he make a report thereof 
to the Senate at the next session of Congress. 

“Mr. KENT called up for consideration the fol- 
lowing resolution, submitted by him-yesterday: 

» Resolved, That the Committee on. Military Af- | 
fairs ‘inquire: into the expediency of making an: 
appropriation for the immediate commencement | 
of fortifications onthe Patapsco, at: the city of 
Annapolis, and at St. Mary’s, all deemed essential 
by the board of engineers in their report, dated 
the 9th of. February, 1821, for the security of the | 
cities of Bahimore and Annapolis, and for the ! 
pace of the commerce of the Chesapeake 

ay. 
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| 
Mr. KENT briefly explained his views of the 
necessity and Importance of the fortifications ; 
indicated in the resolation to the city of Balti- | 
more. Thateity (he said) was even now in a; 
more defenseless condition than it was at the last | 
war. Pron its peenliar situation it was so access- | 
ible to an cnemy that it could casily be captured | 
i 


by avery small force. He did not offer the reso- 
lution from any apprehension of war, although 
our relations to foreign Powers were by no means 
so pacific as forn Butit behooved a prudent | 
Government “in peace to prepare for war. The | 
resolution was then adopted. i i 


FRENCH SPOLIATION BILL. | 


The CHAIR having announced the special | 
order, being the bill to provide compensation for | 
French spoliations committed prior to 1800, > | 

Mr. HULL rose and said: Mr. President, | 

during the short time [have been a member of ; 
the Senate, | have discovered that claims preferred | 
to Congress stand a much better chance of : 
success than if preferred to almost any other tri- | 
banal. . In fact tt has become a matter of gencral 
remark, that when aclaim on the public is before | 
Congress, success depends less on its justice than 
on the perseverance with which it is pursued. 
Tris considered little discouragement that a flat | 
denial by one committee is given to a claim; the | 
same claim is frequently at the same session pre- | 
forred in another branch of the Legislatures and 
tf it does not there suceced, it is sare to be fol- 
lowed up at a future session., The value of | 
perseverance is demonstrated in more successful 
cases than that of Amy Darden's horse, which, 
after having been brought upon the Journals 
year by year, for at least forty years, was finally 
paid in the generous year of 1832, when there | 
was so great a desire to get rid of as mach money 
as possible from the Treasury, in order that high 
taxes might be continued for the benefit of pro- 
tecling American manufactures ! 


The bill now ander consideration proposes to 
take directly from the ‘Treasury the round sun | 
of five millions of dollars; not that five millions of į 
dollars will cover the whole amount that may | 
be claimed—-and ten times: five millions would 
searcely do that on the principle that certain com- | 
mutation claims, principal and interest, had been | 
allowed by Congress—and this sum is to be ap- į 
propriated in the first instance for the benefit of | 
“such citizens of the United States, or to their | 
“legal representatives, as had valid claims to in- | 

| 
| 
| 
i 


| 
| 


‘demnity upon the French Government, arising 
“out of illegal capture, detentions, forcible seiz- 
‘ures, ilegal confiscations, and condemnations, 
tinade or committed before the year 1800.” 

The claims for which the bill of the Senate pro- 
poses indemnity are of more than thirty-three 
years’ standing. Although, during the whole time 
since 1802, they have been before Congress, it is 
very remarkable that it was not until the year 
1826 a` report in favor of their validity could be 
obtained in cither House of Congress. Such an 
instance of claim, just or unjust, it is believed, is 
wot presented on the face of your Journals since | 
the adoption of the Constitution. | 

That a poruon of these claims was originally | 
justly duc from France will not be disputed ; nor | 
will it be disputed that American citizens had | 
equally valid claims to indemnity from the British | 
Government, ‘arising out of illegal captures, de- | 
tentions, forcible seizures, illegal condemnations, 
and. confiscations, made or committed” under her | 


orders in council, prior to the existence of the Jate 

war of 1819. The declaration of war by the | 
American Congress, in June, 1812, precluded the |) 
prospect of all remuneration from Great Britain || 
for her illegal seizures, as did the declaration of || 
war against France by successive acts of Con- y 
gress c? May 28, July 7, and July 9, 1798, author- | 
izing the capture of French armed vessels, aud 
declaring such vessels to be good and lawful prizes, | 
and declaring the treaties theretofure concluded 
with France to be no longer obligatory on the 
United States. - 1 

Bat, however just might have been these claims i 
on France; I flatter myself that it may be made || 
abundantly apparent to every impartial and dis- 
interested man, that the Government of the Uni- 
ted States, in its own behalf, ougnt notto be, and 
is not, responsible for the payment of one cent of 
then. : 

In prosecuting the negotiation which term- | 
inated in the treaty of September 30, 1500, the |! 
United States accomplished more for American |; 
citizens than could ever have been reasonably | 
anticipated; they saved an ‘immense property į 
of our citizens then depending before the French | 
Councilof Prizes.’? The payment of even this was | 
resisted by the French Government unulit was 
provided for to be paid by the United States them- 
selves in the Louisiana treaty. 

Urging these claims, appeals are made to mo- 
tives of benevolence and humanity; they are said 
to belong to widows and orphans. wary little, 
it is apprehended, is due to considerations of this |} 
kind. In ninety-nine cases of a hundred it is | 

t 


i 
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believed that these claims will go to swell the į 
profits of speculators who have conditionally 
engaged to pay for them a mere trifle, or to add | 
to the estates of a few men who have made 
immense wealth as underwriters, or to the enor- | 
mous gains of insurance companies. Of the 
cases of seizure, provided for in this bill, itis not |: 
probably going too far to presume that in nine- | 
teen of every twenty cases the real owner of the 
property was not the loser. Although the com- 
merce of the country, soon after the war in Europe 
consequent on the French revolution, was much | 
interrupted by svizures aud spoliations, both by 
Great Britain and France, yet the period from 
1192 to 1800 is often referred to by our mer- | 
chants and shipowners as being the time of alt 
others when they mede most money. The Amer- 
icans not only disposed of their produce at the 
highest rate, but they were to a great extent the 
carriers of the belligerent nations, The tempta- 
tons presented in the facilities for making mouey 
were so great, that itis not to be wondered if the 
Americans frequently violated that strictly ncu- 
tral character which should have protected their |} 
commercial intercourse and relations.* ` 
Liable to constant capture or detention, it is 
presumed that few, very few, American ships | 
went to sca without ample insurance against loss | 
by capture or otherwise, The greatly increased | 
profits of American business warranted the pay- || 
ment of a large insurance; and if the amount | 
paid for insurance was lost in one voyage, it | 
was more than made up in the profits of other | 
voyages. 
The underwriters and insurance companies at || 
this time found their greatest harvest. The price 
of insurance was raised even greater in propor- 
tion than the risk—as high, probably, as fifteen, 
twenty, and in some instances fifty per cent. 
Now, although these insurers, standing in the 
place of the insured, may have an equitable claim j| 
on their behalf upon the foreiga pation that: 
should illegally seize the property of a neutral ii 
individual, little right have they to exact from | 
their own Government what would amount to an | 
entire cover of the whole risk. If the country | 
should pay the entire loss, so should the country 
! 
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be entitled to the gains of the underwriters. That 
the underwriters of the time above referred to 

laid the foundation of immense fortunes by insu- i 
rance of ships and property on the high seas, is | 
abundantly proved by the condition of some of || 


*From Washington’s Proclamation of December 3, 1793. | 

& Whosoever of the citizens of the United States shall | 
render himself liable to punishment or forfeiture under the $; 
law of nations, by committing, aiding, or abetting hostilities | i 
against any of the said Powers, or by carrying to them any | 
of those articles whieh are deemed contraband by the mod- i 


the most wealthy men in the northern States who 
have lived or still are living, These men have 
accumulated wealth under every treaty that has 
been made by this Government procuring indem- 
nity for spoliations; and it is such men, together 
with other wealthy speculators and corporations, 
who have bought up these claims for a trifle, who 
are to be benefited by the passage of this law 
There are few poor widows or orpnans that will 
derive advantage from any portion of the immense 
sum that the bil appropriates. If one ship in 
three of every ship that sailed had been captured, 
neither were the underwriters nor owners of such 
ships the losers; for the first received more than 
the fuil amount of loss, and the others made 
greater profits than they could in a time of pro- 
found peace in the advanced price of the mer- 
chandise shipped. 

Mr. President, there is litle wonder that these 
claims for twenty-five ycars should have failed 
to obtain the favorable report of a committer. 
Should this bill pass, it need not be matter of 
surprise if other claims of a similar character 
should follow them until it shall appear that the 
United States, as yet, have just begun to dis- 
charge the national debt. How many millions 
sacrificed by other gontroversies will the Govern- 
ment be not bound to discharge, if it justly owes 
the claims provided for in this bill? 

I shall contend, in the first place, that the con- 
troversy wigh France giving rise to these claims 
terminated in war; and that as war ended all the 
obligations of prior treatics, so there was on the 
part of the American Government nothing due to 
France which could go for a consideration as an 
equivalent for these claims. 

The French Government resisted the payment 
of these claims when they were first presented, 
on the ground that war had put an end to them, 
Messrs, Ellsworth, Davie and Murray, the Amer- 
ican negotiators, repeating the declaration of the 
President of the French commission, in their 
journal of September 12, 1800, say, ‘ He would 
“sooner resign than sign such a treaty, (as ‘that 


i they proposed,) adding, that if the question 


Sconld ve determined by an indifferent nation, 
‘he was satisfied such a tributal would say, that 
the present state of things was war on the side 
of America, and that no indemnities could be 
‘claimed. The other two commissioners made 
* similar declarations.” 

The same gentleman, September 13, 1806, says: 
‘Phe American Ministers, being now con- 
vinced that the door was perfectly closed against 
‘all hope of obtaining indemnitics with any mod- 
‘ification of the treaties,” they proceeded to 
negotiate without. Now, if the door was closed 
againstgll hope, what sacrifice for the claimants 
did the American Government make by agreeing 
no further to prosecute thein ? . 

The treaty of September 30, 1800, was agreed 
upon as the best for American citizens suffering 
under French spoliations that could. be procured. 
The journal of Messrs. Ellsworth, Davie, and 
Murray, continues: ‘* Nor is it conceived that the 
‘treaties between the United States and France 
‘have undergone a more nullifying operation 
‘than the condition of war naturally imposes. 
‘Doubtless the congressional act authorizing the 
“reduction of French cruisers by force, was an 
«authorization of war, limited indeed in its ex- 
‘tent, but not in its nature. Clearly, also, their 
‘subsequent act, declaring that the treaties had 
© ceased to be obligatory, however proper it might 
‘be for the removal of doubts, was but declaratory 
‘of the actual state of things. And certainly i 
‘was only from an exercise of the constitutional 
‘ prerogative of declaring war that either of them de- 
‘rived validity. So that the treatics in question, 
‘having had.only the usual inoperation, might, 
< without a breach of faith, have the usual recog- 
€ nition.” 

Mr. Murray, (p. 662, Senate Document 102,) 
speaking of the treaty which had then been just 
exccuted, saysi “ Indemnities which were impos- 
‘sible, together with the discussion about the 
‘abolished treaties and consular convention, to 
‘sleep till a more convenient time.” 7 

Mr. Murray again, (p: 676,) “ But having no 
t power to dishes: of what may be considered as a 
‘valuable claim for the future, although I do not 
‘ consider it «s worth a quarter per centum,” &e. 

Again, same, (p. 682,) “Jf the Senate meant. 


ern usage of nations, will not reccive the protection of the | 


United States against such punishment or forfeiture.” 


‘by striking out the second article of the treaty 


negotiators of the treaty of September 30, 1800, ; 
which was the most favorable for the United | 
States and its citizens that could be obtained, itis | 
evident that the treaty was negotiated on the basis | 
of a war; that this state of things had discharged 

the French Government from all obligations to |] 
make restitution for captures and seizures, as it* 
had the American Government.from similar obli- | 
gations to France; and that, as a natural conse- | 
quence, the American Ministers considered the | 
prospectof furtherindemnity to be worth nothing. || 

The character of the negotiation was this: | 
France was willing to consider that war had put | 
anend to all prior treaties, and of course to indem- 
nities for their infraction. If the treaties were in 
force, and indemnities for seizures and spoliations || 
were due to the Americans, so also something 
was due to France from the United States for 
their failure under the treaties. The result proved 
that no indemnity could be obtained from France, 
and therefore the negotiation terminated, on the | 
admission of both parties, that, as war existed, so | 
indemnity on all hands was abandoned. 

Yet, in compliance with instructions from the 

American Executive at home, the second section 
of the treaty left the question of indemnity open, |i 
or rather evaded the question. That section was |) 
in the following words: 

* Arr. 2. The Ministers Plenipotentiary of 
‘the two parties, not being able to agree at pres- 
‘ent respecting the treaty of alliance of 6th of 
‘February, 1778, the treaty of amity and com- 
“merce of the same date, and the convention of 
‘the 14th of November, 1788, nor upon the in- 
‘demnities mutually due or claimed, the parties 
‘will negotiate further on these subjects at a con- | 
‘venient time; and until they may have agreed | 
“upon these points, the said treaties and conven- 
‘tion shall have no operation; and the relations 
‘of the two countries chall be regulated as fol- 
‘lows.”? | 

As the treaty was first concluded and ratified by | 
the French Government, including this second | 
article, all the objects of peace and reciprocal in- 
tercourse were secured without giving up any 
demand of our citizens for spoliations; and, at the 
same time, an “ immense property of our citizens 
then depending before the French Council of 
Prizes” was secured to American citizens. 

The treaty or convention, duly signed, was sent 
to the United States, and submitted by the Presi- 
dent to the Senate. The Senate, February 3, 
1801, consented to, and advised its ratification, 
provided the second article be expunged, und the | 
following be added: . | 

“It is agreed that the present convention shall | 
be in force for the term of eight years from the 
time of the exchange of the ratification’ It |) 
was so ratified by the President. 

Thus altered, the convention was sent back to | 
France, where the First Consul, complaining of |j 
the alterations made by the Senate, agreed to |) 
ratify it by adding the following clause: 

‘The Government of the United States having 
‘added to its ratification that the convention 
‘should be in force for the space of eight years, 
‘and having omitted the second article, the Gov- 
‘ernment of the French Republic consents to | 
‘accept, ratify, and confirm,the above convention 
‘ with the addition, importing that the convention 
‘shall be in force for the space of eight years, 
‘and with the retrenchment of the second arti- 
‘cle; provided that, by this retrenchment, the two ; 
` States renounce the respective pretensions which are 
“the object of the said article.” . li 
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After these conditional ratifications and their | 
exchange, President Jefferson submitted the con- | 
vention anew to the Senate, who resolved that 
they consider it as fully ratified. i 

It is most obvious that, in expunging the sec- 
ond article of the treaty, the Senate had no idea 
of lessening the chance of securing anything that | 
might be legally due from France to citizens of 
the United States; and itis equally obvious that, |i 
in subsequently tacitly assenting to that article as | 
finally altered by Bonaparte, neither President |, 
Jefferson nor the Senate of the United States for a 
moment considered they were performing an act 


| negotiation, should be mutually restored. 


ernment responsible to individuals for French 
spoliations. ` 

The act of expunging and otherwise changing 
the article was performed in the last month of 
the elder Adams’s administration. This first step 


| opencd the door for another change of the terms 


of the treaty by Napoleon; and the new adminis- 
tration of Mr. Jefferson, viewing even the terms 
of the altered treaty as highly favorable to A mer- 


| ican citizens—more favorable, probably, than any 


new negotiation could open to them—readily 
seized the opportunity of taking the treaty as 
it was, rather than to throw all the advantages 
gained at the mercy of future changes and vicis- 
situdes. 

Page 698 of the Senate Documents before 
quoted, the French Minister, Talleyrand, repeats, 
as the suggestion of Mr. Murray, the American 
Minister, that the second article of the convention 


| of September, 1800, was expunged by the Amer- 


ican Senate, under the idea that, if retained, it 
would be “ susceptible of producing disquiets in 
‘future, by promising nothing but an ultcrior and 
‘discordant negotiation.” And Mr. Madison, 
Secretary of State, in a letter'to Mr. Livingston, 


| before the Senate and President finally assented 


to the convention, (page 708,) says: * I am au- 
‘thorized to state, that the President does not 
‘consider the declaratory clause (last introduced 
‘by Bonaparte) as more than a legitimate infer- 
‘ence from the rejection by the Senate of the 


i ‘second article; and that he (the President) is 


‘disposed to go on with the measures due under 
‘the compact to the French Republic.” 

The American Government djd go on to execute 
that compact. March 20, 18015 the Secretary of 
the Navy directed S. Iligginson & Co. to restore 
the Berceau frigate, captured by Captain Little. 
The Vengeance and the Insurgente frigates were 
also restored; the latter, having been lost, by 
substitute, The convention provided for the 
restoration of public ships taken on both sides— 
also, that all ships and property captured, and 
not definitively condemned at the time of the 
The 
Government of the United States, as stated b 
Mr. Madison, paid Mr. Pichon, the French 
Minister, on the general account, $140,841 25, 
and to individual French subjects, $74,667 41. 
(See doc. p. 720.) 

But France delayed restitution, although sol- 
emnly bound by the convention of September 30, 
1800, until the claims came to be thought of little 
value? Applications for payment were often 
made, and as often denicd or evaded. Restitu- 
tion was indeed made by the subsequent treaty 
of 1803, by whicha title to Louisiana wasacquired. 


| This restitution would not, even then, have been 


made, had it not come in conveniently to France, 
as apart of the nominal price paid for the cession 
of that valuable Territory. Of this price, Bona- 
parte, deprived as he was of the maritime forces 
to protect it, considered the money actually paid 
as a full equivalent, without including the amount 
allowed for spoliations under the convention of 
1800. He, in faét, set his own price to his Min- 
ister, Barbe Marbois, at fifty millions of francs, 
when the latter succeeded in obtaining of Messrs. 
Livingston and Monroe sixty millions of francs 
in cash, besides twenty millions, allowed for the 
spoliations. It was considercd at the time, that 
all which was gained tothe American claimants 


for French spoliations and seizures in the Louis- | 
| Jana treaty was to them clear gain. © Their claims 


were believed to be hopeless; and the Opposition to 
the American Administration opposed the exccu- 


| tion of the treaty on account of the alleged ‘* out- 


rageous price” paid for the Territory ceded. | 

In the correspondence relative to the execution 
of the Louisiana treaty, the twenty millions of 
francs allowed and paid the claimants are men- 
tioned as “ covering all the claims” of the Ameri- 
cans for illegal spoliations and seizures; and in 
these twenty millions other claims were included 
than those first comprehended in the list pre- 
sented by the American Minister. (See Talley- 
rand’s letter to Livingsten, doc. p. 829.) 

Mr. Livingston says, sixteen millions would 
have covered ‘‘the debts confined to the words 
of the convention.” Four millions, then, must 
have been paid to persons whose claims were not 
acknowledged by France to be legitimate. 

Citizen Pichon, the French Minister, wrote 


which should thereafter make the American Gov- 


that cases of capture by the French West India 


of the: 
treaty, and are ordered to be restored. 3) 1 2 

Barbe Marbois (doc. p. 326) say,“ The sim 
Sof twenty millions of francs had been determi- 
‘ined on in order to extinguish the whole Amer- 
‘can claim, and the interest up to the day of the 
‘treaty.”? ` ae 
_ The restitution of property under the conven- 
tion ‘of April 30, 1803, applicd to. caphires of. 
which the council of prizes had ordered a restitu- 
tion—to debts contracted prior to the 30th Sep- 
tember, 1800, the payment of which had. been 
claimed of the Government of France, and. for 
which the creditors have a right to the protection. 
of the Government of the United States; andit is 
expressly stated that “it does not comprehend 
prizes whose condemnation has been or shall be 
confirmed. ?? . 

Now, itis quite apparent from the face of these 
exceptions, that they are precisely such as the 
French Government never would have paidif they. 
had been left for negotiation till doomsday; they 
were cither such as had been adjudicated and, 
condemned fora positive infraction of the laws 
of neutrality, or else they were such as were cap- 
tured, tried, and condemned under an actual state 
: of war between the two nations, ; 
i ditis remarkable that neither in the successive 
i reporis, from 1826 down to the present time, of, 
| committees friendly to these claims, nor in. the 
i elaborate essay of Mr. Walsh’s Quarterly Re- 
| view in their favor, are the indemnities provided 
| forin the convention of April, 1803, mentioned 
| as at all connected with-the spoliations and seiz- 
| ures made by France prior to the year 1800. 
| Why this omission ? 

I think I have not mistaken the character of. 

į the contest between this country and France prior 
| to the treaty of September 30, 1800. That con- 
| troversy was, to all intents and purposes, a war. 
| I cannot present a more faithful account of that 
i controversy and the subsequent events which have 
| given rise to the bill now before the Senate, than 
| by making quotations from the history of the 
| cession of Louisiana to the United States, written 
| by Barbé Marbois, the translation of which was 
| 
| 
| 


first published in this country in the year. 1830. 
That inflexible republican, like the illustrious 
La Fayette, equally the friend of his own country 
, and of this Republic, still lives, at the advanced, 


i age of between eighty and ‘ninety years, to wits, 
‘ness the benefits his labors have bestowed .on 
mankind, in being instrumental in ceding to the” 
i United States that extensive tract ‘of country. 
j In behalf of the French Government, he was: ` 
| the sole fegotiator with Messrs, Livingston and 
; Monroe, of the Louisiana treaty.. He says, (p. 
! 234:) i i : : 
| eft is necessary to go back a few years, in 
f f ordėr to understand the object of this important 
| ‘part of the negotiation, [the indemnity for spo- 
| fliation.] The interests of commerce, colonial 
| t settlements, and navigation, have effected great 
| ‘changes in the reciprocal relations of the nations 
| fof Europe. The independence of the United 
| ‘States has rendered them still more complicated. 
‘But such changes are not often remarked by 
‘statesmen themselves, till they have committed 
‘great faults by persevering in old errors. 

‘ The directory, led astray by false notions of 
‘the situation of the French colonies, had not 
‘remarked that their existence depended upon the 
‘preservation of a good understanding with the 
t United States. Instead of reéstablishing friendly 
t relations with the American Union, it had, after 
‘more than once putting it in jeopardy, fisally: 
‘broken the alliance which had been the precious: 
‘ fruit of the policy of the councils of Louis XVI 
‘Mutual discontent had not yet resulied in di- 
į £ rect hostilities ; but even in peace captures were 
| < made by privateers, bearing the French flag, 
i< which became the subject of great complaints 
| on the part of the United States. It was, like- 
| ‘wise, at this period that the first disasters of the 
|‘ French colonies led to the emigration of many 
i ‘families, who from great opulence had fallen 
‘into deep distress. Numbers of. them: took 
‘refuge in the United States. Never was hospi- 
‘tality more nobly exercised than under -these 
‘circumstances; never were more siucere and 
‘effectual consolations offered to.misfortunes by 
| ‘a grateful people. This, generosity towards 


| ‘refugees, the objects of the persecutions of the 


Be directory, was not ‘regardéd by its members as 
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č a motive, for reconciliation with the American f 


Republic. They had inherited the animositics 


‘ prosperous in time of peace, are exposed to all, 
‘sorts of calamities as soon as the war breaks | 
“out: Their intercourse is interrupted; a parent | 
© State, weak at sea, can neither supply them with | 
t provisions nor export their produce, and is most | 
: frequently incipåble'of defending them. If they | 
“resort to neutrals, this relaxation of the prohib- | 
*jtory system habituates the colony to privileges | 


which make them look on the return of peace jj 


| 
t 
with indifference. The direciory, in order to 
‘maintain their prohibitory laws, had permitted | 
‘the local authorities to provide for the preserva- | 
‘tion of the colonies by arming privateers, and | 
i 
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“that they governed. Victor Hughes, one of these 
“colonial rulers, openly professed and put in 
“practice the maxim, that, ‘in time of want, all 
“kinds of provisions are good prize.’ The Amer- 
tican Government, before commencing hostilities 
‘with France, wished to exhaust all pacific 
‘measures. Tthad sent thence ministers (Messrs, 
t Pinckney, Marshall, and Gerry) to the directory, 
‘towards the end of the year 1797. On their 
“arrival at Paris, they were circumvented by all 
“sorts of intrigues. Their correspondence is a | 
“monument of the base manner in which the | 
t French Government, at that time, managed their , 
‘political affairs. <The most disgraceful cupid- | 
‘ity,’ they wrote to their constituents, ‘was | 
‘openly manifested at Paris. The American ; 
t commissioners were told that ‘their Government ; 
‘paid moncy to obtain peace with the Algerines | 
“and with the Indians, and that it was doing no | 

t 


‘more to pay France for peace.’ 

“This negotiation lasted for six or seven months; | 
fit was broken off when it was found impossible 
“to continue it on such erroneous principles. * * | 


«The animosity was still increasing in 1799, | 
‘when Congress, renouncing vain attempts at | 
“moderation, resolved that all intercourse with | 
* France should be suspended; that the treaties | 


‘had ceased to be obligatory; and that the cap- 
‘ture of French vessels was permitted.” 

Thus far the historian distinctly and conclu- 
sively states two important facts material to the 
question of indemniues: The one is, that the alli- 
ance (treatios of 1778) was broken by France—the 
olher, that a state of actual war, from the action of 


Congress, existed belween France and the United | 


States. M. Marbois continues— 
“From the beginning of the Consular Govern- 
“ment, a wise policy had put a stop to all repri- 


‘sals; a convention had been signed on the 30th 
“September, 1800; but according to a stipulation, 
“without which the reconciliation would have 
‘been impossible, indemnities were to be paid for | 
“all prizes unlawfully made. [Mark here the 
“character of the indemnities, distinguishing those 
‘which were unlawfully from such as the French | 


“considered properly made.} Ministers had been | 


‘subsequently interchanged, and the Envoy of 
‘the United States (Mr. Livingston) had calcu- 
lated on prompt satisfaction. The communica- 
‘tions which he addressed to his Government 
‘authorized this hope; but the expectations were 
€ not realized, and in fact the finances of France 
‘had scarcely begun to emerge from the chaos in 
‘which the bad government of the Direetory had 
‘plunged them. 

+ «This part ofthe convention of 1800, therefore, | 
“remained unexceuted; and this contempt of the 
t most ordinary rules of justice carried the general : 
‘irritation in the United States to its greatest : 
‘height. The President and his Cabinet, com- 
‘promitted by their moderation, were beginning 
‘to make their reproaches heard, and-talked of 
‘doing themselves the justice that was refused 
“them. The American Minister at Paris had 
“received orders to make this discontent known, 
“and his notes were drawn up with a firmness to | 
‘which Bonaparte was not accustomed. If one | 
“of the continental Powers of Europe had dared | 
“to employ similar language, the invasien of its 
‘territory would have been the consequence.” 


AXO * " Ag the notes of Mr. Livingston, the || ‘ potentiary gave assurances that in no case should | 


* 


i 
i 


j 


į ern States, and creating an anxiety to secure the ; 


i should acquire, than that France should dispose 


| what has since proved to be its value. 


; fto state the grounds of the estimate, in order 


i cany difference, the amount rather exceeded than. 


‘this excess be claimed by France. Thus the 
€ respective demands were easily agreed to.”’ 

Again, (p. 311:) 

«The First Consul had followed, with a lively 
‘interest, the progress of this negotiation. It 
‘ will be recollected that he had mentioned fifty 
‘millions as the price which he had put on the 
‘cession; and it may well be believed that he did 
‘notexpectto obtain solargeasum. He learned 
‘that eighty millions had been agreed on; but that 
‘they were reduced to sixty by the reduction 
£ stipulated to be previously made for the settle- 
‘ment of the debt due by France to the Ameri- 
‘cans. Then forgetting, or feigning to forget, 
‘the consent that he had given, he said with vi- 
‘vacity to the French Minister— I would that 
‘these twenty millions be paid into the Treasury. 
‘Who has authorized you to dispose of the 
‘moncy of the State? The rights of the claim- 
‘ants cannot come before our own.’ This first 
‘excitement was calmed as he was brought to 
‘recollect that he had previously consented to 
“treat fora much smaller sum than the Treasury 
‘would receive, without including the. twenty 
‘millions indemnity for the prizes. ‘Tt is true,’ 
‘he said, ‘the negotiation does not leave one any- 
i ‘thing to desire: sixty millions for an occupation 
‘that will not, perhaps, last but a day! I would 
i *that France should enjoy this unexpected capi- 
‘tal, and that it may be employed in works ben- 
‘ efivial to her marine.’ ”’ 

If we regard the statement of M. Marbois as 
containing the facts, we must believe it to be the 
merest chanee in the world that the American 
merchants ever did reccive the indemnity of 
twenty millions of francs, Napoleon Bonaparte, 
to the last moment of hislife, while he was at war 
with the rest of Europe, would not, have taken 
that sum out of his treasury to pay these claims. 
Sixty millions of francs, the sum paid into the 
French weasury, was al’ Ronaparte would have 
asked for Louisiana. "Une twenty miliions paid 
was so much money of the American people gen- 
crously and gratuitously bestowed by their Gov- 
ernment, for which the underwriters, and others 
who profited by the boon, are scarcely disposed 
to thank us; and they would even wink this sum 
out of sight in their cagerness to grasp more for 
claims whose foundation, to say the least, is ex- 
tremely doubtful. 

But, Mr. President, if there was the least room’ 
to doubt that war had put an cod to all right of 
indemnity from France, it will be easy to show 
that the Ünited States never first violated any en- 
gagement with France in a manner that claimed 
from us an indemnity. 

"I sec it asserted in a newspaper of this city, 
copied from a Boston newspaper, expressing the 
: feelings, probably, of some of those interested in 


n 
‘to avail themselyes of it in order to force the | 
‘Union into an alliance with England. ”? fl 

Here it will be observed that the sole object of || 
complaint by the ‘injured merchants” was the || 
f 


non-cxecution of the convention of September 30, | 
1800, leaving it plainly to be inferred that at this- 
time they did not think of asking further indem- 
nities than that convention provided. 

The writer goes on to detail the events which 
accompanied the shutting up the port of New 
Orleans, producing strong excitement in the west- | 


free navigation of the Mississippi on the part of 
the United States of the one side, and the peri! 

ous condition of this French. colotiy in case war | 
should break out and render it an casy prey to 
the British maritime superiority on the other side. 
Events were impending on both sides whieh ren- 
dered it not less desirable that the United States 


of, the territory of Louisiana at much less than 
Accord- 
ingly, at the same time that Mr. Jefferson and his | 
Cabinet were taking seeret measures to purchase 
a part of Louisiana, and Mr. Monroe was sent į 
to aid in the purchase, Bonaparte was urging his 
Minister to make propositions, and force the sale 
to the United States of the whole right France 
possessed in the territory. The historian con- 
tinues, (p. 277:) 

“ The conferences began the same day between 
‘ Mr. Livingston and M. Barbe Marbois, to whom 
‘the First Consul confided this negotiation. But 
‘the American Minister had not the necessary 
‘powers, THe had resided at Paris about two 
‘years. The first object of his mission had been 
t mdemnities claimed by his countrymen for prizes | 
‘made by the French during peace; that 1s, in- 
dempities under the convention of September, | 
30, 1800. 

In the mean time, Mr. Monroe had arrived, 
bringing full powers to negotiate. As it is my 
object to confine myself to the subject of in- 
demnities as much as possible, I omita relation 
of conferences about prices offered and asked 
for the Territory. The author proceeds, (p. |! 
303:) H 

“The convention of the 30th of September, | 
©1800, had for its object the securing of reeipro- ; 
‘eal satisfuction to the citizens of the two States, | 
‘aud the preventing, as far as possible, of any- 
‘thing that could for the future affect their good 
‘understanding. We there find the principle, 
‘the wisdom, and the legality of which only one 
‘nation in the world disputes ‘that free ships 
‘make free goods, although they are the property || Government sold to the French Government a great 
‘of an cnemy.’ © amount of claims of our own citizens on France 

“ A special promise had been given to pay the || for indemnity, and received pay for them, and 
‘debts arising from requisitions, seizures, and || released France from all obligations to pay the 
‘captures, made in time of peace; but the execu- | claimants, whose demands were acknowledged to 
‘tion of the agreement had not followed the || be just by both nations. 

treaty. For two years and a half the Minister | In the first place, I deny that this Goverment 
‘of the United States had been reiterating his | ever sold to the French Government the claims 
‘reclamation, and demanding in vain the repara- ‘| of our citizens. This Government had done its 
‘tion of these losses. ‘| whole duty to the claimants—it had pressed the 

«She cession of Louisiana afforded the means |: claims as far and as long as it was bound to do; 
‘ of realizing promises that had been so long illu- | and if, at length, it agreed to press them no 
‘sory. The Americans consented to pay cighty |; further, it was to procure indemnity, not for 
millions of-franes, on condition that twenty | itself, but for others, and many of the self-same 
millions of this sam should be assigned for the | claim ants, which indemnity otherwise would 
payment of what was due from France to the citi- || have been utterly hopeless, and lost to them for- 
sens of the United States. ever, 

“ The two Ministers fixed this condition of an i To the declaration, that this Government re- 
‘indemnity at twenty millions of franes, and they © ceived payment for these claims, I answer, that 
probably expected that they would be required | if no claims of citizens of the United States 
‘against France had ‘existed, it is quité certain the 
‘that they might be discussed and a reduction United States would have proeured as good a 
effected. But no opposition was made; and it $i treaty with France as that of the convention of 
was Instantly agrecd that the amount should be | September 30, 1800; and that France would have 
‘deducted from that of the eighty millions, The |. laid in no claim whatever for an alleged infrac- 
intention of extinguishing all former claims was ` tion of prior treaties on our part. : 
sincere on both sides. The round sum of twenty | Fris said these demands were acknowledged to 
millions was evidently an estimate formed on i: be just by both nations. ‘The Quarterly Review 
‘reasonable éonjectures, and could not be an abso- says: ‘The French Government did not deny 
‘lute result established by documents. But the |; ‘the justice of these demands; they even offered 
€ American negotiators agreed that, if there was | £to make arrangements to compensate the losses; 
i «but they had claims upon the Government of 
| ‘the United States, which they insisted upon 
|| *taking into consideration, and they refused to 


t fell short of the claims, and the French Pleni- 


| these claims, that thirty-four. years ago our own « 


Secor 
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t enter into any agreement unless these claims: 
* were provided for.” 

I have nowhere seen evidence that France, at 
any time, conceded these claims to be just. The 
statements of the Quarterly Review are fallacies. 
Was not the refusal to pay them—was not the 
first ratification of the treaty with the second ar; 
ticle by Bonaparte, which made no provision for 
payment, tantamount to a denial and a rejection 
of these claims? To be sure. France would have 
no objection to making provision for the payment 
of just such asum as the American Government 
might ask for these claims, provided the United 
States would agree to pay France an equal or 
greater sum for alleged Infractions of prior trea- 
ties; and this is the whole amount of conces- 
sion which France has ever made to these claim- 
ants. f 

If these claims, as preferred against the United 
States, possess any merit, it is that the United 
States have received of France for them an equiv- 
alent. The equivalent is alleged to be the dis- 
charge, by France, of the prior obligations con- 
tained in sundry recited treaties. i . 

One gentleman (Mr. Wexsren] says that, ‘by 
‘a treaty of the-United States, the Government 
‘of the United States, for a valuable consideration, , 
‘released France from these claims’’—that the 
United States were relieved from “onerous stip- 
ulations of the treaties of alliance and commerce 
with France of 1778’’—that ‘ these claims were 
relinquished for considerations which were valu- 
able to the whole people of the United States” — 
that these claims werc ‘‘ released as a set-off 
against the infractions of the treaties of alliance 
and commerce with France.” 

Another Senator (Mr. Preston] says this claim 
on the American Government ‘is Irresistible,” 
beeause, by the aid of the release of the claims on 
France, ‘the American Government extricated 
itself from the mosi embarrassing circumstances” 
—that “this Goverument offered three times the 
amount of this bill to be relieved’’—that ** we 
have used the property of these people for pur- 
poses of the Government’’—that ** we have used 
the money for State purposes.” 

A third Senator [Mr. Suepiey] says he “can 
t prove that the Government might have obtained 
‘reparation for these claims of France if it had 
c chosen todoso’’—that‘pay ment was not obtained 
‘because France set up counter claims for al- 
leged violations of her treaty of alliance’’*—that 
“+ there cannot be founda more perfect set-off than 
in the set-off of these two claims.” 

The Senators may all rest assured, that if these } 
claims had never existed, in negotiating the treaty 
of September 39, 1800, France never weuld have 
thought of preferring a claim for any infraction of 
her treaties of alliance and commerce. Neither, 
if these claims had not been made, should we 
ever have heard that the contest subsequent to the 
act of Congress declaring the treaties at an end 
was not war to all intents and purposes. Why, 
Congress, by a solemn act, declared the treaties 
of alliance and commerce to have been at amend; 
and yet gentlemen, to make out any plausibility 
to these claims of the United States, are obliged 
to declare those treaties to have been in force, 

Mr. President, I will procced to show that there 
was no infraction of the treaties by the United 
States; that there were no ‘onerous stipulations” 
violated by this Government; and by consequence, 
that there was no “ valuable consideration” ever 
received by the United States as a set-off against 
these claims. 

“ Pacificus,” No, 
Hamilton, (and surely gentleme $ 
him good authority,) in jastification of President 
Washington’s proclamation of neutrality, of 
April, 1793, says, (Federalist, p, 561:;) 

‘+ The alliance between the United States and 
s France isof the defensive kind. fn the caption 
‘of the treaty it is denon 
‘and defensive.’ In t 


» 


9 


o 


, written by Alexander 
en will consider 


he body (article second) | 
‘itis ecalicd a defensive alliance. The words of 


$ i 
ninated a treaty eventual ji 


T 
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‘that article are as follows: ‘The essential and 
‘direct end of the present defensive alliance is to | 


~ 
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| of Jane, 1793, speaking of Washington’s procla- 


| S war. 


t maintain effectually the liberty, sovercignty, and 
‘independence, absolute and: unlimited, of the 
t United States, as well in matters of government 
tas of commerce.’. > a 
-s France then being on the offensive in the 
‘present war, and our alliance with her being 
‘ defensive only, it follows that the casus federis, or 
‘condition ‘of our guarantee, cannot take place; 
‘and that the United States are free to refuse a 
‘ performance of that guarantee, if demanded.” 

General Hamilton contends that, even if the 
war with Great Britain had not been an offensive 
war on the part of France, the United States, 
under the peculiar circumstances, would not have 
been bound by the guarantee. In favor of this 
position he says, (page 570:) 

“ We may learn from Vattel, one of the best 
‘writers on the law of nations, that ‘if a State 
‘which has promised succors, finds itself unable 
‘to furnish them, its very inability is its exemp- 
‘tion; and if the furnishing of succors would cx- 
‘ post it to an evident danger, this is also a lawful 
‘dispensation. The case would render the treaty 
‘ pernicious to the State, and therefore-not oblig- 
‘atory. But this applies to an imminent danger 
‘ threatening the safety of the State. The case of 
‘such a danger is tacitly and necessarily reserved 
“in every treaty.’ ” 

Taking this quotation from Vattel to be sound 
doctrine, it would be difficult to- discover where 
were the “ onerous stipulations” from which the 
United States obtained a discharge, by not con- 
senting to prosecute claims which the American 
Ministers had in repeated instances pronounced 
to be hopeless, and of no value. 

Even Mr. Madison, in his letters of ‘* Helvid- 
ius,” who espoused the side of the Republican 


ground most favorable to France, did not contend 
| that the United States had violated the guarantee | 
in the treaty of alliance by abstaining from the | 
protection of the possession by france of. her | 
West India Islands, &c. Indced, it does not 
appear, either here or elsewacre, that France at 
any time specifically demanded the performance 
of the guarantee; and without such demand, it 
is abundantly-evident no obligation was violated. 
What was complained of by the Republicans 
who were friendly to the French revolution at the 
time, was the spirit of hostility to that revolution, 
and the partiality for the Powers arrayed against 
France, then contending single-handed, which 
was evinced by some of the leading members of 
the existing American Administration. 

« Veritas, a writer in the National Gazette 


mation of neutrality, says: i 
“ As the proclamation has not the most distant 
‘allusion to the treaties existing between France | 
‘and the United States, there is room for surmis- 
“ing that those treaties, from which we have loug | 
‘enjoyed important advantages, are now to be | 
< considered, of no obligation; and this, I believe, 
‘is the lightin which many have construed the 
t proclamation.” } 
Washington’s proclamation was indced worse 
than anything charged at the time by its enemics, | 


party, at that time in opposition to and in answer || 
‘of the same letters of Hamilton, and took the | 


A writer in the same paper, June 10, saysi 
“There is not a single articlé in either. of those 
‘ (treaties) subsisting between the United States 
‘and France, wherein it is- stipulated’ that wê 


| © shall join France in case she shall be involved 


: in war. “The clause of guarantee implies not an 
| ‘agreement to enter into war, but only that the 
‘United States shall use their reasonable endeav- 
‘ors to maintain the French in their possessions?” 
Same paper: ‘Now, sir, this same minister, 
‘ (Genet) told you, on his arrival, that it was not 
‘the wish of the nation he represents. to involve 
‘us in the war.” f P EST 

Mr. Jefferson, in a letter, August 16, 1793, 
says that Citizen Genet assured the President, 
assured the citizens of Philadelphia, and repeated 
this assurance, ‘that onaccount of our remote 
‘situation and other circumstances, France did 
s not expect that we should become a party to the war, 
‘but wished to see us pursue our prosperity aud 
‘ happiness‘in peace.’? E f : 

_ The French Minister who negotiated the Louis- 
iana treaty confesses that France’ first’ broke the 
alliance between the two countries; and even the ; 
Quarterly Review says France armed. against 
us, and seized immense aniounts of our property, 
and was the first to violate existing treaties. And 
yet it was our violation of existing treaties’ that 
constitutes our obligation to her for the payment 
of which these claims are urged to be an offset! 

The convention of September 30, 1800, removed 
the evils of war which then existed; and this was 
| the first object of that convention on the part of 
the United States. The American negotiators 
wished indemnity for all spoliations that took place 
prior to the several acts of Congress which au- 
thorized the capture and condemnation of French 
ships and property on the high seas, and which 
declared all existing treaties between the two 
countries to be at an end; and they made a dis- 
tinction between the claims originating before, 
and those arising after, the act of Congress nulli- 
fying the treaties with France; but the French 
envoys would consent to no distinction. . i 

The first project of a-treaty exhibited by. the 
American envoys proposed that ‘full-and:com- 
plete compensation” should be made for captures 
on both. sides... Now, if the American Govern- 
ment is bound to make compensation to Amer- | 
icans because France was bound, and she stands 
in the plate of France, on account of the alleged 
offset,is notthe American Government also bound 
likewise to.make restitution to Frenchmen for its 
own captures? The Senate report of May 24, 
1828, admits that eighty-four French ships were 
captured by the Americans, of which sixty-eight 
(valued at $600,600) were condemned—ore half 
“to the captors, the other to the United States. 
Was this property ever restored to France? If 
not, will it not be the duty of France to claim it, 
and our duty to pay it, after this Government 
shall have stood in her place to make restitution 
for the property she has taken from American 
citizens under like circumstances? : 

It is said our Government appropriated these 
claims to its own use, by making them the ‘val- 
uable consideration”? for which it obtained a re- 
lease from the obligations incurred by the early 


if it could be supposed that it placed the United 
States in the plight of having violated her most 
solemn treaty cngagements; and she must haye 
so violated them, under this proclamation, if the | 
allegations be true that she was, by the treaty of į 
September 30, 1800, “ extricated from the most 
embarrassing circumstances, -as is contended by 
one Senator, [Mr. Presron,] or if in that treaty 
we received that “ valuable consideration”? in fall 
relief from “ onerous stipulations,” as is con- 
tended by another, [Mr. Wenster. | 

Dunlap’s Daily Advertiser, published at Phila- 
delphia, of April 29, 1793, says: , : 

“ The (French} National Assembly, in their 
¢ Jetter to Monsieur Genet, if we have a true copy, 
“appear to entertain the idea that we are not so 
‘situated as to be expected to participate in the 
The Government of France have not made 
‘any requisition of the kind that we know.” 
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treatics with France; but if is evident, from the 
fact that the treaty was fully ratified on the part of 
France, without a discharge ofthe claims, that the 
French Government placed no value whatever on the 
| nominal obligations of tie American Government, 
| contained in those ancient treaties. i 
Considering that the United States violated no 
obligation to France, and that, if there was any 
violation, it was on the part of France, who first 
broke the alliance, where will the principle lead, 
ifthe American Government now makes restita- 
tion for the remaining claims on Franee, that 
were not provided for in the convention of 1800, 
! and secured to be paid in the-convention of 1803? 
enting no further to urge that portion 
claims which the French Government would 
have allowed, this Government has become 
for the claims—if,to purchase 
e other -claiins to the amount of 
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: twenty millions of francs, the United States, as 
for this ‘valuable consideration,” became re- 
sponsibie—so is it clearly and equally responsi- 
ble, hereafter, to make restitution for the thou- 
sand ships and millions of property seized by 
Great. Britain, under her orders in council, prior 
to the declaration.of war by Congress, in 1812. 
Up to the last moment of the negotiation with 
Great Britain, the American commissioners con- 
tinued to insist ona restitution for those seizures. 
To obtain pacc, however, I find. they did give 
this up. Niles’s Register of. February 18, 1815, 
presents, as taken from. an English newspaper, 
the following, as one of the terms of peace: _ 

“The Americans have waived any stipulation 
“on the subject of maritime. rights, as well as.re- 
< specting compensation for captures under the orders 
“in council, or on any other accounti.” 

‘The British Government, however, did agree 
to make compensation for slaves, and other prop- 
erty seized on the land. It also recognized the 
treaty of peace of 1783, so far as related to pos- 
sessions and boundary, with a single exception; 
and with equal truth might it be urged that the 
treaty of peace of 1783 existed and was in force 
while war existed with Great Britain, as now it 
is urged that the treaties of alliance-and com- 
merce between France and the United States 
existed, and were in force during the negotiation 
of the French convention of September 30, 
1800. 

_ “ Compensation for captures under the orders 
in council, or any other account,” was waived 
by the American commissioners at the treaty of 
Ghent. Here is even a stronger case than is pre- 
sented in the treaty of September 30, 1800; for 
the American negotiators agreed at once to yield 
the millions of “valid claims” to indemnity, 
“ arising out of illegal captures, detentions, for- 
cible seizures, illegal condemnations, and confis- 
‘cations, made or committed’? by Great Britain in 
time of peace, for the ‘ valuable consideration” 
of peace, which saved millions of blood and treas- 
ure to the country. Here isa “ set-off?’ to Amer- 
jean claims quite as. complete, and much more 
direct, than the set-off in the French convention; 
and why not at once make provision for the pay- 
ment of all elaims for British spoliations, as well 
as of all French claims, direct from our own 
Treasury? Of these British, as. well as of the 
French claims, almost every Senator may say that 
“a portion of my constituents—some of them 
widows and children and grandchildren—are in- 
terested.” Are these claims not, indeed, “ irre- 
sistible?? 

3ut an honorable Senator (Mr. SnerLEY] 
says, the United States once offered to pay five 
millions of francs to be released from the obliga- 
tions of the ancient treaties—and that France once 
proposed to reccive ten millions of franes for a 
part, and thirteen millions for the whole, violation 
of plighted faith. Lt is casy to conceive how these 
offers might be made on either hand, although 
neither party should consider its claim as of real 
value. Lt amounts to nothing more nor less than 
this: The United States were willing to allow five 
millions of francs (less than a million of dollars) 
if France would consent to a restitution of all cap- 
tures, seizures, and spoliations, on both hands; 
and by such an arrangement no doubt we should 
have been great gainers, France was willing to 
negotiate in a similar manner if the sum of nomi- 
nal damage for alleged infraction of the ancient 
treaties might be raised so much as to bring her 
not greatly in our debt. As the parties could not 
be brought to agree, it was quite natural that the 
basis of actual war should be taken as the ultimate 
ground of negotiation, and bona fide captures 
(excepting. public armed ships) were suffered to 
remain in the hands of the captors. 
captures the bill provides restitution from our 
own Treasury. ‘The principle that would allow 
them would allow restitution from our Treasury 
for any und every capture made in any maritime 
war that ever was waged. 

The Senator from Maine says: ‘ France offered 


to submit all claims,” including her extraordi- | 


nary claim for damages under the ancient treatics, 
‘to a commission,” and to abide by the award 
of that commission; but that the United States 
refused, This was perfectly natural, if the com- 
missioners for the United States believed, as was 
the fact, that the French cleim for damages was 
aimere finesse. They did. as all prudent men 


For such | 


_ the same treaties. 


would do, when they declined to leave that claim 
to be estimated and decided on by persons who 
might be interested against them, and who might 
place them under real obligations to pay for what 


was really no consideration at all. 


It is said that “claims precisely circumstanced 
‘like these, have been pressed upon France until 
‘she has consented to pay us twenty-five millions 
tof francs.” The circumstances of the two cases, 
as was shown by the Senator from Missouri, 
(Mr. Benron,] are so different that in no two | 
The claims. specified 
under the four different heads of the treaty nego- 
tiated by Mr. Rives in 1831, bears a very near 
analogy to those which were provided for in the 
Louisiana treaty, but are entirely unlike those 
which were declared to be desperate by the nego- 


features are they alike. 


tiators of the treaty of September 30, 1800. 


There is nothing in the fact that should favor 
these claims, if it be true, as is alleged, that the 
board of commissioners under the last treaty 
with France has determined that this class of 
claims cannot come in under that treaty. The 
objects of restitution under that treaty are par- 
ticularly specified under four different heads; 
and neither of those heads embraces claims that 
bear even a distant analogy to the claims under 


consideration. g - 


The zeal with which our Government has, at 
all times, advocated the claims of its citizens, is 
in this instance urged as proof that the Govern- | 
ment, admitting their justice, is responsible for | 
The Quarterly. Review says: | 
“As long as they were to be paid by France, no 
And 
again: ‘In performance of this duty, (to procure 
‘redress -for injuries done to our citizens,) the 
‘Government of the United States invited its 
‘citizens to confide their claims to its manage- 
‘ment, and undertook to do everything in its 
So the Govern- 
ment of the United States, to the last end of the 
chapter, pressed-on the Government of Great 
Britain the claims for remuneration under her 
illegal and unjust scizures and condemnations by 
rospect 
of remuneration absolutely hopeless, and finding 
peace of more value than further destruction of 
lives and property, this Government, in both 
cases, consented to waive all further claims for 
illegal seizures and condemnations. There prob- 
ably was never an instance of treaty with any | 
foreign nation where this Government did not | 
press the claims for individual injury to the last 


their discharge. 


” 


doubt was entertained of their validity. 


‘power to obtain satisfaction.’? 


the orders in council, until, finding the 


moment. 


The admission of our negotiators that there 
was ground for pressing these claims on France, 
is taken for granted as an admission that the | 
Such 
an inference is gratuitous and fallacious. The | 
| history of diplomacy, in all ages, furnishes evi- | 

dence that claims and pretensions are often set up 
to counteract other claims and pretensions, both | 
of which, in the end, are yielded; and that these, 
although sometimes founded in justice, are yielded | 
as an offset to those having really no foundation. | 
The claim by the United States for remuneration | 
of seizures and spoliations under the treaties of 
alliance and commerce, after the United States by 
act of Congress had declared those treaties at an 
end, was likely to be met by the best pretext for | 
claim the French Government could find under | 
As neither of the claims was | 
perhaps tenable, under the practice of nations, to 
make no restitution where a state of war—call it, | 
if you please, a ‘ quasi-war’’—had existed, so 
beth nations at length were willing each to with- | 
draw its respective pretensions under treaties 
which had been broken and declared to be void, 
and to offset each against the other all the cap- $ 
tures and condemnations that had occurred during } 
the existing differences. And both nations did || 
well for their citizens to make peace even on these || 
| terms; neither laid itself liable, by consenting to 


claims are now due by this Government. 


waive the further pressing of individual claims, 
for the payment of such claims. Negotiation and 
war could not reclaim them; and the nation was 
not bound further to compromit the welfare of its 
citizens by continuing a belligerent attitude on 
account of these claims. z 

Mr. President, my propositions are—- 

1. That a state of war between France and the 
United States effectually put an end to all obliga- 


and spoliations beyond what they particularly 
specified in the treaty of September 30, 1800. 

2. Thatthe United States, after pressing France 
*for a restitution of those claims, so long as they 
could do it without a sacrifice of other paramount 
public and private interests, assumed no respons- 
ibility for their payment by consenting to press 
those peculiar claims no further. 

3. That if the fact of the existence of war and 
the abrogation of prior treaties shall be denied, 
still, the United States, having first violated no 
previous treaty, were under no obligation to 
France, and owed her nothing for such infrac- 
tion. ` 

4. That as the United States owed nothing to 
France, so the claimants are entitled to no com- 
pensation from the United States for any alleged 
claims on France. 

Mr. President, I listened with close attention to 
the argument of the Senator from Maine, [Mr 
Suepxey,] in favor of these claims. From the 
logical mind of that gentleman, I had anticipated 
much stronger reasons for passing the bill than 
he did present; from his known aptitude for 
thorough investigation, I had anticipated an array 
of facts giving color at least to the strong and 
positive statements which he had before promised 
to make so clear and apparent. In his argument 
I have been disappointed. 

Because the Government of the United States 
—(when we say Government we mean not all 
branches of the Government, but only the Exec- 
utive or its agents)—because the agents of this 
Government expressed a willingness and a wish 
to negotiate on the basis of the ancient treaties, 
and as if no war had existed, the Scnator infers 
no war did exist. He quotes the French Minis- 
ters who negotiated the treaty of 1800, as saying 
that ‘ the treaties have not been broken—that there 
‘has only been a misunderstanding’ ’—-that “they 
‘never thought of making war, nor of creating 
‘commotions”’ in the United States; and this he 
considers positive and conclusive proof that war 
had notexisted, and that the treaties had not been 
broken. But did the Senator recollect that, in start- 
ing with his argument, he first labored to show that the 
French nation at the very commencement had vio- 
lated the treaties by ordering the seizure and arrest of 
neutral ships, and the ships of the United States with 


the rest? 
| «c The treaties have not been broken.” Will 
the Senator take this ground to make the claims 
binding on the United States? Has it not been 
shown that the treaties were broken? The gen- 
tleman himself had first to insist that France 
broke the treaty when she first directed the seiz- 
ure of the neutral property: Barbe Marbois says 
France first broke the alliance: the very book of 
documents compiled to prove these claims opens 
with complaints, that France had been the first 
to violate her treaty engagements. 

The gentleman says the state of things that ex- 
isted wag not war; that neither nation set up that 
there was war; that France has never plead war 
as a release from these claims; thatthe annulling 
of treaties amounted only to cause of war. If 
both the American and French authorities at any 
time chose to negotiate on the basis of status quo 
ante bellum, or even to infer that a general capture 
of property and hard fighting on both sides was 
not war, the same authorities will rise in contra- 
diction of this position. Messrs. Ellsworth, 
Davie, and Murray, in their Journal of Septem- 
ber 12, 1800, expressly say that the president of 
the French commission declared (and the other 
two commissioners united with him inthe declar- 
ation) that he would sooner resign than sign a 
treaty with indemnities; that any impartial tri- 
bunal would declare the present state of things 
| to be war, and that being a state of war, no in- 
demnities could be claimed. 

_ The same American commissioners themselves, 
in so many words, deciare that there was war; 
they say the treaties have undergone the nullify- 
| ing operation that war imposes; that “< doubtless 
|i € the congressional act authorizing the reduction 
| € of French cruisers by force was an authorization 
i| ©of war, limited indeed in its extent, but not in ils 
i| nature; and that ** clearly also, their subsequent 

“act, that the treaties had ceased to be obligatory, 
|| t however proper it might be for the removal of 
|i © doubts, was but declaratory of. the state of things; 
i ‘and certainly,” they say—mark. the expres- 


t 
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stitutional prerogalive of declaring war that either of 
them derived validity. i 

Oliver Wolcott, Secretary of the Treasury, in ! 
his report to Congress, January 23, 1800, after | 
the consular government had dirccted a relaxa-, 
tion of the war operations, inferred a state of war 
to exist, as will be seen hy the following extracts: 

“That all exports to France or her dependen- 
‘cies were prohibited after {he Ist day of July, 
$1798, (by law of Congress.) ; 

“ Vessels have been carried to the vicinity of 
‘French ports, where, as it is believed, they have 
‘been captured by French privateers, in conse- | 
quence of preconcerted arrangements. Other 

vessels have entered French ports on pretense 

of distress. Although the vessels have, in many 

instances, been liberated, yet the cargoes have 
‘been detained by order of Government.” 

The Secretary continues: * The plea of forci- 
ble exchange cannot be admitted without permit- 
‘ting the French Government virtually to repeal 
‘our laws by means of their own internal regu- 
t lations; and if the United States refuse to sub- 


‘mit to an insidious policy, and some of our |; 


citizens suffer losses, it is against the French | 
and not the American Government that their 
t complaints ought to be directed.”’ 
I repeat, sir, if these claims had not been inter- 
posed, a state of war would never have. been 
doubted; and it will be scen that the whole 
French commission repudiated the idea that the | 
“ state of things” was anything clse than war. 
It was entirely unnecessary that theSenator so 
long dwelt on the proofs that the property for 
which restitutionis claimed was illegally seized. 
The illegal seizure is ngt doubted; and while he | 
would urge this asa reason why the American | 
Government should stand in the place of France | 
to make- restitution, we urge it us one of the proofs | 
that the United States are exonerated from this resti- 
tution; for if by these seizures trance first broke 
the treaties, nothing was due from the United 
States, even if it should be admitted that we after- | 
wards violated those treaties, as it cannot be con- j 
tended that one party was bound to a rigid | 
adherence to the treaties after the other party had 
repeatedly violated them, and persisted in her 
determination to continue their violation. 
TheSenator says, the United States in repeated 
instances acknowledged the goodness of these 
claims; that the negotiators.on some occasions 
urged. them on France as good and valid; and the 
Secretary of State declared that the captures were 
made ‘‘in dircet violation of the treaties.” In- 
structions were also given making it an “ indis- 
pensable condition” that all captures shall be in- 
demuified. The fact, that when the whole treaty- 
making power (not the negotiators alone, but the | 
President and Senate) was brought to act, indem- 
nification was not ‘an indispensable condition,” 
is better proof that the Government did not, than 
did consider this a debt good and of valuable 
consideration on thear part. i 
But the Senator says, “ France was willing to 
indemnify, provided we would acknowledge the | 
treaties to be still in existence’’—that she said | 
“the parties on both sides ought fo be compen- 
sated.” Has France, since she threw up indem- 
nitics on both sides, ever made restitution to her 
citizens for the property which was captured and 
condemned by the Americans? Not a dollar! 
France, it is true, was willing to allow an indem- 
nity, provided we would allow her a greater in- 
demnity, or give her a chance to obtain one. She 
was willing to revive ancicnt treaties thathad been 
declared null and void on both sides, if she could 
make a better bargain in the one case than she 
could in theather. But France, in the end, great 
as was the amount of her claim, was willing to 
make it a drawn game. i 
The gist of the whole matter is, ‘ the consid- 
eration, ”? “the valuable consideration’’ received 
by the United States, for which we are bound to 
pay these claims. 


The astute advocate of the claims in the Amer- |; 


ican Quarterly Review had said the claims of | 
France on the United States “were indefinite, | 
‘and from their nature, incapable of exact caleu- | 
“lation; but- they were not on that account less | 
‘real, or less entitled to attention.” . | 

I had hoped the Senator from Maine would be 
more definite. The. violation of the guarantee in | 
the treaty of alliance is ‘set upas giving France 
her principal claim on us. I have shown you, 


7: ATANT ` = 
as I trust, that France never asked of. the United 
States, the performance of this guarantee, which 
would at once have thrown us into collision with | 
England. Tt was for the interest of France itself 
that the United States should maintain a neutral 
position after she had declared war against Eng- 
jand; and if it bad not been her interest, the guar- | 
antee was binding on us only while France was | 
engaged in a defensive, not an offensive, war. | 
In any event, she could not complain until she | 
had at least made a formal request. , Even had | 
France requested, the reasoning of General Ham- | 
ilton, and his quotation from Vattel, most con- 
clusively demonstrate that, if the United States 
had promised succors to France by treaty, if,the 
furmshing those succors would expose it to an 
evident danger, this danger is a lawful dispensa- 
tion from the obligation. 

The lengthy correspondence that took place | 
between different envoys and agents, from 1793 | 
to 1800,as well under the ever-changing adminis- 
trations of the French directory, as under the 
consular rule of Bonaparte, is fall of evidence 
that neither the guarantee in the treaty of alliance, 
nor the obligations of the treatics of commerce, 
were at any time insisted oa by France Then 
Messrs. Pinckney, Marshall, and Gerry, in a 
letter. to the Secretary of State, assign, as the 
principal ground of complaint, that the French 
directory ** wanted a loan ”- from the United 
States, which they had no authority to grant; | 
and added, “ the directory felt itself wounded by | 
the different speeches of Mr. Washington and | 
Mr: Adams.” : 

General Washington, accepting the command 
in chief of the armies of the United States in 1798, 
at the time of the rupture or war with France, 
distinctly alleges the unfounded pretensions of 
the French directory as his principal reason for 
once again standing in the service of the country. 
He says he is induced to enter the service by 
“ their disregard of solemn treaties and the laws of : 
nations,” and that “ their demands on us amount į 
to tribute,’? 

The Senator has undertaken to show what were 
the claims of France on the United States, con- 
stituting the obligation of the United States to 
the present claimants. If I understood him right, 
they consisted entirely in the value of our obli- 
gations to France, under the several treaties of 
alliance and commerce of 1778. Ho says the 
mutual guarantee of one of the treaties, that one 
party should protect the other in trade with its 
own enemy, was a valuable property to France, 
inasmuch as it would have secured her a trade of 
incalculable amount. 

To confront his exposition of these obligations, 
and even the allegation that the United States at 
any time violated the treaties, the volumes of 
published diplomatic papers furnish abundant 
testimony. You can scarcely open the books 
without falling upon them. One or two quotations 
to this point, at different periods, may suffer. 

General Washington, in his. message to Con- 
gress, December 5, 1793, speaking of the difficul- 
ties with France, says: 

“In the mean time, I have respected and pur- ; 
t sued the stipulations of our treaties, according 
‘to what I judged their true sense; and have with- | 
‘held noactof friendship which their (the French) 
‘affairs have called for from us, and which jus- 
‘tice to others left us free to perform.” . 

And as covering nearly the whole. ground of 
controversy, the following extract of a letter from 
the three American envoys, Messrs. Pinckney, 
Marshall, and Gerry, to the French Minister of 
Foreign Affairs, dated February 7, 1798, will serve 
to prove that, from the beginning to nearly the | 
end of the’ chapter, the American Government | 
had no idea it was violating any obligation to 
France by the neutral position it had assumed: 

« America (say they) found itself at peace with 
‘all the belligerent Powers: she was connected 
‘with some of them by treaties of amity and 
“commerce, and with France by a treaty of alli- 
‘ance also. These several treaties were consid- 
‘ered with the most serious attention, and witha 
‘sincere wish to determine, by fair construction, 
“the obligations which they really imposed. The 
‘result of this inquiry was a full conviction that her 
t engagements by no means bound her to take part in 
‘ the war, but left her so far the mistress of her 
‘ own conduct, as to be at perfect liberty to pur- 
‘sue a real system of neutrality.”’ 


| and all other men. 


| fore, I oppose the pass 


The Senator from Maine: has. not. shown: that 
this construction of the:treaties by ‘the emisent ` 
men then constituting the Government. .of the 
United States was:a false construction. He must 
show this to prove that. the- United States were 
under any obligation to France for failing to. per- 
form: any treaty. stipulation. «Will Senators: at 
this day contend that Washington’s proclamation 
of the neutrality was indefensible? ; 

The offer of the envoys of the United. States 
to pay a specific sum to release them from. the 
obligations of these treaties, I consider in no other 
light than an offer to subtract that amount from 
the claims on France, if she would consent to al- 
low those claims. It wasa diplomatic expedient 
to evade that state of things which really existed, 
and. which, if admitted to cxist, precluded all 
chance of restitution., It was a diplomatic expe- 
dient calculated to secure somcthing for the claims 
on France, whereas, without it, nothing could be 
obtained. Hence we find the American envoys 
willing to. give eight millions of francs, while 
they absolutely refused to leave anything to the 
uncertain decision of a board of commissioners, 
If they had considered this French pretension as 
of any real value, they would have been equally. 
willing as was France to have submitted the whole 
questions arising under the treatics to.a board of 
commMissioners, tog 

Mr. President, of late. years invention seems 
to be put to the rack in devising ways and: means 
to abstract money from the public Treasury.» In 
proportion to the facilities of accumulating money 
under an oncrous system of duties and. taxation 
have the expedients for expending and making 
away with the funds of the Government multi- 
plicd. Individual claimants are continually. press- 
ing on Congress for those antiquated claims, of 
the existence of which the claimants themselves 
were not aware until they obtained the informa- 
tion from some speculator, whose whole business 
‘is to hunt them up from musty records, and mag- 
nanimously offer, for a moicty of what shall be 
recovered, to do the business of obtaining them. 
Many a man in some distant section of the coun- 
try has unexpectedly received the offer of five, or 
ten, or twenty per cent, for his chance of recov- 
ering a claim in bebalf of his father or grand- 
| father, for something done or suffered int. days 
of the Revolution, or iu the time ofthe. quasi war ` 
with France, or at some other period of national 
distress. Claims of this kind, although thousands - 
have been paid off, are more numerous: now than 
they have been atany period within the last thirty 
years, and they will continue to multiply. i Suc- 
cess, in procuring large sums on. claims: which 
have litte or no foundation, emboldens others to 
advance theirs, fraud and: forgery are ‘sometimes 
brought in to aid in abstracting the money: of the 
Treasury. It is made the interest of the several 
States to procure each as much as possible for 
its share of these allowances; and even members 
of Congress, acting honestly for the local inter- 
ests of their constituents, become themselves in- 
strumental in contributing to the common abuses, 

If the claims intended to be provided for in 
this bill shall be allowed, the main part of them 
will go to swell the enormous wealth of. a ‘class 
of men who owe their good fortune not to their 
patriotism, but to that cupidity which has often 
shown itself willing to sacrifice the country’s best 
good on the altar of avarice. Who but the under- 
writers and insurers, and those who have ven- 
tured on the ocean in pursuit of an unaathor 
trade—who but those who have shown them 
selves willing to sacrifice ‘ free trade and sailors’ 
rights,” and to abandon their country in a great 
contest for equal rights and justice on the occan 
—who but these, and such as these, will be benc- 
fited by the passage of this bill? - Nevertheless, 
{ would pay every dollar that is justly:dac these 
I cannot believe the Govern= 
ment owes one cent of these claims; and, there- 
age of the bill. 

When Mr. H. concluded, Mr. ROBBINS took 
the floor and moved an adjournment, which pre- 
vailed. oe hs 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, December 23, 1834... 0 
Petitions and memorials were presented by— 


Mr. HUBBARD, of New Hampshire; 
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December 23, 


iMr: BAYLIES, of Massachusetts; 
Mr. BURGES, of Rhode Island; 
Mr. JACKSON, of Connecticut; 
‘Messrs. ADAMS,HAZELTINE,LANSING, 
and MANN, of New York; 
‘Mr. PARKER, of New Jersey; 
‘Messrs SUTHERLAND and HEISTER, of 
! Pennsylvania; oe 

Messrs. GORDON and MOORE, of Virginia; 

Mr. PINCKNEY, of South Carolina; 

Messrs. MARSHALL and BEATY, of Ken- 
tucky; . 

‘Mr. DICKINSON, of Tennessee; 

Mr. KILGORE, of Ohio; 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana; 

Messrs. LANE and KINNARD, of Indiana; 

[Mr. Lane, of Indiana, presented the petition 
of the citizens of Rising Sun, in the county of 
Dearborn, praying ‘the establishment of a post 
route from Versailles, in Ripley county, thence 
down the Valley of Lauchery Creek, by way of 
Watt’s Mill, Dillsborough, James’s Mills, Hart- 
ford, to Rising Sun, thence to Burlington, Boon 
county, Kentucky. f 

And a similar petition of the citizens of Decatur 
and Rush counties, praying a mail route from 
Napoleon, in Ripley county, to Clarksburg, in 
Decatur county, thence, by way of Richland, 
New Salem, Dickson’s Store, Smelser’s Mills, 
in Rush county, to Louisville, in Henry county, 
Indiana. : 

Mr. Kiywarp presented additional documents 
in support of the petition of James Calvin, an in- 
valid soldier of the late war; which were referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.) 

Mr. MAY, of Illinois; s 

[Mr. May presented the petition of sundry in- 
habitants of the country of McLean, praying the 
establishment of a post route from Springfield, 
Illinois, to Chicago, in said State.] 

Messrs. McKINLEY and MURPHY, of Ala-. 


bama; 
` Mr, LYON, of Michigan; 

Mr. THOMAS, of Maryland; 

Which memorials and amendments were ap- 
propriately referred. ' ‘ 

_ REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. POLK, from the Committce of Ways and 
Means, reported the following bills; which were 
read twice, and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union: j 

A bill making appropriations for the support of 
the Army for the year 1835; and 

A bill making appropriations for the current 
expenses of the Indian Department, for the year 
1835. 

Mr. POLK, from the same committee, report- 
ed the following resolution; which was agreed 


Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of providing by law for aclerk to be employed in 
the office of superintendent of Indian Affairs at 
St. Louis. 

Mr. WATMOUGH, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, reported a bill explanatory of the 
act of 20th June, 1834, making certain allowances, 
and granting arrearages to officers of the United 
States corps of marines; which was read twice 
and committed. 

Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, reported a bill for the relief of Isaac 
Wellborne, Jr., and Wiliam Wellborne; which 
was read twice and committed. 

Mr. C., from the same committee, reported a 
bill supplementary to the act of last session, 
granting preémption rights in certain cases to the 
settlers on the public lands; which was read twice 
and committed. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, reported an amendment to the 
bill to exempt merchandise imported under cer- 
tain circumstances from the operation of the act 
of. Jam May, 1828; which was ordered to be 

rinted. 

: Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, reported a bill to re- 
vive and continue in force an act to provide for 
persons who were disabled by known wounds 
received during the war of the Reyolution; which 
was read twice, and ordered to be engrossed. 

“Mr... HUBBARD, from the select committee 
apppointed for that- purpose, reported: the fol- 


| lowing joint resolution; which was read twice, 
and ordered to be engrossed. [See Senate pro- 
ceedings. } j 

Mr. MERCER, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, reported the following resolution; 
which lies- over one day for consideration: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be direct- 
ed to lay before this House a report of the expend- 
iture hitherto made in the improvement of the 
Cumberland river, and the effect thereof, with any 
information in his possession as to the extent to 
which such improvement can be carried up the 
said river, and at what cost. 


ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. BEATY, on leave, submitted a joint res- 
olution for an adjournment of the two Houses 
from the 23d to the 29th instant. 

Mr. WATMOUGH moved to amend the mo- 
tion by substituting the 24th instant for the 23d. 

Mr. POLK said, that the motion was unpre- 
cedented. He was not aware of a single instance 
in which a similar proposition had been adopted, 
and he saw no particular reason for departing 
from the usage of the House in this instance. 
He, therefore, moved to lay the resolution and 
amendment on the table. : 

Mr. WARDWELL demanded the yeas and 
nays on the motion to lay the subject on the table; 
which were ordered, and are as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. John Quincy Adams, John 
Adams, Heman Allen, John J. Allen, Chilton 
Allan, William Allen, Ashley, Banks, Barringer, 
Baylics, Bean, Boon, Bouldin, Briggs, Brown, 
Bull, Burges, Burns, Bynum, Cage, Cambreleng, 
Carmichael, Carr, Casey, Chambers, Chaney, 
Chilton, Claiborne, Samuel Clark, Clay, Clow- 
ney, Coffee, Coulter, Crockett, Darlington, Amos 
Davis, Davenport, Day, Denny, Dickson, Dick- 
erson, Dickinson, Dunlap, FiJimore, Forester, 
Fowler, Philo C. Fuller, William K. Fuller, 
Galbraith, Gamble, Gholson, Gillet, Gordon, 
Graham, Grennell, Griffin, Joseph: Hall, Thomas 
H. Hall, Halsey, Hardin, Joseph M. Harper, 
Harrison, Hathaway, Hazeltine, Henderson, 
Heister, Howell, Hubbard, Huntington, Eben- 
ezer Jackson, Janes, Jarvis, Richard M. John- 
son, Noadiah Johnson, Benjamin Jones, Kav- 
anagh, King, Kinnard, Lane, Lay, Luke Lea, 
Thomas Lee, Letcher, Lewis, Lincoln, Loyall, 
Lucas, Lyon, Lytle, Abijah Mann, Joel K. 
Mann, Marshall, Mardis, Moses Mason, May, 
McCarty, McComas, McIntire, McKay, Me- 
Kennan, McKim, McKinley, McLene, McVean, 
Mercer, Miller, Miner, Robert Mitchell, Moore, 
Morgan, Muhlenberg, Murphy, Parker, Dutee 
J. Pearce, Franklin Pierce, Polk, Potts, Ramsay, 
Reed, Rencher, Reynolds, Robertson, Schenck, 
Augustine H. Shepperd, Shinn, Slade, Sloane, 
Smith, Stewart, William Taylor, Francis Thom- 
as, Philemon Thomas, Thomson, Tompkins, 
Trumbull, Turner, Tweedy, Vanderpocl, Van 
Houten, Wagener, Wardwell, Watmough, Web- 
ster, Whallon, Wilde, Williams, Wilson, Wise, 
and Young —150. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bates, Beale, Beaty, Camp- 
bell, William Clark, Clayton, Corwin, Crane, 
Evans, Gorham, Heath, William Jackson, Wil- 
liam C. Johnson, Cave Johnson, Henry John- 
son, Lansing, Manning, Martindale, Milligan, 
Phillips, Pickens, Pierson, Pinckney, Spangler, 
Vance, Vinton, and Frederick Whittlesey-—28, 


RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 


The following resolutions, submitted yester- 
day, were considered and agreed to: 

By Mr. BYNUM: 

Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of War be in- 
structed to lay before this House a report of the 
progress of different works of internal improve- 
ments now carried on by the Gencral Govern- 
ment in the State of North Carolina, and the 
amount of appropriations expended in the pros- 
ecution of the same. 

By Mr, ALLAN, of Kentucky; 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 


of the disbursements and appropriations made 
since the 9th of April, 1832, under the following 
heads, viz: Fortifications, light-houses, public 
debt, revolutionary and other pensions, internal 
improvements, including the piers and break- 


waters, preservation of ports and harbors, remov- 
ing obstructions in. rivers and ereeks, and the 


be instructed to report to this House a statement |! ; 4 Osi 
fice and Post Raads be instructed to inquire into 


support of lighthouses, including all incidental 
expenses, showing, as far as practicable, the 
amount disbursed in each year, and in each State, 
and in each ‘Territory. 

Resolved further, That the Secretary blend the 
report hereby required to be made with the re- 
ports from: his Department to this House, dated 
on the 31st December, 1829, and April 9, 1832, so 
as to exhibit at one view the expenses of the 
Government from its commencement to the time 
under the heads designated. 


By Mr. SLOANE: i i 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be directed to transmit to this House an estimate 
of the expense of erecting a beacon light at the 
mouth of the Black river, in the State of Ohio, 
and any report that accompanied said statement, 


Mr. HUBBARD offered the following resolu- 
tion; which, under the rule, lies on the table one 
day: : 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be directed to communicate to this House copies 
of any correspondence which has taken place be- 
tween himself or any of his predecessors in office 
since 1834, as far as practicable, with any, of the 
officers of the Bank of the United States, or of 
any of its branches, which may have any relation 
to the claim of the United States against the Bank 
of Columbia, and to communicate his opinion as 
to the probability of collecting the balance, or any ` 
part thereof, now due from the Bank of Columbia 
to the United States. 


Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, offered the 
following resolution; which lies on the table one 

ay: . 

Resolved, That the President of the United - 
States be requested tocommunicate to this House 
such information as he may have, and which in 
his opinion may be proper to be communicated, 
and not incompatible with the public interest, 
showing the steps which have been taken, and the 
progress which has been made, in effecting an 
adjustment and satisfaction of the claims of Amer- 
ican citizens upon the Mexican Government. 


Mr. LINCOLN offered the following resolu- 
tion; which, under the rule, lies on the table one 


day: 

Resolved, That the President of the United 
States be requested to lay before this House (if, in 
his opinion, it is not incompatible with the public 
interest) any communications which may have 
been had between the Government of the United 
States and that of Great Britain, since the rejec- 
tion by the former of the advisory opinion of the 
King of the Netherlands, in reference to the estab- 
lishment and final settlement of the northeastern 
boundary of the United States, heretofore in con- 
troversy between the two Governments. . 

And that he also be requested to communicate 
any information he may possess of the exercise 
of practical jurisdiction by the authorities of the 
British Province of New Branswick over the dis- 
puted territory within the limits of the State of 

Jaine, according to the true line of boundary as 
claimed by the United States, and especially upon 
that part of the territory which has been incor- 
porated by the government of Maine into the - 


| town of Madawaska; together with such repre- 


sentations and correspondence (if any) as have 
been had by the Executive of that State with the 
Government of the United States on the subject. 

On motion of Mr. WATMOUGH, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs 
be instracted to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing an ordnance department for the naval ` 
service, 

On motion of Mr. WILSON, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Of- 
fice and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into 


| the expediency of establishing a post route from 


Knottsville, Monongahela county, Virginia, to 


. Kingwood, in Preston county, Virginia, and from 


Brandon to Smithfield, in Pennsylvania. 


Gn motion of Mr, GRAHAM, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Of- 


the expediency of establishing a mail route from 
Ashville, in North Carolina, by Ednysville and 


j Mill’s Gap, to Spartansburg Court-Eouse, in 


South Carolina, 
On motion of Mr. CHILTON, it was 


_ Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Of- 


the expediency of establishing a post office at the’ 


White Sulphur Springs, in Grayson county, Ken- 
tucky; and that said committee further inquire 
into the expediency of establishing a post route 
from Brandonburg, in Mead county, to Litch- 
field, in Grayson county, by way of the post office 
at Big Spring. f 

On motion of Mr. CRANE, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads be instructed to inquire 
into the expediency of establishing a post route 
irora Dayton, in Montgomery county, Ohio, 
through Germantown and Jacksonburg, to Ox- 
Tord, in Butler county, Ohio. 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 

it was ; ` 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 
. be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
providing a salary and office rent for the surveyor 
on Port Ponchartrain, in the State of Louisiana. 


On motion of Mr. LANE, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs be instructed to inquire into the expedicncy 
of providing by law for the education, at the 
Military Academy, of the junior midshipmen 
now in service, and of such as may be hereafter 
appointed; the whole number of students not 
to exceed the number of cadets allowed by the 
existing laws. 


On motion of Mr. REYNOLDS, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a port of entry at Alton, in the State 
of Illinois. ; 

On motion of Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands 
„be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
reporting a bill to relieve William Walker, of 
Jackson county, Alabama, from the conse- 
quences of a mistake in the entry of a tract of 
land in that county. 


On motion of Mr. DAVENPORT, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a post route from 
Weldon, North Carolina, via Boydton, Charlotte 
Court House, and Brookneal, to Green Hill, in 
the county of Campbell, Virginia. 

On motion of Mr. WHITE, of Florida, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
he instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
providing by law for a néw judicial district in 
the Territory of Florida, the judge of said district 
to reside at Appalachiola. : 


On motion of Mr. A. H. SHEPPERD, it wa 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
making compensation to the society of Mora- 
vians for the expenses incurred at their mission- 
ary establishments within the limits of the Cher- 
okee tribe of Indians. 

On motion of Mr. KAVANAGH, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 


making an appropriation for placing buoys in } 


Damariscotta river, in the State of Maine. 


On motion of Mr. BEAN, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of placing the name of John Kaime, of New 
‘Hampshire, on the list of invalid pensions. 

On motion of Mr. READ, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
discontinuing one of the light-housesin Chatham, 
Massachusetts. 


RELATIONS WITH FRANCE. 


Mr. FOSTER asked the House to take up and 
consider the resolution submitted by him some 
days since, calling on the President of the United 
States for information connected with our rela- 
tions with France; but, at the suggestion of Mr. 
‘Wayne, the motion to consider was withdrawn. 


EXPENDITURES ON PUBLIC GROUNDS. 
The SPEAKER laid before the Housea report 
from the Commissioner of the Public Buildings, 
in obedience to the act of the 3d March, 1829, 
containing an account of the expenditures upon 


the improvement of the public grounds; which, 
on motion of Mr. Jarvis, was laid on the table, 
and directed to be printed. : 


OATHS BY REGISTERS AND RECEIVERS. 


The bill authorizing the registers and receivers 
of the public land offices to administer oaths con- 
nected with the entry and sale of the public lands, 
was read a third time, and passed. 2 


PAY OF ARMY AND NAVY OFFICERS. 


The House then resolved itself into the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
Brigas in the chair,) on the bill to equalize and 
regulate the pay of. the officers of the Army and, 
Navy of the United States, and the amendments 
thereunto proposed by Mr. Warmoucn,as chair- 
man of the select committee, and Mr. Wisg, a 
member of the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The discussion was resumed on the amendment 
offered by Mr. Wise, to increase the compensa- 
tion of boatswains, gunners, carpenters, and sail- 
makers, and adding the office of armorers to the 
list, allowing each $700 while waiting orders, and 
$800 while on duty. f 

Mr. WATMOUGH briefly stated the objections 
which existed in his mind to the amendment. He 
repeated the ideas he had previously advanced, 
that it was highly important to offer inducements 
for these officers to remain at sea, rather than on 
shore; and hence the difference in the compensa- 
tion in those situations. He was willing to allow 
them $750 when on board a frigate, and $600 
while on board a sloop, brig, or schooner, or 
while acting on shore. Further he could not con- 
sistently go. f 

Mr. WISE declined to accept this proposition, 
and stated the reasons which urged him to doso. 
These men, holding these very responsible sta- 
tions, he was wellinformed could not live on shore 
with the compensation proposed for them. It 
was not to avoid duty at sea, that these men de- 
sired a fair compensation while they were casu- 
ally at home with their familics. ‘They merely 
ask that they may live. He was well assured 
that the present inadequate pay brought only 
such as, from their habits and abilities, were un- 
worthy of the station—who required a thorough 
purgation before they were competent to the per- 
formance of their important dutics. The pay of 
these men, he contended, bore no fair comparison 
with that of other officers of the Navy, in propor- 
‘tion with their duties. i 

Mr. REED said these men could have no leave 
of absence, inasmuch as there was only one of 
each of them attached to-a vessel. He did not 
deem it important to include the office of armorer 
in the amendment. 

Mr. WISE replied, contending that a ship was 
not properly manned without an armorer, and 
one, too, more competent than a common black- 
smith—one, probably, whose services could not 
be procured for a less sum than twenty-five cents 
per hour. Such was the information which he 
had been enabled to collect from authentic sources 
in relation to this office. . 

Mr. WATMOUGH again explained, and urged 
some further objections to the amendment. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND asked the privilege of 
saying one word in favor of these men. Hecom- 

lained that his former remarks upon this subject 
Bad been misunderstood or misrepresgnted. He 
only asked the committee to allow these officers 
a proper compensation while they were at home, 
His argument was, that while they were at home 
with their families, they should Be taken’care of, 
and not, as proposed by this unequal reduction 
of their wages on shore, be hurried off again to 
sea as soon almost as their fect have touched 
the shore. He spoke particularly of boatswains, 
and the importance of their services. He would 
not make these men exiles from their homes, 
their wives, and children, under the penalty of 
having their pay reduced to the inadequate sum 
of $360 per annum. These men possessed the 
same natural affections—the same strong feel- 
ings for their families, that others did. The 
carpenter (he added) was a very important man 
on board, and he dwelt on the onerous nature of 
his duties. He said he was aware that his col- 
league (Mr. Warmovcn] came from a district 
where these real working men—the bone and sin- 
ews of war—were numerous. The committee, 
of which that gentleman was chairman, was con- 


stituted to.equalize the pay-of. officers. He wished 
to see, at least, an equalization of the pay of those 
serving on board the same ship. After. some | 


remark, that all the experienced individuals with 
whom he had consulted joined him in the views ` 
he had taken on this important point, of giving 
to these officers a more adequate compensation 
while on shore—while in the bosom of their fami- 
lies—a blessing which they so seldom enjoyed. 
Mr. BATES said he conceived. this question 
to be a mere matter of fact, and not a subject for 
oratorical flourishes. He asked if.the amend- 
ment embraced the views of the officers of the 
Navy? for by their judgment and discretion his 
own would be, ina great measure, controlled, | 
Mr. WISE replied, in effect, that it did. ` 
Mr. BURGES wished this subject could be 
discussed without so much ardor. He thought 
the return of these officers to their families once 
in two or three years should be satisfactory to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. SUTHER- 
LAND.] However that might be, he believed the 
laborer worthy of his hire. He was attached to 
that class of our fellow-citizens, and he hoped he 
never should forget the sympathy which he had 
ever felt and professed for the. working classes, 
But it seemed that all at once this class were sup- 
posed to possess extraordinary merit... They 
were even put in advance of your admirals and 
your generals. Mr. B. contended that the còm- 
pensation contained in the bill was amply suffi~ 
cient, and that it was more. than some ‘of: the 
individuals referred to could get if following their 
occupations out of the public service. He was 
willing to encourage bravery, but was not in 
| favor of paying to these men a sum so greatly 
disproportionate to the service rendered. He 
went at length into particulars connected with 
the pay, duties, &c., of the various individuals 
engaged in the naval service. f ; : 
Mr. REED, of Massachusetts, referred to the 
report of the Secretary of the Navy on this sub- 
ject, to show that the bill went as far as was rec- 
i ommended by the Department on the particular 
subject of the amendment. He made no preten- 
sions of exclusive friendship for the working men 
in the community or the Navy; he was willing to 
do justice to all.. The persons embraced in this 
amendment were seldom absent onleave. It was 
almost impossible to do without them on board 
ship, particularly a ship of the largest class. Ref- 
erence had been made to the pay of seamen.: He 


the most ample compensation., He should: have: 
moved an amendment to that effect if he had. not 
believed that it was not strictly proper toembrace 
seamen in the present bill. oy. A : 

Mr. FERRIS observed that he did‘not wish to 
trespass on the patience of the House, or unne- 
cessarily-to prolong this exciting debate; but he 
claimed the indulgence of the House while he 
should endeavor to answer an argument adduced 
by the gentleman from Rhode Island, and deliv- 
ered with so much ingenuity, ability, and elo- 
quence, as to make an impression against the 
proposed amendment. The gentleman triumph- 
antly asks, why a mechanic attached to the 
national service should be allowed more wages 
than a mechanic of the same grade could carn on 
shore? It appeared to Mr. F. there were obvious 
reasons why there should be a greater allowance. 
The mechanic on shore had many advantages 
over those in the service. They had the enjoy- 
! mentof the domestic fireside and the social circle— 
: the advantages of forming connections in society, 
‘and, if he possessed talents and enterprise, he 
might, by economy, lay up a small capital, and, 
with the assistance of friends, establish himself 
in business, become a master mechanic, and a 
man of fortune. Many of our most substantial 
| citizens have risen in this way, who look back 
: with satisfaction upon their enterprise, industry, 
1 


‘and economy, which have led them from small 
beginnings to comfort and affluence. . The me- 
| begimning: ene a 

i chanic attached to the service is deprived.of all 
| these advantages. His sole dependence is on the 
provision his country has made him, and, from 
| 
| 


the allowance proposed, he could lay up but a 
small pittance for that period when age and 
| infirmity shall render him unfit for service, and 
iwhen he shall be compelled to linger out the 
remnant of his days in comparative penury and 
|| want without a cheering hope to animate him— 


further observations, Mr. S. concluded: with the ; ` 


was in favor of giving that class of the service |. 
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that when he shall be called to that «* bourn from 
whence no traveler returns,’ his wife and little 
ones would be left with the moderate means of | 
living. There is another obvious reason why i 
there should be a difference. The mechanic o 

shore enjoys, after the toils of the day, the com- 
forts of his family 'and fireside, while he at sca ; 
encounters the perils of sea and battle, sustain- : 
ing the fag and the righis of his country. 

“Mr. F. would call the attention of the House | 
to one observation applicable to the general pro- : 
visions of this bill. The officers of all grades, | 
and the men, when on shore, are obliged to live 
on the Atlantic border,-in the large ciucs, where ! 
house rent, fuel, and all necessary expenses for 
the support of a family, including the education 
.of children, are extravagantly high when com- : 

pared to the expenses of living in the fruitful ! 
Vest. If gentlemen would make a calculation | 
of the necessary expenses to be deducted for the 
allowances made by this bill and by this amend- 
ment, they would find that but a small sum could | 
be saved by the mosi rigid economy, as a pro- ; 
vision for their famulics in case of death, or for j 
coming age aud infirmities. He should not de- | 
tain the House by declaiming òn the gallant 
deads of the Navy, or the imperishable glory it 
had shed on the country; but he felt it hisduty ; 
to make these observation, from a due regard to | 
the claims of that useful class of officers—the : 
mechanics attached to the service —which the | 
amendment proposes to relieve. i 

Mr. BURGES briefly replied, and explained | 
his former remarks. 

Mr. FERRIS rejoined, and also explained. 

After a few additional remarks by Messrs. 
WATMOUGH and WISE, the question was ij 
taken on the amendment of the latter, in relation jj 
to the pay of boatswains, gunners, sailmakers, | 
and carpenters, and rejected. 

Mr. WATMOUGHI moved an amendment in- 
tended to’ guard the rights and interests of sur- į! 
geons while absent; which was adopted, Ji 

Mr. MANN, of New York, said he would now | 
propose an amendment which would enable those j; 
gentlemen who were so extremely zealous in fa- H 
vor of the higher officers in the service to extend |! 
their sympathies to the common sailors, a class | 
in favor of whom no voice had yet been raised, j 
and who were so important to the service. He 
would, therefore, move to increase the present | 
pittance paid to the common sailor at the rate of i! 
three dollars per month. i 

After a few remarks by Messrs, WAT- ii 
MOUGH and CAMBRELENG, of an explanas : 
tory character, the amendment was rejected, 

Mr. WATMOUGEL offered an amendment to 
that part of the first section which specified that 
the compensation given in the bill should be full 
of all allowances, with certain exceptions; which 
was agreed to. i 

Mr. WISE moved a proviso, that officers com- 
manding a squadron on a foreign station should 
be entitled to fourteen rations per day; which was 
rejected, 

Mr. GILLET proposed an amendment, pro- 
viding that the specifie pay to the officers of the 
Navy proposed in the bill should be in full of 
all compensation, &c. 

Mr. WATMOUGEL contended that the sub- i 
stantial part of this amendment was already in- | 
corporated in the bill by the amendment which 
he had just-offered, and which was adopted. 

Mr. GILLET said it was not | : 
the Sain time, to discuss at length the subject | 
of this amendment. He had not taken part in: 
the discussions relative to the amount to be paid ; 
to the officers respectively. His object was to | 
have the door shut against pay beyond the sum |! 
mentioned inthe bill. If the sum proposed to be | 
given. was not large enough, let it be increased, | 
and made what it should be. But he was de-! 
cidedly opposed to leaving an opportunity for 
allowances. Fle was for giving, in one sum, all 
that could possibly be allowed. The people and! 
this House would then know what was paid for} 
services in the Navy. It was, doubtless, truc, | 
that some of the officers were not sufficiently paid, 
but his object was to close the almost boundless 
field of allowances. 

He had understood the object of the chairman 
of the select committee to be, to pay the officers a 
ross sum, and cut off all allowances. He now 
invited him to aid in rendering that object certain. 
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nis purpose, at: 


i 


an opportunity in the House of fally explaining 
his views on this subject, in which he hoped to | 
| have the concurrence of this House. 


MOUGH, the amendment proposed by Mr. GIL- 
LET was négatived. 


increasing the compensation proposed to be given 


section, which is in the following words: | 
That the |: 
Secretary of the Treasury shall be, and he is here- į 
by, authorized and directed to deduct from tbe 
pay nercafter to become due of the commission 
and warrant officers of the Navy of the United 
States, three per centum of the amount thereof, 
and to pay the same to the Sceretary of the Navy 


who are hereby appointed a board of commis- 
sioners by the nameand style of ** Commissioners 


| which, together with any other moneys to which 
the fund may become legally entitled, shall con- 
sutute a fund for the relef of the widows, chil- 
dren, ** and relatives” of the said. commission and 
warrant officers of the Navy of the United States, 
to be invested by said board, and the proceeds of 
| it divided and disbursed, in such manner as may 


prize money was unjust and improper. The 
amendment was agreed to, 


with, the committee rose and 
the Housc as amended. 


what was paid. Mr. G. said he hoped to have 


After a few additional remarks by Mr. WAT- 


Mr. GRENNELUL moved to amend the bill by 


to the. first clerk to a commandant of a navy- 
yard from $900 to $1,150. Mr. G. said the duties 
which would be required of this clerk were ardu- 
ous, and required a person possessing skill and 


‘integrity. He instanced the case of a heavy fraud |; 


committed bya clerk in the navy-yard at Charles 


town, Massachusetts, to show the necessity of | 
having an honest and faithful individual to per- ii 
form the duties required. 


The amendment was rejected, 
Mr. PARKER moved to strike out the second 
2. 


Src. And be ii further enacted, * 


and the Navy commissioners for the time being; 


of the Navy Widows and Orphans? Fund,” 


be hereafter prescribed by Congress. 

After a few remarks by Mr. WATMOUGH, 
the motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. MASON moved to strike from the second 
section the words, “and relatives,’? printed in 
italics. 

This motion was discussed by Messrs. MA- 


SON, WATMOUGH, and CAMBRELENG, | 


when 

Mr. REED moved to amend the amendment 
by inserting, in lieu of the words, ‘and relatives,” 
the words, “widows, children, and unmarried 
sisters, ’? 

The debate on this amendment was further 
continued by Messrs. REED, WATMOUGH, 
and MASON. 

Mr. FILLMORE suggested to the mover of 
the amendment to the amendment (Mr. Rep] to 
include in his proposition ‘widowed mothers.” 

Mr. REED assented to this modification; when 
the motion as modified was agreed to, 

Mr. PARKER again addressed the committee 
in opposition to the second section of the bill, 
and proposcd to renew the motion to strike it out; 
ut the CETAIR declared that such a motion was 
bot in order. 


The third section was read, as follows: 

Src. 3. And be tt further enacted, That from | 
and after the passage of this act it’shall be the 
duty of every medical officer of the United States 
Navy to provide himself with all such instru- 
ments as are necessary in his profession, and 
that the sum of ——— dollars be, and the same |! 
is. hereby, anpually appropriated, out of any | 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, to be applied, on an estimate to be fur- 
nished under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Navy, to the objeet specified in this act. 


Mr. WATMOUGH moved to strike this sec- | 
tion from the bill; which was agrecd to. 

Mr. JARVIS moved to add an additional sec- 
ion to the bill, providing that hereafter, in the 
distribution of prize money, it shall be done in 
proportion to the pay which each officer, &c., may | 
receive. Mr. J. said that he wished the question | 
taken on his amendment, and that when the bill 
should come up in the House he would endeavor 


to prove that the present system of distributing 


The amendments having been gone through 


On motion of 3 
amendments were ordered to be printed. 
The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, December 24, 1834. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a letter from the Sceretary of State in answer 
to a resolution requiring him to communicate to- 
Congress the situation of the contract made by 
Edward Livingston, Esq., late Secretary of State, 
with Clark and Force, for the publication of the 
: American Diplomatic Correspondence. 

On motion of Mr. WEBSTER, the communi- 
| cation was ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS, MEMORIALS,-ETC. 
Petitions and memorials of a private nature were 


presented by Messrs. WEBSTER, SPRAGUE, 
WAGAMAN, KANE, and TOMLINSON. ' 

Mr. WEBSTER presented a petition from 
sundry citizens of Boston, praying the passage 
ofa law allowing a drawback on the exportation 
of cordage; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

GENERAL LA FAYETTE. 

The joint resolution from the House of Rep- 
resentatives directing the mode of carrying into 
effect the resolution of June last, adopted on, the 
: occasion of the death of General La Fayette, was 
read, and, i 

On motion of Mr. WEBSTER, concurred in. 

NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. KING, of Alabama, gave notice that on 
Monday next he would ask leave to introduce a 
bill for the relief of David McCall. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CLAYTON, from the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, made two several reports upon the peti- 
tions of John Cutts and John Donnel; which 
were ordered to be printed. “a 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the same committee, 
| reported a bill for the relief of Colonel James 
‘Thomas; which was read the first time, and 
| ordered to a second reading. - 

Mr, POINDEXTER, from the Committee on 
| Public Lands, reported the bill from the House 
i granting to the borough of Mackinaw a lot of 
land, with an amendment; which was read the 
i first time, and ordered to a second reading. 

| Mr. P. also gave notice that on Monday next 
he would ask leave to‘introduce a bill to provide 
more effectually against frauds in the sale of the 
public lands of the United States, 

RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 

The following resolutions were submitted: 

By Mr. McKEAN: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
| instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a port of entry at Brownsville, on the 
! Monongahela river. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post 
| Office and Post Roads be instructed to inquire 
into the expediency of establishing a mail route 
from Golconda, in Illinois, by Walnut Grove 
and Davidson’s Mills, to Frankfort, in the same 
| State 


| 


j 
j 
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RELATIONS WITH FRANCE. 


The following resolution, submitted yesterday 
by Mr. Cray, was read and adopted: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to 
communicate to the Scnate (if in his opinion it 
shall not be incompatible with the public interest) 
i the instructions which have been transmitted 
from time to time, since the 4th of July, 1831, to 
the Representatives of the United States at the 
Government of France, relating to the execution 
of the treaty which was signed on that day be- 
tween the United States and France; and also all 
the correspondence which has passed at Wash- 
| ington or at Paris between the two Governments 
respecting the execution of the said treaty. 


PORT OF ENTRY ON THE WABASH. 


Mr. TIPTON moved the consideration of the 
: resolution submitted by him some days since in- 
i Stituting an inquiry into the expediency of estab- 


reported the bill to 


listing a port of entry on the Wabash. . 
Mri T, said, I have reason to fear that I will 
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THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 


; aaa if 
weary the patience of the Senate with motions to 


improve the navigation of the Wabash, and my 
remarks in supporting them; but, sir, the claims 
of that river to public consideration, the situation 
of the country, and the condition of the people 
that inhabit the Wabash and its tributaries, have 
been so much misunderstood elsewhere, that I 
owe it to the Senate, to the country, and to my- 
self, to invite the attention of Congress to that 
subject once more. This I propose to do at this 
time, and promise to be as brief as I can to do 
the subject that justice its im portance to the West 
demands. 

This motion contemplates establishing a port 
of entry at Lafayette, on the Wabash. This 
town is situate about four hundred miles by the 
river from the mouth of the Wabash, and two 
hundred and fifteen, by our canal, from the Mau- 
mee bay, on Lake Erie, surrounded by a country 
unsurpassed in fertility of soil, becoming wealthy, 
and of immense resources. In proposing to es- 
tablish a port of entry at the place mentioned, I 
have two objects in view; first, to invite and ex- 
tend commerce to the interior of our country, and 
to remove the last objcction that can be raised to 
an appropriation of money by Congress to im- 
prove the navigation of the river. 

This proposition has nothing new or novel in 
it; the principle has been frequently acted on b 
Congress; ports of entry have been established 
high up on many of our rivers, and I am unable 
to perceive any good objection to this being donc. 
It invites our merchants in the interior to become 
the importers of their own goods, direct from 
foreign markets, to such parts of our country as 
consume them, thereby saving to the merchants 
in the interior the drayage, storage, commission, 
and other charges that they are subjected to when 
their packages have to be opened, goods stored, 
and duty paid, in the ports of New York or New 
Orleans. 

It is true that steamboats cannot pass the rapids 
at White river, and ascend the Wabash to Lafay- 
ette and our canal, when the river is low. This 
was also the case with the Ohio before the con- 
struction of the Louisville and Portland canal. 
Steamboats could not pass the Falls of the Ohio, 
to ascend to Cincinnati and Pittsburg, unless the 

_ Ohio was high, and ports of entry were estab- 
lished at both places. The United States con- 
tributed to aid the construction of the Louisville 
-and Portland ‘canal, and we expect. them to im- 

rove the navigation of the Wabash. 

The Wabash is equally as susceptible of navi- 
gation above the rapids, near White river, as.the 
Ohio from Marietta to Pittsburg, and better than 
Cumberland; and a port of entry has been estab- 
lished at Nashville. Of this I do not complain; 
itis, in my judgment, right and proper. IL ask 


no more for the Wabash than has been done for || 


other rivers of similar claims, and I hope this will 
not be denied. 

By the Blue Book I find that ports of entry are 
established in several of the old States, at places 
where it was once thought necessary, that turn 
out to be rather unimportant. Some of these 
ports yield no revenue, but officers of the cus- 
toms are appointed; and where no business is to 
be performed no salary is paid. At other places 
one hundred and fifty or one hundred and cighty 
dollars are paid, where but little service is re- 
quired. A port of entry at Lafayette cannot be 
less important than some of those are. | 

It is due to the intelligent and enterprising pop- 
ulation invited by: the wise policy of this Gov- 
ernment to seck homes on the western waters, 
that a port of entry should be established among 
them, to encourage commerce. In 1827 a grant 
of land was made to aid in constructing a canal 
to connect, at navigable points, the waters of the 
Wabash with those of Lake Erie. This grant 
consists of the one half of five miles on each side 
of the canal line, to be divided by alternate tiers 
of sections. f 

“The State of Indiana rated her lands at first, 
second, and third-rate. 
$1 50, $2 £0, or $3 50 per acre. Agreeably to 
this rate, by thus rating the canal lands, we have 
raised the i y 
a corresponding value; and a quantity of United 
States lands. have been sold at these prices, that 
would have remained unsold for twenty years to 
come, if no public improvement had been begun 
in that country. 


b mo o 
United States lands in that vicinity to || 4 r s 
į ject has not changed my mind. I entertain no 


4 


Those lands are sold at |j 


The United States received $693,522 40 for 
lands sold in Indiana last year, from the extraor- 
dinary sales. I infer that these sales arc owing 
to the improvements going on there, and that the 
grant of land to aid in the construction of the 
‘Wabash and Erie canal has been beneficial to 
the United States; and I challenge the most vio- 
lent opponent of internal improvement to pass 
our rivers, lakes, and canals, from New York to 
New Orleans, and say, if he will, that these pub- 
lic works do not promote the best interest of our 
country. 

After leaving the steamboat at Albany, the 
traveler will pass rapidly on the railroad to Sche- 
nectady, thence westward, he sces millions of 
tons of freight floating on the canal and lake to 
the far West. Continuing his journey south west 
along the Maumee river, that part of the Wabash 
and Erie canal line not yet under contract, here the 
country is progressing slowly in population and 
cultivation; but when the traveler arrives at Fort 
Wayne, where the work is progressing on our 
canal, everybody is engaged, all is bustle and 
business; and from Fort Wayne, crossing the 
summit between the Mississippi and the St. Law- 
rence, seventy-five miles ofthe canal are completed, 
or inagood state of forwardness. Here are to be 
seen farms and villages springing up, as it were, 
by magic; nothing is wanting but a continuance 
of the fostering care of this Government to make 
this a most desirable part of the country in a 
short time. 

Emigrants are daily arriving among us from 
New York, Pennsylvania, and Ohio. Men of 
wealth and business, who have been engaged as 
engincers or contractors on the public works in 
the old States that have been finished, go West 
with cducated and intelligent families, seeking a 
, permanent home. These presenta very different 
| appearance from that class of individuals that 
| roam the western wilds after bear and deer. 
Should a traveler stop for the night in one of 
i our villages that are springing up at every ten or 
fifteen miles along the canal, where the work has 
been begun, and does not rise by twilight, he 
| will be aroused by the sound of the hammer, the 
woodman’s ax, or the mechauic’s plane. This 
is the fruit of the wise policy heretofore pursued 
by this Government towards the new States in the 
West: its blessings cgnnotbe too widely diffused. 

I happened in conversation with one of the 
postmasters last fall; he remarked that he was 
astonished to see the number of newspapers and 
pamphlets that passed his office for Huntington, 
and other villages-on the canal. ‘* The people in 
these neighborhoods take more papers,” said he, 
“ than many other places of twice their age and 
four times their population—and must be a read- 
ing people.” This is, no doubt, true;*and where 
we find a reading people we always find a moral 
and industrious people, who patronize schools 
and other institutions that enlighten the mind 
| and elevate the character of man. 

The population that are flocking to that coun- 
try are both enterprising and industrious. By 
their exertion they are opening farms, building 
towns, and constructing the canal. The face of 
the country is undergoing a wonderful change. 
What was but a few days ago a desert for wild 
beasts to roam through, has become the peaceful 
“abode of civilized man. IJtisin that country, and 
for the benefit of these people, that I have en- 
deavored to describe that I wish to establish a 
| port of entry, and to improve the navigation of 
| their river. 

Strong inducements have been held out to the 
people to purchase and settle western lands. Men 
who have emigrated to the West, and divested 
themselves of the commercial facilities to which 
they were accustomed in the eastern States, look 
to the General Government to extend these facili- 
ties to their new homes; and the Government 
owes it to the people to diffuse its blessings to 


ij all parts of our country where it can be done 


with convenience, as if can in this case. 
I am not one of those who believe, that a law 
of Congress, establishing a port of entry, confers 


Al that has been said and written upon this sub- 
doubt but the power exists to appropriate money 


to improve rivers in any part of the United States 
‘or their Territories, where the business of the 


i people requires such improvement. 


power to appropriate money to improve rivers. . 


The eighth section of the first article of the Con- 
stitution of the United States, granting powers, 
reads thus: FA rae ree ae 
; = The Congress shall have power tolay and col- 

lect taxes, dutics, imposts, and excises; to ‘pay: 
‘the debts and provide for the commion defense 
‘and general welfare of the United States.” =`. 

The same section concludes as follows: :° 
: “ To make all laws which shall be necessary 

and proper for carrying into execution the forc- 
‘going powers, and all other powers vested by: 
‘this Constitution in the Government of the 
‘United States, or in any department or officer 
‘t thereof,” : : 
| Here is a grant of power by the Constitution 
itself, authorizing the legislative department of 
| the Government to make all laws necessary and 
|| proper for the public interest. ‘The ordinance.of 
Congress of July 13, 1787, is older than the. Con- 
stitution, and binding on the parties to that instru- 
ment, (which has, unfortunately, been too muc 
overlooked in this whole transaction.) The Wa- 
bash is a reserved public highway, free to all the 
i people of the United States; and I propose to 
| establish a port of entry on that river, and to 
li improve this public highway. Ican find no limit- 
ation on the power of Congress, or the President, 
as regards appropriations to improve the naviga- 
tion of rivers, and to establish ports of entry, 
besides their own discretion. Does not the Con~ 
stitution, and constant practice of the: Govern- 
ment, authorize the improving of this river? and: 
the interest of a large portion of our constituents 
seems to demand it. ; : 

There is an additional reason’ for establishing 
this port of entry; it will remove a difficulty from 
a certain quarter that I have found extremely in- 
convenient. It can cost nothing—it will violate 

rinciple; and where it is within the power 
of Congress to do so much good, without violat~ 
ing the former practice of the Government, or 
creating new expenses, I think it will hardly be 
denied us. aC 

It may be asked, why this motion was not made 
last year, before the Wabash bill passed? It was 
introduced by an honorable member, of the other 
branch of Congress at thé last session, but, 
owing to the press of business in that House, did 
not get through. I am desirous to get an expres- 
sion of the Senate on this. proposition at as early 
a day as may be convenient, that it may have an 
| opportunity of becoming a law before we adjourn. 

This motion looks to establishing a port of 

entry, and improving the river. Near half a ‘ 
million of: people reside on the Wabash and its 
tributaries, all deeply interested in the steps taken 
here to extend to` them commercial facilities. 
Every gentleman conversant with thé New Or- 
leans market forthe upper country produce will 
testify that the rise of the Wabash, to let our 
boats pass the rapids of White river, has an in- 
fluence upon the sales at New Orleans. Should. 
not the river rise to let boats out early in the 
spring,our produce consisting of flour, corn, pork, 
i and beef, is locked up at home, and prices are 
high in the lower country. When the river rises, 
i and boats get off, they are thrown all at the same 
time into the market below. Our produce is 
| mostly carried to market by our farmers, who, 
| anxious to return to their farms, and dreading the 
i disease of a southern climate in the sickly season, 
sell at great sacrifice. Many of our people fall 
victims to the disease, and find graves in that 
| country. Hundreds pf lives and thousands of 
dollars are sacrificed in that unhealthy. climate 
eey year. A portion of these can be preserved 
by the improvement proposed. : 

The delegation are not urging this. measure 
| upon Congress of their own accord. Our Legis- 
| lature has frequently memorialized Congress upon 
these subjects, and I have no doubt will do so 
| again at this session. We do no more than reit- 
| erate here the wishes of those we have the honor 
to represent, with a hope thata deaf ear may not 
be turned to our request. 

In submitting a resolution to the Senate a few 
days ago, I alluded, in the most temperate lan- 
guage, to a ae made in the: Globe last 
| Summer, as I then believed, to array the Jackson 
| party in Indiana against me, for advocating the 
| improvement, by the United States, of the navi- 
| gation of the Wabash. For this T am again 
assailed, and insinuations made calculated to.in- 
jure me, and to prejudice this measure. It is 


t 


as charged by } i 
I havea large estate, is that good ground for the | 
‘Globe. to oppose improving the river, and thereby | 
injure the people of more than one State?  —— | 
,. Hany person have charges to prefer against | 
me either in my public or private capacity, let 
them be brought forward: I stand ready to meet | 
them at all times and places. I have no favors to | 
‘ask. But if it is expected to deter me from my | 
duty by such attacks, they are mistaken. [shall | 
vote according to my own sense of right, with- 
‘out being driven from my course by threats or 
insinuations.* i 
5 NEW POST ROUTES. 
The following resolution, submitted yesterday 


*We open our columns to General Tirrox to 
‘enable him to mect some remarks recently made | 
‘by us in repelling an attack on this print, con- | 
‘tained dna speech delivered by bim on the floor l 
of the Senate. . We feel it due to ourselves, how- !! 
ever reluctant, to say a word more on the subject | 
—to accompany Gencral Trpron’s notice with a! 
brief comment. : 

In the first place, we aver that the publication | 
‘alluded to, whatever Gencral Trrron * then be- | 
lieved,” was not intended ‘to array the Jackson | 
party in Indiana against him for advocating the im- 
‘provement by the United States of the navigation of 
‘the Wabash.” Our sole object was to vindicaie 
the motives of the Chief Magistrate from the im- 
putation of hostility to Indiana, in refusing his | 
‘assent to the appropriation to the Wabash, on | 
‘which there was no port.of entry, and of partiality 
to other States, because he had acquiesced in ap- 
‘propriations to other streams in which there arc | 
‘ports of entry established. This. impeachment 
of the President’s motives we considered dis- 
tinetly made in the circular of Senator Tipron; 
and as we know that the President had proceeded 
‘altogether upon principles plainly laid down on 
‘several previous occasions, and not upon un-| 
worthy preferences, we considered it due to him 
to give the explanations contained in the publica- 
tion complained of by General Tirron. We, 
‘however, insist that the explanation was given in 
‘the most decorous terms, and in the kindest spirit | 
towards General Treron, asis shown by the ref- 
erence made in the beginning of the article, of the 
firm support given by him to the Administration 
‘on another important subject. 

General Tipton has fallen into another error i 
in supposing that we have the slightest disposi- | 
„tion to prejudice the measure he has proposed. | 
The whole tenor of our article, on which General 
Tirron commented, breathed a spirit favorable to 
the improvement of the Wabash, when circum- 
stances would render it compatible with the prin- 
ciples laid down by the President; and, indeed, 
we suggested in it the very proposition which 
General Teron has now made to the Senate for 
the purpose of bringing the Wabash, and its canal 
communication with the lakes, within the de- 
scription which can. alone entitle it to be consid- | 
ered as of the class of navigable streams which | 
are of national imporiance. If Congress resolve | 
to unite the lakes with the Ohio, through the 
channel of the Wabash, and make ports of entry 
and delivery upon it, then, undoubtedly, the river 
will be brought, not only in name, but in fact, H 
within the President’s principle. But while Gen- 
eral Tirtoy adopts our suggestion of obtaining a f 
recognition of the Wabash from Congress, asa 
channel of commerce, important in a national | 


| 
qt 
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by Mr 
ēd: 

Resolved; That the Committee on the Post OMe 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a post route from 
Louisville, by way of Salem, Bond, Bedford, 
Bloomfield, and Bowling Green, to Terre Haute. 

Also, a post road from Bedford, through Mount 
Pleasant, to Portersville. Cy. ; 

Also, from Danville, through New Maysville, 
Grecu Castle, Putnamville, Manhattan, Pleasant 
Garden, Bowling Green, Ramsay’s Mill, Clay 
county, and Caledonia, to Curlisle; or so much 
of said route as may not heretofore have been 


established by law. . 
RESOLUTIONS OF INQUIRY. ` 


The following resolutions, lying on the table, 
were taken up and adopted: 


point of view, how can he with propricty assume 
that what he thus adopts op his own part; as 
friendly to his object, is evidence of hostility on 
our part towards it? 

General Trpron’s speech, as it appears in the 
National Intelligencer, has the following remark: 

“ Fie should avail himself always of the op- 
portunity to express his sentiments, despite of 
the threat which had been held out by the Globe 
of another atiack, in addition to the one which 
was made a few days since on him. 

“That print threatened the publication of 
charges made by one of his colleagues. Hein- 
vited the publication of all charges against his 
private and public conduct; and he flattered him- 
self that he should have little difficulty in defend- 
ing himself to the satisfaction of his constituents 
and all unprejudiced minds.” 

The speech, as it appears in the Globe to-day, 
having undergone Gencral Tirron’s revision, and 
containing no. such remark, we ‘infer that the 
report in the Intelligencer cannot have his sanc- 
tion. We, therefore, treat it as the reporter’s 
mistake when we give it a direct contradiction. 
We deny that ‘* 4 rureat’?’ of attack upon Gen- 
eral Tipron “has been held out by the Globe.” 
We stated thatattacks had been threatened from 
other quarters, and that we uscd our good offices 
to prevent them. We have never even “ threat- 
ened the publication of charges made by one of his 


colleagues.” 


We are not informed that any one 
of his colleagues have now the remotest intention 
of making the charges which we spoke of as 
having been once in contemplation. We spoke 
of the past, not the future, and meant to prove that 
we did not entertain the personal hostility to 
General Treron, to which our article, purely 
defensive of the President’s motives, had been 
ascribed. 

We owean apology to those, however, of whose 
relations with General Tipron we had spoken, 
without using a name. There had been a frank- 


j ness and boldness used by the party in question, 


that satisfied us no wish was entcaincd to con- 
ceal opinions held as to Gencral T. This we 
felt a sufficient justification to use facts known to 
several, to vindicate ourselves from the unjust 
imputation of acting in our publie capacity from 
private malice, and that, too} when vindicating 


| the motives of the Chief Magistrate. The party 


alluded to, we trust, will consider the object we 
had in view of sufficient importance to justify the 
remote way in which he has been involved by 
our allusion. 

If there is anything implied in’ the authentic 
speech published in the Globe to-day, calculated 
to lend support by inference to the interpretation 
of the National Intelligencer, then the above 


remarks will be as applicable to the one as to the 
other. ` > i 


gress, approved Jane 25, 1833, establishinga mail 
route from Burnt-Corn, in the State of Alabama, 
by Claiborne, Clarksville, Coffeeville, Washing- 
ton Court House, Winchester, Ellisville, Wil- 
liamsburg, Monticello, and Mead viile, to Natchez, 
in the State of Mississippi, has been carried into 
effect; and ifithas not, what cause or causes have 
prevented it. 

“Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Of- 
fice and Post Roads be instiucted to inquire into 
the expediency of establishing a mail route from 
Augusta, ia Perry county, Mississippi, by the 
bay of Beloxi, to Hancock Court Ilousce, in the 
same State. 

Resolved, That the Committce on Indian Af- 
fairs be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of authorizing the appointment of an agent to re- 
ceive evidence of losses sustained by the inhabit- 
ants of the State of Alabama by an invasion of a 
party of Creek Indians in 1814, when Fort Mims 
was taken, and those who fled there for protec- 
tion massacred. 


OATHS BY REGISTERS AND RECEIVERS. 


The hill from the House of Representatives to 
authorize the registers and receivers of the land 
offices of the United States to administer oaths 
in all matters connected with their official duties, 
was read a second time and referred. 


COLONEL LEISENDORFER, 


The bill for the relief of Colonel John Eugene 
Leisendorfer was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

{Colonel Leisendorfer was one of the subordi- 
nate officers under command of General Eaton, 
when he marched from Egypt with the forces of 
the exiled Bashaw Caramiollo, to coéperate with 
the naval expedition under Commodore Preble 
against ‘Tripoli, in 1804.) ~ è 

Mr. BENTON, in support of the bill, went 
into a brief but interesting detail of the Services, 
suiferings, and the merits of Colonel Leisendorfer. 

ir, POINDEXTER opposed the bill on the 
ground that it would be. setting a bad precedent 
to increase the compensation of this individual. 
He objected also to the provision in the third 
section, pensioning him on the same ground, and 
contended that it would furnish a good preecdent 
for the heirs of General Eaton to make a similar 
claim upon Congress. . 

Mr, BENTON said that, in running over the 
history of General Eaton’s life, he should judge 
that he had received no remuneration; and if an 
application should be made on the part of his 
heirs, it would stand with me on the same footing, 
relative circumstances considered, with the grant 
to La Fayette, and on a better footing than the 
grant to the Polish exiles, for both of which he 
bad voted with hearty goodwill. He also said 
that, in looking into the case of General Eaton, 
in our State papers, which he had just done to 
make himself master of Colonel Leisendorfer’s’ 
case, he made up his mind that he was a meri- 
torious and injured man. 

Mr. POINDEXTER thought many instances 
of the kind might be found on the statute-book. 

Mr. PRESTON having objected to the third 
section, 

Mr. BENTON said he had no objection to its 
being struck out of the bill; and it was accord- 


! ingly done. 


After some remarks from Mr. WEBSTER, 
relative to the high character and meritorious 
Services of General Eaton, 

The question was put on the -engrossment of 
the bill for the third reading; and on a division 
being demanded by Mr. Porypexrer, the bill was 
ordered to be engrossed—yeas 19, nays 15. 

Mr. WEBSTER then moved that when the 
Senate adjourns, it will adjourn to meet on Satur- 
day next; which was agreed to. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES., ` 
Wenpnzspay, December 24, 1834. 
Petitions and memorials were presented by— 
Mr. YOUNG, of Connecticut; 
Mr. PARKER, of New Jersey; 
‘Messrs. HIESTER, and BEAUMONT, of 
Pennsylvania; 


1834. 


Mr. THOMAS, of Maryland; 

Mr. POPE, of Kentucky; 

Messrs. STANDEFER and BELL, (Speaker, 
of Tennessee; 

Mr. LYON, of Michigan; 

Mr. WHITE, of Florida; 

Mr. WISE, of Virginia; 

Mr. W. B. SHEPARD, of North Carolina;, 

Which petitions and memorials were appropri- 
ately referred. 

The SPEAKER presented the following me- 
morial, being the same as that presented by Mr. 
‘Lyon, of Michigan: 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE 

; . 
this continent; and it must obviously be very dif- 
ficult, if not impracticable, to communicate with 
| them during one half of the year. 

Their pursuits in life are also as widely differ- 
ent as their inhabitants are distant. 

It is supposed that a very large proportion of 
the country which lies betwecn Lake Superior, 
Green Bay, and the Fox, Wisconsin, and Missis- | 
sippi rivers, must continue for many years, as it 
vee, the hunting-grounds of uncivilized Indian | 

ribes. | 

South of the Wisconsin river, and within this | 
Territory, and also in the counties of Dubuque | 
‘and Demoine, west of the Mississippi, are situated 


the very extensive and valuable lead mines of the | ` yl 
‘ : : the i| Resolved, Thatıhe Pre U i 
United States. The miners are the immediate y c President of the United States 


be requested to communicate to this House such 
tena z 5 > " PA | es P : A * 
nants of the Government; pursuing a very labo- || information as he may have, and which, in his 


By Mr. HUBBARD: | ESETA] 
Resolved, That thë Secretary. of the Treasury 
be directed to communicate to this House‘ copies 
| of any correspondence which has taken place:be- 
tween himself or any of his predecessors in office ` 
since 1834, as far as practicable, with any of the 
officers of the Bank of the United States; or of 
any of its branches, which may have any relation 
to the claim of the Unitcd States against the Bank 
of Columbia, and to communicate his opinion ‘as 
to the probability of collecting the balance, or. 
any. part thereof, now due from the Bank of 
Columbia to the United States. 


By Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island: 


EXECUTIVE OFFICE, 
Derroit, December 12, 1834. 
Sir: In obedience to a request of the Legisla- 
tive Council of the Territory of Michigan, I have 
the honor to transmit to you a memorial of that 


rious and hazardous business, and paying their |i 


body, praying the establishment of a separate 
territorial government for the district of country 
west of Lake Michigan. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your 
“most obedient servant, 

STEVENS T. MASON. 
Hon: Joun BELL, R : 
Speaker of the H. R. United States. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States in Congress assembled: ` 

At an extra session of the Legislative Council 
of the Territory of Michigan, held on the first 
Monday of September last, pursuant to an act of 

| Congress of the 30th of Junc, 1834, an act was 
assed to provide for the taking a census of the 
inhabitants of that part of the Territory of Mich- 
igan which is situated to the eastward of the 
Mississippi river. 

This duty has been performed by the sheriffs 
of the several counties, under oath, and nearly in 
the same manner as that which has been hereto- 
fore adopted by the Genera! Government to obtain 
an chumeration of the citizens of the United 
States. 

The population is found to amount to ninety- 
two thousand six hundred: and seventy-three 
souls. ; 

The counties situated upon the peninsula, and 
those lying north and west of Lake Michigan, 
contain the following numbers: 


Wayne. sss. e- -16,638 Jackson ......-+..1,865 
Washtenaw .:..14,920 Berrien. ....eeees.l,T8T 
Oakland. s.e... .13,844 Calhoun .........1,714 
Monroe..-e.-+ 8,042 Branch.........-. 764 
Lenaive......-. 7,911 Michilimackinac.. 891 
Macomb.. eese.. 6,055 Chippewa........ 526 
Cass..sceee.ee+ 3,280 Brown. ...20.0061,957 
St. Joseph...... 3,168 Crawford .. 810 
Kalamazoo ..e.. 3,124 IOWd seee essee e e 2,633 
St. Clair... s.e.. 2,244 


In this enumeration, the inhabitants of the 
country which issituated between the Mississippi 
and Missouri rivers,and whigh was, for the pur- 
pose only of temporary government, attached to 
the Territory of Michigan at the last session af 
Congress, is not embraced. They may be justly 
estimated at from five to eight thousand souls. 

The population of Western Michigan (now 
generally known as the Wisconsin Territory) 
may be stated at from twelve to fifteen thousand. 
And we would again respectfully ask of your hon- 
orable body to hear their complaints, and to-grant 
to them speedily the relief for which they pray. 

The country inhabited by that people has been 
subjected, at various times, to different govern- 
ments; but on all occasions the promise seems 
to have becn held out to them, that their subjec- 
tion to those governments should be but tempo- 
rary. So remote, indeed, have been the seats of 
those governments, that it is believed neither the 
laws of the United States nor of any Territory. 
actually had force west of Lake Michigan until 
after the year 1820. About that time a justice 
of the, peace or notary publie might be seen 
claiming and exercising his office there under a 
commission from the King of France. 

The inhabitants between Lake Michigan and 
the Mississippi have almost every year since 
their subjection to-the government of Michigan, 
in the year 1818, complained to Congress of the 
great evils under which they were suffering in 
consequence of this connection. ‘They are sep- 
arated from the great majority of the inhabitants 
of the Territory by one of the largest lakes upon 


rent to it as to a landlord. Itis presumed ‘they | 
are, for these reasons, entitled to its special atten- 

They compose more than | 
two thirds of the population of that part of the 
Territory, and they reside upwards of six hun- 
dred miles (some as much as nine hundred miles) 


tion and profttction. 


from the seat of territorial government. 


The judiciary system in that section of the Ter- 
ritory, likewise, is so weak and inefficient, that 
the laws afford little or no protection to the vir- 
tuous, nor does their prompt and. energetic ad- 


ministration deter the vicious. 


It is feared by that people, that these, and even 
į greater, evils are about to be entailed upon them 
and their country forever by the formation of a 
State government by the eighty-seven thousand | 
two hundred and seventy-three people inhabiting 
| the peninsula of Michigan, and the counties north 
j of the peninsula, for the whole of the Territory | 
which lies north of the line drawn cast through the 


southerly bend of Lake Michigan. 


It is to this unnatural union, so prejudicial to | 
the best interests of the inhabitants of Western 
Michigan, and destructive to their rights as | 
American citizens, your memorialists would re- | 
speetfully call the attention of your honorable | 
body; and they do respectfully ask, on behalf of 
the citizens of the whole Territory, that Congress 


will, at its present session, establish a territoria 


government for the citizens inhabiting the terri- 
tory lying west of a line drawn through the middle 
of Lake Michigan tathe northern extremity,and 
thence north to the boundary line of the United 


States. 


Your memorialists respectfully refer to the act 
to provide for taking a census of the inhabitants 


of Michigan, passed by the Council, September 


6, 1834, together with the aggregate returns of 
| the census taken under the said act, copies of | 
which said documents, duly certified by the sec- | 
herewith presented 


retary of the Territory, are 
to your honorable body. 


Resolved, That his Excellency the acting Gov- 
ernor be, and he is hereby, requested to transmit 
copies of the preceding memorial to the President 


of the Senate, the Speaker of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and to the Delegate in Congress from 
this Territory. 
CoUNCIL CHAMBER, 
Derrorr, December 12, 1834. 
JOHN McDONELL, 


President of the Legislative Council. | 


Jonn NORVELL, Secretary. 
VOTING VIVA VOCE. 


Mr. REYNOLDS offered the following resolu- 


tion; which, under the rule, lies over one day: 
Resolved, That, hereafter, in all elections made 
by the House of Representatives for officers, the 
votesshall be given viva voce, each member in his 
place naming aloud the person for whom he votes. 


MICHAEL HENRY. 


Mr. FORESTER, from the Committee o 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the heirs 
of Michael Henry, deceased; which was read 


twice, and committed. 
HONORS TO LA FAYETTE. 
The joint resolution fixing a day, &c., for the 


| delivery of an address by John Quincy Adams 


on the life-and character of La Fayette, was con- 
curred in. - - 
RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 


The following resolutions, submitted yesterday, 


were taken up and agrecd to: 


opinion, may be proper to be communicated, and 
not incompatible with the public interest, show- 
ing the steps which have been taken and the 
progress which has been made in effecting an 
adjustment and satisfaction of the claims of 
American citizens upon the Mexican Government. 


NORTHEASTERN BOUNDARY. 
The following resolution, submitted yesterday 
by Mr. Lincoin, was taken up: i 
f the United 


Resolved, That the President o 
States be- requested to lay before this House. (if, 
in his opinion, it is not incompatible with: the 
i! public interest) any communication which may. 
have been had between the Government of: the 
United Statesand that of Great Britain, since the- 
rejection, by the former, of the advisory opinion 
of the King of the Netherlands, in reference to the 
| establishment and final settlement of the. north- 
eastern boundary of the United States, heretofore 
in controversy between the two Governments. 

And that he also be requested to communicate 
any information he may possess of the exercise 
of practical jurisdiction by the authorities of the 
British province of New Brunswick over the dis- 
ted territory within the limits of the State of 
aine, according to the true line of boundary.as 
claimed by the United States, and especially upon 
| that part of the territory which has been incor- 
porated by the governmerit of Maine into the 
town of Madawaska, together with such. repre- 
| sentations and correspondence (if any) as have 
been had by the Executive of that State with the 
Government of the United States on the subject. 


Mr. PARKS, of Maine, said that, as the reso- 
| lution was one particularly interesting to the , 
| State of Maine, and as no member of the dele- 
gation from that State, in either branch of Con- 
gress, had thought it necessary to call for inform-: 
ation on that subject, he asked: the’ honorable 
gentleman from Massachusetts what was his ob- 
ject in making the call, and more: especially as 
regarded what was embraced in the two last: parts 
of the resolution. : 

Mr. LINCOLN said it would afford him pleas- 
ure to respond to the inquiry of the gentleman. 
The subject involved in the motion he had sub- 
mitted was one of deep interest to the people of 
Massachusetts, and he would be faithless to his 
trust were he to suffer any opportunity to pass 
to maintain and vindicate that interest. - By the 
actof Massachusetts, whereby Maine had become 
aseparate and independent State, there was ares- 
| ervation of aright to enjoy in common a moiety 
of the proceeds of the rales of unappropriated and 
| uncultivated lands, situated within the boundary 
of the new State, amounting to about five mil- 
lions of acres. The British Government had set 


ie 


l 


‘up a strong pretension to these lands under the 
, treaty 


of 1783, in which Massachusetts was so 
largely interested. The matter in dispute was 
finally referred to the arbitrament of the King of 
the Netherlands, who had merely indicated an 
opinion adverse to the interests’ of Maine and 
Massachusetts. This opinion produced great ex- 
citement in the two States. The Legislature of 
| Maine protested against it in strong language, and 
sent a commissioner to the Legislature of Massa- 
chusetts, (who is now a member of this House, 
Mr. Parxs,) calling upon that State. to stand by 
her in preventing this encroachment upon her ter- 
ritory and sovereignty. Massachusetts did pledge 
her faith, that in all times and all circumstances 
‘she would stand by Maine in opposition to this 
decision of the King of the Netherlands, which, 
if carnied into effect; would opérate asà transfer 
of the citizens of a free‘country to the dominion 


i 
i 


| 
| 
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of a foreign Government and a monarchy. These || 
‘romonstrances were felt in the councils of the i 
nation. .[Mr. L. here read the resolutions which || 
were submitted to the Senate of the United States || 
on this subject.] H 

Mr. L. referred to the last annual message of || 
the President, in order to show that the ncgotia- | 
tions upon the subject-of this boundary line were į 
not reopened. . It was for the purpose of know- - 
ing whether this was intended to be done, and : 
what was doing, by the Government on this sub- 
» ject, that he had offered the resolution. He en- 
tered into a history of the negotiations which had 
taken place, and of the treatment which the citi- 
zens of Maine had received from the British 
authorities, particularly at Madawaska. Thei 
honor of Maine was not in his custody, but in: 
abler hands. It was, however, time to know 
whether this controversy was to be settled, and ‘| 
in what manner. It was duc to the States of | 
Maine and Massachusetts that they should be |; 
informed on this subject. Their respective Legis- i 
latures would assemble in a few days, and they ;; 
should be made acquainted with the present state | 
of this controversy. If he knew anything of | 
the temper of these governments, they would |! 
not much longer submit to tardy negotiation on i| 
this. subject. It was with these views {and || 
which he explained much more at length) that |i 


he had been induced to offer the resolution. i 
Mr. PARKS in reply said, that the House 
would by this time perceive that“the resolution ii 
from the gentleman from Massachusetts was of a | 
most extraordinary character, and the reasons he |} 
had assigned for bringing itforward were (he must |; 
say) cqually extraordinary, The gentleman gives |; 
as his rcason why he interferes in a question | 
touching the jurisdiction of another State, that į 
Massachusetts; a part of which he represents on |i 
this foor, is interested in the properly or owner- 
ship of the territory in dispute between the State | 
of Mainc and the United States on one side, and | 
Great Britain on the other. It was true, that 
when Maine determined to assume the rank of a |i 
free, sovereign, and independent State, she was 
sompelled by her kind guardian moter, Massa- 
shusctts, to pay well for her liberty, to purchase 
ker freedom ata high price, by asserting that 
Rdassachusetts should be the owner with her in 
sommon of the wild lands then undisposed of with- 
in her territory; but she did not grant to Massa- 
shusctts any jurisdiction over the same. | Maine 
will always recollect these circumstances. The 
Just, the gentleman from Massachusetts seems to | 
have forgotten, for he now comes forward to ask, | 
as he is pleased to say, as a member from Mas- || 
| 

l} 


gachusctts, interested in the property, to inguire |i 
whether the jurisdiction of Maine has been in- |} 
fringed upon, exhibiting a kind parental solicitude, | 
as if she had no one on this floor, orin the other 
House, to watch over her honor or protect her 
rights; and this, too, withoutany instructions from i 
Massachusetts to move at all in the matter. If} 
Massachusetts believes that Mame has violated |! 
her faith pledged to herby the solemn act that ef- || 
fected the separation, let her, asa State, call on || 
MaincasaState, each in their sovereign capacities, |! 
for a breach of that compact, for by that compact |: 
alone has she any right of ownership in the terri- 
tory in question, and with that compact this Fede- 
ral Government has nothing to do. When Maine 
fails to fulfillany of her obligations, then she will {| 
havea rightto complain, and to take such measures | 
asa State asshe may think advisable, buteven then 
she will have no right to come here for redress. | 
The State of Maine is not to be called to the bar | 
of this House to answer for her conduct to Mas- 
sachusetts. I aver that the gentleman, in the 
capacity in which he makes this call, viz., asa! 
representative of Massachusetts, has no right, on i 
this floor, to interfere with the question of juris- | 
diction of Maine within her own limits. Thank 
God, the time has passed by, when sbe has any 
legal right to interfere in our internal relations, or 
external either, excepting such as may regard our 
engagements with herself. But further, sir, if 
she desires information upon this matter, she has | 
the materials for it within herself. She has but | 
to call upon her own land agent, and she will get ; 
information much more correct and accurate than || 
can be possibly in the possession of any Depart-"|| 
ment of this Government. Herland agent trav- || 
erses-every portion of our extensive forests with- | 
out let, hindrance, or control; he has as many | 
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deputies as he chooses to employ; and the hon- 
orable gentleman, from the official situation he 
has for so many years held as the Governor of 
Massachusetts, must know full well that no indi- 
vidual in this nation has more information upon 
that branch of his inquiry, than the gentleman 
who so honorably and faithfully fills the office of 
her land agent. But, sir, the henorable gentle- 
man goes further: he calls for any correspondence 
that may have taken place between the govern- 
ment of Maine and the Government of the United 
States upon.the same subject of jurisdiction, and 
this, too, as- I understand, likewise in his capacity 
as a member from Massachusetts. To this F 


; answer, that to Massachusetts she is not account- 


able for anything that may have taken place 
setween her, as a State, and the General Govern- 
ment. Whenever Massachusetts, as an individual 
owner of certain real estate within her limits, is 
injured by any actor conduct of hers, then she, 
like all other individuals, may seek her remedy 
from that State; but she must recollect she is hut 
an individual proprietor, having a stake in the 
soil, and the soil only. 

But, sir, let us suppose that the gentleman quits 
the position he assumed, as calling for this inform- 
ation as a member of Massachusetts, and that he 
calls for it in his relation as the Representative of 
a part of the people of the United States on this 
floor—should it be granted? Neither of the mem- 
bers from Maine have desired it; nay, the hon- 
orable gentleman confesses that he did not consult 
any one of them upon the subject; neither has the 
Executive desired it, either for its own justifica- 
tion or any other purpose. Neither of the par- 
ties interested, and only interested, have made 
any request on the subject; and yet, the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, out of his abundant 
regard and solicitude for the interests and honor 
of Maine, (for I can see no other reason,) wishes 
to know whether the jurisdiction of Mainc has 
been infringed upon, and desires to see (if any) 
what correSpondence has taken place between 
her and the General Government on the sub- 
ject. Sir, it seems to me that such curiosity 
in a stranger to the parties is improper, if it is not 
officious. Sir, E do not object to this resolution 
beeause I fear that in any manner it will pee! 
implicate the honor of the State which, in part, | 
represent on this floor, Texpressly disavow any 
such feeling, So far as the*honor of the State is 


i concerned, F should be perfectly willing to have 


every act done, every word written, and every- 


| thing proposed or intimated by that State, laid 


open to the world. I fear not that she would suf- 
fer by it. I object solely for two reasons: in the 
first place, that if, as from the President’s mes- 
sage, a hope remains of a peaceable adjustment of 
this perplexing question, a full answer to the res- 
olution would not do good, but might do harm. 
And secondly, because the call, coming as it docs, 
is derogatory to the State, and to its members 
upon the floor of this and the other House, and 
amoag whom are some of the gentleman’s most 
ardent political friends. I do not understand 
from the gentleman that he contemplates any 
legislative action of this House upon the sub- 
ject; nor indeed can 1 well see how any can be 
had. If any communications have taken place 
between the government of Maine and the Gen- 


i eral Government, it must be in‘the character of 


the latter, as gencral guarantee to the individual 
States of their rights and territory, and to the Ex- 
ecutive in his capacity as a component part of the 
treaty-making power, through which all attempts 
ata peaceable adjustment of this controversy must 
be had.. Does this House seek to intrude itsclf 
upon that power, and appropriate to itself rights 
which, by the Constitution, are secured to differ- 
ent branches of the Government? But, sir, I princi- 


| pally oppose the resolution, because uncalled for 


as itis, either by the Executive Governmenton the 
one hand, and the State on the other. This Flouse 
ought to have too much respect for the rights of 
States to countenance this attempt of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, the more especially as 
from his own statement he does not make the call 
in his capacity asa legislator of the Union, but 
as a member of Massachusetts; which State, from 
common civility to her sister State, should have 
made the call, if necessary, directly upon her. I 


; warn this House to be careful how they justify 


this course —how they approbate this precedent. I 
ask, what would have been the language of Geor- 


gia, for example, if, contrary to either her wishes 
or that of the General Government, the corre- 
| spondence of her Executive with the Executive of 
| the Union had been called for by a member from 
a different State, wholly uninterested in the mat- 
i ter, what would have been the feelings of that 
State, or of any other State in the Union? 1 say 
that a precedent for this call, made in this manner, 
cannot be found in the whole legislative history of 
| this country; and J again warn the real friends of 
State rights how they countenance it. {t is de- 
| rogatory to every member of both Houses of Con- 
| gress from Mainc, because it virtually promises 
| that they are forgetful of her honor ‘and interest. 
Mr. LINCOLN disavowed any intention of 
i arraigning Maine, or of interfering in any way 
with her honor or interest. 

Mr. PARKS. Iam well aware, Mr. Speaker, 

that the honorable gentleman expressly disavows 
any such intent, and I am notthe less aware, sir, 
that such is the Inference that must be drawn 
from the resolution, viz: that the members from 
Maine are derelict to her honor and interests, and 
that they have to take wing and lodge themselves 
under the protecting and fostering care of Massa- 
chusetts. The gentleman says: ** Would to God 
| I could speak for Maine on this floor!” Mr. 
Speaker, I well know that Massachusetts hag a 
strong desire to take the benighled people of Maine 
under her care, and protection, and that nothing 
prevents but the indifference of the people them- 
selves to profit by so high an honor. 1 should 
have thought, sir, but for the resolution of yes- 
terday, that the people of the State which the’ 
gentleman represents must, by this time, have 
learned, by the frequent rejection of their kind.” 
| offices, and more particularly by the events of the 
f last summer, that the people of Maine consider 
themselves as of age, and abundantly capable of 
forming their own opinions on public matters, 
protecting their own rights and honor, and se- 
curing her own best interests. The gentleman 
says the honor of Maine is not in his hands. 
True, sir, if is not. Ut is here in the hands of her 
Senators and Representatives; and when they 
! shall prove recreant to, or insufficient for, the 
task confided to them, she will recall them, and 
i either send others better fitted for the trust, or 
perhaps call on the gentleman from Massachusetts 
| for aid. 
Mr. Speaker, I again repeat that I do not op- 
! pose the passage of this resolution because I fear 
that any developments that might be made would 
compromit the honorof my State. I believe itis 
“above fear and above reproach;’’ if not, then 
let her suffer for it. But, sir, I oppose it as setting 
| a precedent injurious, as I believe, to State rights, 
and as being an unauthorized interference in the 
affairs existing between one of the sovereign 
States of this Union and the General Government, 
which will tend strongly, to say the least, to de- 
stroy all that parliamentary courtesy which ought 
ever to exist on thjs floor, between the Represent- 
atives of the people of different independent com- 
munities. 

Mr. EVANS was ignorant of the intention of 
| the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lincony] 

to offer the resolution under consideration. He 
i contended that the motion was nat only proper, 
but necessary. That information was requisite’ 
| to enable members from the State of Maine to act 
| and vote understandingly on this important sub- 
ject. Massachusetts (he said) was no volunteer 
in the matter; her aid had been asked by a special 
mission from the State ot Maine; and even if it 
were not so, any member on that floor, let him 
come from what State he might, had a right to 
ask for the information required. Maine had in- 
variably looked to the aid of Massachusetts in 
the progress of this controversy. She had not 
| looked in vain, and she had always felt grateful 
| to that State for the codperation and support which 
i She had received from that quarter. This was 
| the first time that he had ever heard Massachu- 
setts reproached for her determination to stand 
by Mainc in this contest. 

Mr. PARKS explained. He did not reproach 
Massachusetts because she had consented to stand 
| by Maine in this controversy. But he did not 
jthank Massachusetts for coming forward here 
| with a proposition on this subject, without con- 
| sulting Maine or any one of her members on this 
floor. 

Mr. EVANS continued. 
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His colleague did 


l 


not think that because Massachusetts held an in- 
terest in the property within the territory in 
dispute with Great Britain, she had any right to 
interfere, and he had also stepped aside to assail 
the manner in which this right of property was 
acquired by Massachusetts. The separation of 


Dhune from Massachusetts was a matter of com- | 
There were a great many individuals | 


promise. 
i the present Staic of Maine who were opposed 
to the separation, because, perhaps, they were 
unwilling to part with tae preponderating politi- 
cal influence of Massachusetts. His colleague 
was among the number who were decidedly op- 
posed to the separation. f 

Mr. PARKS again rose in explanation. He 


opposed the terms of separation, because the new | 


State was required to surrender to Massachusetts 
so much of her territory, and not in consequence 
of any political consideration, 

Mr. EVANS said he accepted the explanation. 
He did not pretend to know the precise motives 
which had actuated his colleague, and he begged 
his pardon if he had mistaken them. 

But his colleague had argued that this call for 


information was unnecessary, inasmuch as no | 
legislative action was conteniplated, or could j 


necessarily grow dut of it. How does he know 
this? If it should turn out that the Government 
of Great Britain was exercising practical juris- 
diction within the territory in dispute, contrary 


to a positive pledge to refrain from any such as- | 


sumption, might not legislation on our part very 
properly flow from such a course of proceedings? 
Mr. E. proceeded, at some length, to examine 
the history of the negotiations with Great Britain 
in-relation to the matterin dispute, and contended 
that Massachusetts held such an interest in the de- 
cision of the subject,as would completely justify 
her in inquiring what was the present state of 
these negotiations, For aught she knows, a prop- 
osition might be made by the British Government 
to pay a sum in money for the lands in dispute; 
and if so, had not that State a right to inquire 
what disposition had been, or was to be, made of 
this money? He could not see how Maine could 
be degraded by such a step on the part of Massa- 
chusetts. Perhaps his colleagues had some knowl- 
edge touching the present state of the negotiations 
on the subject. He had none. 
have this information—he wished to know 
whether the negotiation was resumed upon a 
basis which would satisfy Maine? On this sub- 
ject his colleague seemed content—he was not. 
it was true that Maine had been very quiescent 
for some time past. There'had been no minister 
in London (whtre the negotiations were pend- 
ing) for about two years and a half. For sev- 
eral years this boundary question had formed a 
most exciting topicin Maine. Latterly there had 
been great apathy—hardly a whisper was heard. 
Those who formerly spoke the most and the 
Joudest on this subject had become perfectly calm 
and indifferent. 3 
In conclusion, Mr. E. said that this was.a 
question in which the whole Union should feel 
interested. The disputed territory, -although a 
art of the State of Maine, was also a part of the 
united States, and he could see no impropriety 
ina member from any other State proposing a 
call for information upon a subject in which the 
nation generally was concerned. te 
Mr. LINCOLN said, that from the admonition 
he had received from the first member from Maine 
[Mr. Pars] who had addressed the House, it 
might hereafter be a question of consideration 
how far it would be proper for him to submit a 
proposition here without first seeking a confer- 
ence with that gentleman. He offered, as an 
apology for what had been termed a gratuitous 
interference with the affairs of Maine, the pecu- 
liar interest which Massachusetts possessed in 
the subject. The member from Maine had evaded 
the true question, and had referred to motives. 
His motives in offering the resolution were of a 
most disenterested character. But the gentleman 
had complained of the terms upon which Maine 


had become an independent State. Was that 
complaint just? He thought not. Massachu- 


setts, pyor to the separation, was a first-rate 
State in point of population and territory, and by 
the act of separation she was, in this particular, 
only a third-rate State. Was it, therefore, un- 
reasonable that she should seek to retain a part 
of the waste and uncultivated lands within the 


He desired to! 


: Besides, they might be arrested by the British | 
authorities. 


: aid of Massachusetis in preventing a surrender 
i of this disputed territory. 

SA : i 
i pledge herself to stand by Maine in this contro- | 


: the Legislature of Maine, with closed ‘doors, re- 


| wild and uncultivated lands, subject to her future 


| ation in regard to a negotiation between the State ji 


| foreign Power. 


boundary of the new State; to be disposed of for 
her peculiar benefit! Was that derogatory to 
her? Were not similar termsexacted upon thead- 
mission of the other States into the Union? Had | 
not Massachusetts as much right to claim this | 


resefvation as had the United States to retain 


disposition, upon the formation of a new and in- 
dependent State? This was no new principle. 
twas the first time that he had heard Massa- 
chusetts accused of having agrecd to the separa- 
tion by imposing hard and unfair terms upon 
Maine. There was a time, and there was record í 
evidence of the fact, that quite a different feclang 
prevailed. 

Mr. L. was at a loss to perecive any objection 
which could be properly urged against the pro- 
posed call for information. The subject to which 
it had reference involved interests of great mag- 
nitude. No less than five million acres of land, 
worth about $15,000,090, were in dispute. The 
question relative to French spoliations was of 
far less importance, and even that question was | 
naw agitating the whole country. 
urged that Massachusetts could obtain the desired 
information through her land agents in Maine. 
This wasa mistake. They could not obtain it. 


The gentleman said that no legisla- | 
tion was to follow upon the reception of this in- | 
formatioh. Who authorized him to make any | 
such assertion? But it was contended that it was 
derogatory to go to the Department here for the 
correspondence with the Government of Maine; 
and it was asked why we do not seck it by ap- 
plying’to the latter? There was a reason why 
Massachusetts should not apply to Maine for in- 
formation. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
Parks] was appointed a commissioner to seck the 


Massachusetts did | 
versy. Whatshortly followed this pledge? Why, 


ceived a proposition to surrender to the General 
Government the whole territory in dispute, to be 
negotiated away for money, and this, too, with- 
out informing Massachusetts that she had taken 
sucha step. But this call did not propose to go 
back that far in the history of the transaction, 
and the gentleman need not fear that anything | 
would be furnished connected with the proceed- | 
ings to which he had just referred. He intended | 
no indignity to the government of Maine by his | 
resolution. He had proposed a simple call for 

information which might be given, if not incom- 

patible with the public interest. He thought it 

important to the interests of those he represented 

that this information should be obtained, and it 

was with that view that he had submitted the | 
motion. 

Mr. FOSTER, in addressing the House, re- 
marked that it was very annoying to be engaged 
in, or to interfere with, family quarrels; but the 
position taken and allusions made by various 
members would justify a few remarks from him. 
He could see no positive impropriety in the call 
on the President for information proposed in the 
resolution. There appeared to him just as much 
propriety in a cali upon the President for inform- 


of Maine and the General Government, as if that | 
negotiation were pending between the latter anda i 
r [f this call had been made upon | 
the State of Maine, it would, of course, have been |! 
inadmissible; and if gentlemen had called upon 
him for his opinion upon that point it would 
freely have been given. The jurisdiction of the 
Federal courts was operative in Maine as in other 
States. After a few other remarks, (inaudible to 
the reporter,) Mr. F. said he heard from gentle- 
men on that floor words like ‘* the free, sovereign, 
and independent State of Maine.” It was music 
to his ears, aud sounded like the harbinger of the 
final predominance of correct principles. Itlooked 
as if Maine, at Icast, was not only assenting to, 
but about again enjoying, her sovereign and in- 
alienable State rights. 


i 
i 
i 
| 
i 
i 


Mr. F. said it would be 
remembered that he had, at a former period, had 
occasion to broach this doctrine on that floor; 
and he rejoiced to hear it boldly proclaimed there, 
by the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. Evans,] that 
the General Government of the United States 

possessed no power to dispose of any part of the ií 


| 
| 
i 
| 
j 
t 
| 
H 
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| 


LOBE: 


Ít had been ij 
| 


territory of his State; and ‘that, if that ‘General 
stitulional, and void. This very principle (said Mr. 
F.) has heretofore been proswated by ‘the force 
of—a name.. He would gladly, on all’occasions, 
stand by the State. of Maine, when she asserted © 
these principles, so vitally important inthe pres- - 
ervation of our free institutions: An-allusion had ` 
been. made to the fact, that. Maine had sentsa 
minister’ plenipotentiary to: Massachusetts: to 
‘Negotiate in reference to her rights. ‘This was all 
considered perfectly. justifiable onthe part of 
Maine; but how long was it since “another State 
was sneered at fora similar act? He held; that 
the States, in-their individual .and sovereign 
capacities, had the right of treating “with each 
other by ministers, delegates, or otherwise. He 
referred to the resolutions passed some four or 
five years ago by the Legislatures of Maine and 
of Massachusetts on this northern boundary and 
State rights question. He hailed them, and he 
hoped they would long be hailed, as burning and 
shining lights to govern other States who were 
seeking and struggling for their rights—those 
| rights which were never delegated, and which 
werc inherent only in themselves, : He would warn 
such States, that in these. principles was the rock 
of their political salvation; and he rejoiced to: sce 
them spreading from one end of the Union to the 
other. He concluded by hoping that all opposi- 
tion to the adoption of the résolution’ would be 
withdrawn. : vt 
Mr. GILLET here moved to lay the resolutio 
on the table; which he afterwards modified by a 
call for the orders of the day. vi 
The question on this motion was decided in 
the negative—ayces 69, noes 70. ‘ 
Mr: SMITH said, if he were influenced by the 
feelings, orsome of the prominent considerations 
which had been expressed by his honorable col- 
league who had last spoken, [Mr. Evans,] in 
relation to the resolution of the honorable gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, he certainly could not 
feel justified in. giving the vote which his honor- 
able colleague had indicated that he should give, 
' nor in entertaining the conclusions which he docs 
upon this subject. Sk f 
_ The House will remark, sir, that my colleague 
commenced his observations with an expression 
of entire indifference as to the fate of the resolu- 
tion which the gentleman. from Massachusetts 
| has offered. Sir, were I indifferent to a:resolu- 
| tion, involving matters of such vast: importance 
to the people of Maine, being -one of her Repre- 
sentatives, [ could not vote in favor of. ite) t$ 
But the gentleman next ‘said, that he ‘does not 
think anything can come out of the resolution if 
passed; that he has. no idea that the Executive 
will answer it, or will answerit in any other way 
than by saying, that he has no information that 
‘can be communicated relative to the subject-mat- 
ter of. this resolution, without prejudice to the 
pending negotiation. Sir, if I chtertained this 
conviction, L certainly should feel myself warring 
with my sense of duty to vote in favor of the reso- 
lution, Why pass it with such an expectation? 
. Again the gentleman says, that he very much 
questions the propriety of the Executive’s expos- 
ing the correspondence and other documents in- 
volved in the subject-matter of this resolution at 
the present time, and while the negotiation. is 
pending between this Government and Great 
Britain. Sir, could a better reason be given than 
such a conviction, to justify and demand that gen- 
tleman’s vote against the resolution? I confess I 


i 
H 
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| am unable to conceive of a stronger motive for 


opposing the resolution than the gentleman him- 
self has thus avowed. And yethe expresses his 
determination to vote in favor, and advocates the 
adoption, of the resolution! 

Sir, the gentleman has further told the House, 
and in this I think him correct to a considerable 
extent—that great apathy now prevails in Maine 
upon this subject. It is so, in one point of view. 
And is not this another most satisfactory argu- 
ment against the adoption of the resolution? 
Why force such a call apon the Executive at this 
time, if the people themselves, who'are immedi- 
ately interested, are not anxious upon’ the sub- 
ject? I repeat, sir, that if I were governed only 
by the arguments which the gentleman’s own 
remarks furnish upon- this subject, I could not 
with him vote in favor of the résolution.” But it 
is true, there is a degree of apathy in Maine, and 


Government did so, the act would be null, ancon- <` 
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with the people of Maine, upon this subject, at 
the present time. Sir, the people of Maine take 
a proper view of itssituation. They consider it in 
hands which are bound to control it; they consider 
itas still under negotiation, and ina state of pro- 
gression. And while it is so, they do not desire 
to interpose obstacles to its right termination, 
nor to prejudice its progress. My colleague, as 
well. as the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
knows, that the negotiation upon this subject is 
rtill pending between our Government and that 
of Great Britain, for the fact has been so an- 
nounced in the opening message of the President, 
to Congress atits present session, and the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts has read to the House 
that part.of the message. 

But, say, my honorable colleague, [Mr. Evans,] 
two-years and a half have elapsed without any 
minister of this Government at the Court of the 
British Government to attend to this negotiation. 
Sir, this is true; bat (said Mr. S.) Iam greatly 
surprised that my honorable colleague should 
have mentioned this fact, either as a reproach 
upon the Executive of this nation, or a rcason 
why this resolution for information should now 
pass. Whose fault has it been, let me ask, during 
these two years and a half to, which the gentle- 
man alludes, that our Government has been thus 
‘Jong without a representative in England? Has 
it been the fault of the Exceutive of this nation? 
or of the State of Maine, or rather, I should ask, 
has it been the fault of the people of Maine? 
Docs not my honorable colleague, as well as the 
honorable mover of this resolution, know full 
well, that two attempts have certainly keen made 


M 


by the Executive of this nation to have our Gov- 
ernment represented at the British Court, and that 
it is no fault of his that the interests of Maive and 
Mascachusctts have not been attended to there? 
Sir, let me tell my colleague, and this House also, 
that the people of Maine understand right well, 
and most correctly, as I believe, that the want 
of a national representative at the British Court 
on the partof our Government, during those two 
and a half years past, has operated as a most 
serious, if not principal, obstacle in the adjust- 
ment of this most important boundary question, 
in which Maine is so deeply interested. They 
oanderstand, also, that in this omission to be so’ 
represented abroad, the national Executive is 
free of all blame, and. that upon other heads the 
censure should fall. 
Sir, (continued Mr. S.,) T can see no practical 
good to be accomplished by this resolution. Tam 
equally ignorant, with the mover of it, and with 


my colleague, of the nature of any information | 


which the Executive can possessupon the subject, 
proper to be communicated to this House, and 
to the public, at this time. The negotiation is 

ending still. But the honorable gentleman from 
Massachusets says that State is deeply interested 
in the negotiation; that Maine has heretofore 
sought the aid’of Massachusetts in this matter, 
and that Massachusetts freely pledged herself to 


Maine, and ‘most solemnly to stand by her, and 


help to maintain her rights in this.controversy, 
at all times and under all circumstances. À 
the gentleman. here declares, that Massachusetts 
has been true to her pledges thus given, and. he 
here renews those pledges of continued fidelity in 
every event to come. And-it ts with reference to 
the alleged interest of that State on this subject, 
to her past pledges and support of Maine, and to 
her pledges of continued fidelity, he has offered a 
resolution calling for certain information touching 
the immediate rights and interests of Maine, with- 
outintending any disrespect to any onc. This call 
is also made subject to the very proper condition 
which L willregard as made in sincerity, that the 
President shall communicate only- such inform- 
ation, if any, as cannot prejudice the negotiation 
that is now pending. -Sir, all this implies a sus- 
picion that there may be information possessed 
by the Exxccutive upon the subject-matter of the 
negotiation, which the President will think proper 
to communicate to this House and to the public 
at this time. [cannot conceive of its being so. 
Ido not believe itis so. 
from Massachusetts thinks otherwise, and is anx- 
dous to be informed how the fact is—as he alleges 
the deep interest of his State in the matter—as he 


has recapitulated her past pledges to Maine, and l 


asserts her constant fidelity to them, and now 


And } 


Bat, as the gentleman | 


by Maine in this controversy under all circum- 
stances—as he is willing to appeal to the discre- 


tion of the Executive upon the propriety of com- | 


municating at this time either more or less, or 
none atall, of the supposed information upon the 
subject; and as he (Mr. S.) also had entirecon- 
fidence in the discretion of the President to com- 
municate the documents sought, if any there be, 
or to withhold them, as the interests of Mainc, 
Massachusetts, and the nation may, in his opin- 
ion require, he (Mr. S.) would, from these insin- 


| uations alone, if the gentleman from Massachu- 


setts persists in crowding his resolution upon the 
Tegecutive at this time, vote for its passage. But 
(said Mr. S.) I protest against the idea that there 
is anything in the possession of the Executive in 


‘sonnection with this matter that could, if all were 


made known to the world, do dishonor to Maine 
or to the national Government. The only rea- 
son existing at the present time, of which he could 
conceive, why the whole correspondence and 
documents relating to the mattcr might not be 
properly spread before this House and before the 
world at the present time is, that a negouaton 
upon the subject of them is still pending between 
our Goverment and a foreign Government, and 
that this negotiation may be greatly prejudiced 
by such a premature publication. In all other 
respects, I have no fears whatever. There is no 
concealment and no disguise upon the matter, 
which is not for the common benefit Of all the 
States in the Union—all of which are interested 
in the pending negotiation. 

As to the interference, sir, of Massachusetts 
with the affairs of Maine, and upon which one 
of my honorable colleagues has expressed him- 
self in terms that he feels to be justly merited, I 
have not (said Mr. S.) much of feeling. The 
contrary winds—the counter winds—the political 
trade winds of Massachusetts, which are felt oc- 
casionally sweeping over the affairs of Maine, 
like the counter and trade winds which are met 
wilh upon the natural ocean, serve a most salu- 
tary purpose. They admonish the yeomanry of 
Maine, with great accuracy, of the direction in 
which their true interests are to be pursued. And 
so long as Massachusetts will Keep up this sort 
of interest, Maine will continue to be found, as 
she has been for years past, true to her real in- 
terests and principles. Str, I am not sure, never- 
theless, that there would not have been more 
propriety, and more of honorable courtesy, on 
the part of the gentleman from Massachusetts in 
this matter, if he had consulted with at least a 
portion of the delegation from Maine in relation 
to his resolution, before having proposed it. I 
did suppose, sir, that the honorable gentleman 
could have found one, certainly, of that delega- 
tion in whom he could have reposed confidence 
upon the matter. But even that one of my honor- 
able colleagues entirely disclaims all knowledge 
of the honorable mover’s intentions, before the 
resolution was offered; and the gentleman from 
Massachusetts admits, in fact, that he consulted 
none of the delegation from Maine in relation to 
it. To me, sir, it seems that, in a matter of this 
character, there would have been more of courtesy 
if the gentleman from Massachusetts had adopted 
a different course. Ihave not, however, on ac- 
count of this, any strong feelings. But regarding 
the disposition and pledges of the State of Massa- 
chusetts upon this boundary question—regarding 
what she is said to have done, and is willing to 
do, with Maine in relation to it hereafter—and’ 
altogether repudiating the idea that there is any- 
thing in this whole subject-matter which need be 
concealed, except upon the ground that the nego- 
tiation upon it is still pending between our Gov- 
ernmentand Great Britain—regarding, moreover, 


| the gentleman’s assurance, which is very prop- 


erly embodied in his resolution, that he sceks 
nothing which the President may not deem alto- 
gether proper to be communicated at this time, I 
am willing, for onc, that his resolution should 
pass. 

Mr. EVANS replied. He said his surprise 
now was, that his colleague [Mr. Surru] should 
take exceptions to the motives under the influence 
of which he-was disposed to vote for the resolu- 


tion, when the gentleman himselfavows an inten- 4 


tion'ta vote with him. That gentleman was wel- 
come to the benefit of the reasons which might 
induce him to. support the resolution, and he 


renews them in the most solemn manner, to stand |i claimed the same indulgence for~himsclf. The 


| information called for in the resolution he deemed 
extremely important, and if it was proper it 
should be given tothe House, he was anxious to 
i receive it. His colleague [Mr. Smrru] had ex- 
| pressed his surprise that, because he (Mr. E.) had 
advanced a doubt whether this information would 
l| be given, we should ask for it! Mr. E. said 
ii he was one of those who would not be deterred 
| from making due exertions by the existence of 
such a doubt. The possibility of cliciting desir- 
able information was sufficient inducement to him 
to commandatrial. It had also been said that the 
negotiation was in a state of progression; he 
would ask what sort of progression ?—whetber it 
| was backward or forward? The gentleman had 
disavowed all desire of concealment on the part 
of the opponents of the resolution; but (said Mr. 
E.) this is the very gist of this matter. We do 
i complain of concealment; and we desire to know 
what is the progress and purport of this negotia- 
tion between the government of Maine and that 
of the General Government; and if the gentleman 
is sincere in his professions, let him join myself 
and others in bringing the whole subject before 
the public. Mr. E. concluded by an allusion to 
the remarks of the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. 
|| Fosrer,] expressing his ‘surprise at now being 
denominated a nullifier. 

Mr. SMITH said that there was only a remark 
or two of his honorable colleague to which he 
would advert. The gentleman says there has 
i} been a desire on the part of the Governor and 
Council of Maine, and of some others, to cons 
ceal the proceedings which have been had in 
i| relation to this boundary controversy. The gen- 
tleman was very carcful to say, or rather not to 
say, that the Governor and Council of Maine 
had ever been called upon to disclose any por- 
tion of those proceedings. According to my 
recollection, sir—and I think my honorable col- 
league’s recollection will confirm my own upon 
the subject—-the Legislature of Maine have never 
made a call upon the Governor and Council of 
that State to disclose any of those -proceedings. 

Mr. EVANS here rose, and said his recollec- 
tion was not altogether distinct upon the subject, 
but he believed such a call had been attempted, 
and, if not carried, it was voted down by the 
i majority with whom his colleague [Mr. Sari] 
acted in the Legislature of Maine. 

Mr. SMITH. Sir, my honorable colleague 
knows full well, that the people of Maine have 
never called for such a disclosure of those pro- 
ceedings. And whatever the Legislature of that 
State has done, and whatever those who have 
constituted that Legislature and the other official 
organs of the State, for years past, have done, in 
relation to this subject, has been most satisfac- 
torily and triumphantly sustained by the people 
of the State; and it is manifest, that if there has 
been any improper concealment in the matter, of 
which T know nothing, my honorable colleague’s 
remarks of censure strike at the people them- 
selves, and not at their immediate representatives 
in the Legislature, whom they have sustained. 
Sir, I maintain that there is nothing for conceal- 
ment, or which might not be disclosed most credit- 
ably to Maine, if there were no negotiation still 
pending with Great Britain. Under any othe. 
condition of the affair, I could have no objection 
to spreading the whole of the proceedings of 
Maine, and of all connected with her in it, as 
well as those of the National Government, before 
this House and before the world, When Iad- 
dressed this House a short time since, I remarked 
explicitly that, I repudiated the idea that there 
was any thing to be concealed at this time upon 
any other ground than the fear of prejudicing the 
pending negotiation. And J now say that, having 
entire confidence in the discretion of the Execu- 
tive to determine rightly whether any information 
can be properly communicated at this time or not, 
and not fearing that any can be disclosed at any 
time discreditable to the State or nation, and re- 
garding the alleged interests of Massachusetts in 
the subject, and her relationships to Maine ‘in it, 
if the honorable gentleman from Massachusetts 
insists upon the passage of the resolution, I am 
willing, for one, that it should pass, believing that 
to be the most judicious course under tife circum- 
stances of the case as now presented. 

Mr. WARD moved (by consent) that when the 
House adjourns, it adjourn to Saturday next at 
twelve o'clock. 


1834. 


E. 


On this question Mr. BEATY asked for the 
yeas and nays; but'the motion was not seconded 
by the House. 

Mr. CHILTON then moved to'amend the mo- | 
tion by substituting Friday for Saturday. 

This was also negatived; and the moticn of Mr. 
Warp was agreed to. 

The House then adjourned, to meet again on 
Saturday, the 27th instant. i 


IN SENATE. 
SATURDAY, December 27, 1834 


Mr.SOUTHARD presented a memorial, signed 
by sundry citizens of the city of Washington, 
praying relief of Congress from the pecuniary 
difficulties in which the city is involved; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of 
Purser W. B. Zantzinger. 

Mr. SLLSBEE, from the Committee on Com- 
morce, reported a bill for the relief of Tuffts & 
Clark. 

Mr. ROBINSON presented certain joint reso- 
lutions of the Legislature of the State of Illinois, 
instructing their Senators, and requesting their 
Representatives in Congress, to use their exer- 
tions to procure the passage of a law establishing | 
ports ofentry at Ottawa, on the Ilinois, Lafayette, 
on the Wabash, and at Galena, in that State; 
which were referred to the Committce on Com- 
merce. : 

“On motion of Mr.. BUCHANAN, the petition | 
of Thomas Anderson. on the files of the Senate, 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations. 

Mr. BLACK, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported the bill from the House 
of Representatives for the relief of Nicholas D. 
Coleman. 

On motion of Mr. ROBBINS, the Senate then 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, December 27, 1834. 


The Hon. Roserrt T. Lyrre, of Ohio, appeared, 
and was qualified. 

Petitions and memorials were presented by 

Mr. EVANS, of Maine; 

Mr. HARPER, of New Hampshire; 

Mr. GORHAM, of Massachusetts; 

Mr. JANES, of Vermont; 

Mr. WARD, of New York; 

Mr. GALBRAITH, of Pennsylvania; | 

Mossrs. LOYALL and WILSON, of Virginia; | 

Messrs. TOMPKINS and JOHNSON, of Ken- 
tucky; 

Mr. POLK, of Tennessee; 

Mr. CRANE, of Ohio; 

Mr. THOMAS, of Louisiana; 

Messrs. CASEY, MAY, and REYNOLDS, of | 
Ilinois; y i 

[Mr. Casey introduced a resolution passed by | 
the Legislature of Ilinois, instructing the Sena- ; 
tors, and requesting the Representatives, from | 
that State, to use their exertions to have ports of | 
entry established on the Wabash, Ilinois, and 

| 


e 


Fever rivers; which, on his motion, was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. May presented the petition of a number of į 
citizens of Sangamonand Morgan counties, pray- | 
ing the establishment ofa post route from Beards- | 
town, in Morgan county, tò New Salem, in San- | 
gamon county: which, on his motion, was re- ; 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and | 
Post Roads. d | 

Also, the petition of John Scott, of McLean | 
county, Illinois, praying compensation for prop- 
erty lost during the revolutionary war.]} 

Mr. WHITE, of Florida; | i 

Which petitions and memorials were appro- 
priately referred. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WARDWELL, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, reported a bill to con-; 


tinue the office of Commissioner of Pensions; |} 


which was read twice and committed. s 
Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on Tnvalid 

Pensions, reported a bill for -the relief of John 

Moore; which was read twice, and committed. 


i 


i 


| of the United Provinces of the Republic of Mex- 


| the Departments, not deemed incompatible with 


| enrolled bills, 


| by the latter in Congress, on the 22d of February, 


COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED BILLS. 
On motion of Mr. POTTS, it was 
Resoived, That a committee be appointed on 


PORT. CE ENTRY AT BROWNSVILLE. 
On motion of Mr. STEWART, it was 


_ Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a port of entry at Brownsville, in Penn- 
sylvania s 

` RESOLUTIONS. 


_ Mr. BYNUM submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which, under the rule, lies on the table one 
ay: 

Resolved, That the Executive be. requested to 
cause to be laid before this House, as soon-as 
practicable, such information in relation to the 
rclative positions of the province of Texas, one 


ico, and the Government of the United States of 
North America, as may be in possession of either 


the interests of cither of the two Governments. 

Also, what progress has been made in. distin- 
guishing the boundary lines between this Govern- 
ment and the Republic of Mexico, which were 
to be run in conformity with the stipulations 
made and entered into between the Government 
of Spain and that of the United States, as ratified 


1819. 

Also, whether, if any subsequent regulations 
have been entered into between the eommission- 
ers of this and the Government of Mexico to 
carry into exccution the conditions of the above 
mentioned stipulations, posterior to the recogni- 
tion of the latter Government, and as an independ- 
ent Républic. i 

On motion of Mr. GARLAND, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and 
Means be instructed to inquire into the expe- 
diency of making a suficient appropriation to 
complete the improvement on the Red river, in 
the State of Louisiana and Territory of Arkansas, 
in the course of the ensuing year. 


On motion of Mr. ASHLEY, it was 

Resolved, That the Committce on Roads and 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the expe- 
diency of providing by law for the construction 
of a road across the Big Swamp, in the county 
of New Madrid, in the State of Missouri, on the 
most eligible route from the Mississippi, in the 
direction of Batesvillc, Arkansas Territory, and 
that an adequate quantity of the public land on 
said route be appropriated to effect that object. 

On motion of Mr. LEA, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee’ on the Post 
Office and Post Roads be instructed to inquire 
into the expediency of establishing a mail route 
from Marysville, in the State of ‘Tennessee, by 
way of Montrail Springs, so as to intersect the 
route from Madisonville, Tennessee, to North 
Carolina, at Hugh Gormlcy’s, on Tennessee 
river. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads be instructed to inquire 
into the expediency of establishing a mail route 
from Knoxville, in the State of Tennessee, by 
way of Low’s Ferry, on Clinch river, to Richard 
Oliver’s, in Anderson county. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads be instructed to inquire 
into the expediency of establishing a mail route 
trom Philadelphia, in Monroe county, Tennessee, 
by way of Witten’s Store, on Pond creck, to 
Washington, in Rhea county, in said State. 


On motion of Mr. LYON, of Michigan, it was 

Resolved, Thatthe Committee on Public Lands 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
authorizing the sale of certain lands at Toledo, in 
Michigan Territory, granted for the use of the 
University of said Territory. 

On motion of Mr. BROWN, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolution- | 
ary Claims be directed to inquire into the expe- 
diency of making p 
ment of Joseph Morrill, assignee of John Carman, | 
of certificate No. 12,171, dated the Ist January, 
4782, signed Timothy Pickering, Quartermaster 


i say, Reed, Robertson, Augustine. H. 


i 
rovision by law for the pay- |i 
| 


General, to secure to the said John Carman, or |; 


interest at six per centum per annum, until paid, 
and that the papers herctofore submitted be again. ` 
referred to suid committee: i ace 


On motion of Mr. FOWLER, it was. 0 

Resolved, Thatthe Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the’ 
expedicncy of establishing a mail route. from. 
Hamburg, via Franklin and Sparta, to Newton, 
in the county of Sussex, and State of New Jer- 
sey. A 
NORTHEASTERN BOUNDARY. | 


The following resolution, heretofore offered by’ 
Mr. LINCOLN, was again. taken up: ates 

Reselved, That the President of the. United 
States be requested to. lay before this House (if, 
in his opinion, it is not incompatible with the, 
public interest) any communications which may: 
have been had between the Government of the 
United States and that of Great Britain, since 
the rejection, by the former, of the advisory 
opinion of the King of the Netherlands, in refer- 


| ence to the establishment and final settlement of 


the northeastern boundary of the United States, 
heretofore in controversy between the two Gov-~ 
ernments. And that he also be: requested to 
communicate any information he. may possess, 
of the exercise of practical jurisdiction, by the 
authorities of the British province of New Bruns- 


| wick, over the disputed territory, within ‘the 


limits of the State of Maine, according to the 
truc tine of boundary as claimed by the United 
States, and especially upon that part of ‘the ter- 
ritory which has been incorporated, :by the 
Government of Maine, into the town of Mada- 
waska; together with such representations and 
correspondence (if any) as have been had by the 
Executive of that State with the Government of 
the United States on the subject. : 
Mr. PARKS said he did not intend to occupy 
the time of the House ‘by further debating this 
resolution. He merely rose to divest himself of 
the plumage which had been thrown over him 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts, (Mr. Lin- 
cOLN.] He was not, as had been stated, the 
‘author of the report and resolutions which had- 
been adopted by the Legislature of Massacha- 
setts on this subject. He was simply the agent 
| appointed by the Legislature of Maine to ‘carry 
to the Legislature of Massachusetts certain re- 
solves of the former. The report and resolutions 
which: had been alluded to were written by a 
gentleman of high character, and who. was: now 
a member of the Legislature of Massachusetts. 
The gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Posren,]} 


| seemed somewhat surprised. to learn thatthe peo- 


le of Maine were in favor of State rights. Ele 
eould’ tell the gentleman that, howeyer other 
States might oscillate from one extreme to the 
other, on the subject of State rights, the princi- 
ples of Maine had always remained the-sames 
and the gentleman was welcome, so faras he was 
concerned, to all the gratification which the’an- 


i nunciation of this fact could give him. 


Mr. GILLET moved to lay the resolution on 
the table; which was decided in the negative— 
yeas 77, nays 79. 

The resolution was then agreed to, by the fol- 
lowing vote: ` 

YEAS—Messrs. John Q. Adams, Heman 
Allen, John J. Allen, Chilton Allan, Ashley, 
Ranks, Rates, Baylies, Briggs, Chambers, Chil- 
ton, Samuel Clark, William Clark, Clowney, Cor- 
win, Coulter, Crane, Crockett, Darlington, Amos 
Davis, Davenport, Deberry, Denny, Dickson, 
Evans, Fillmore, Foster, Philo ©. Faller, Fulton, 
Gamble, Garland, Gholson, Gordon, Gorham, 
Graham, Grenncll, Griffin, Joseph Hall, Hiland 
Hall, Hard, Hardin, Harrison, Hazeltine, Heis- 
ter, William Jackson, Ebenezer Jackson, Janes, 
William C. Johnson, Henry Johnson, Lay, 
Letcher, Lincoln, Love, Lucas, Manning, Mar- 
tindale, Marshall, Moses Mason, McCarty, Me- 
Kay, McKennan, Miller, Miner, Muhlenberg, 
Phillips, Pickens, Pinckney, Pope, Potts, Ram- 
t Shepperd, 
Slade, Sloane, Smith, Spangler, Stewart, Phile- 
mon Thomas, Tompkins, Trumbul, Tweedy, 
Vinton, Frederick Whittlesey, Williams, Wilson, 
and Wise—87. 

NAYS—Messrs. John Adams, William Allen, 
Anthony, Bean, Beaumont, Bockee, Boon, Boul- 
din, Brown, Bunch, Burns, Bynum, Cambreleng, 


ri 


his order, the payment if’ specie of 4209,.with ` 
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Carr, Casey; Claiborne, Clay, Day, Dickerson, 
Dunlap, Ferris, Forester, Fowler, William K. 
Fuller, Galbraith, Gillet, Thomas H. Hall, Hal- 
sey, Hamer, Joseph M. Harper, Hathaway, 
Henderson, Howell, Hubbard, Huntingdon, 
Inge, Jarvis, Richard M. Johnson, Noadiah John- 
son; Benjamin Jones, Kavanagh, Kilgore, Kin- 
nard, Liane, Lansing, Laporte, Luke Lea, 
Thomas Lec, Loyall, Lyon, Lyte, Joel K. Mann, 
Mardis, May, McIntire, McLene, Robert Mitch- 
cell, Morgan, Murphy, Parks, Parker, Patterson, 
Dutee J. Pearce, Peyton, Franklin Pierce, Pier- 
son, Polk, Reynolds, Schenck, Shinn, Standefer, 
Taylor; Thomson, Vanderpoel, Van Houten, 
Wagener, Ward, Wardwell, and Webster—79. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


` The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing letter from the Seerctary of the Treasury: 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, 
December 26, 1834. 
Sm: In obedience to the first clause of the 
resolution of the House of Representatives passed 
on the Lth instant, directing the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury “ to communicate to the House of Rep- 
* yesentatives, as soon as practicable, copies of the 
€ correspondence not heretofore communicated, 
‘which had taken place between him and the 
© President of the Bank of the United States, on 
t the subject of the bank drafts,” &c., I have now 
the honor to submit a copy of a letter on that sub- 
ject received from the President of the Bank of 
the United States on the 28th ultimo, and the reply 
thereto by this Department on the 24th instant. 
In order to make the contents of both more 
intelligible, and to include all probably embraced 
by the resolution, I have taken the liberty to pre- 
cede them by acopy of the Treasury circular, 
issued by this Department on the 5th ultimo, to 
-which these letters so frequently refer, with a 
copy of the communication of that date, trans- 
mitting it to the bank. 

-L have the honor to remain, very respectfully, 
your obedient servant, 
i LEVI WOODBURY, 

Secretary of the Treasury. 


Tue Hon. rie SPRARER oF THE 
House or REPRESENTATIVES. 


Which letter, and the accompanying docu- 
ments, on motion of Mr. Elusrarp, was laid on 
the table, and directed to be printed. 

Mr. HUBBARD said this correspondence was 
of an important character; he, therefore, (by 
consent, moved that ten thousand additional 
copies be printed. 

After some conversation between Messrs. 
TIUBBARD, FOSTER, MARTINDALE, and 
GARLAND, the motion was, with the assent of 
the mover, laid over to Monday. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Navy in 
answer to a resolution of the 8th instant relative 
tothe ship house, &c., at Navy Point, New 
York, which wag laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, inclosing 
a copy ofa survey of the Falls of the Ohio river; 
which was referred to the Committee on Roads 
and Canals. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of War, in response to a reso- 
lution of the 15th instant, inclosing a report of 
the Commissary General of Purchases upon the 
claim of David Cook; which was referred to the 
Committee of Claims. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a report 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, under the 
act for the relief of insolvent debtors; which was 
laid on the table; and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
communication from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury in respouse to a resolution of the 11th instant 
relative to the publie lands; which was committed 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and directed to be printed. 

~ MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

The following message from the President of 
the United States was received by the hands of 
Mr. Dowetson, his Private Secretary: 

To the House. of Representatives: 

I transmit to the House a report from the Sec- 

retary of State, together with the papers relating 


to the refusal of the French Government to make 


provision for the execution of the treaty between | 


the United States and France, concluded on the 
4th of July, 1831, requested by their resolution 


of the 24th inst. : 3 A 
ANDREW JACKSON. 
WasnxeTton, December 27, 1884. 


On motion of Mr. FOSTER, the message and 
accompanying papers were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Forcign Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. ot oe 

On motion of Mr. REED, ten thousand extra 
copics of the report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, communicating the number, names, 
pay, &c., of thdse persons engaged in the several 
custom-houses in the United States, were ordered 
to be printed. 

The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE 
Mowpay, December 29, 1834 

Petitions and memorials were presented by Mr. 
SILSBEE, Mr. HENDRICKS, Mr. EWING, 
and Mr. TOMLINSON. 

Mr. EWING presented a memorial from the 
Legislature of Ohio, praying the passage of a 
law, by Congress, to adjust and settle the north- 
ern boundary line of the State of Ohio; which 
was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


INSOLVENT DEBTORS, ETC. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 


ate a communication from the Treasury Depart- 
ment relative to the insolvent debtors of the Uni- 
ted States. 

Also a memorial from citizens of Hillsborough, 
Pennsylvania, praying an additional appropria- 
tion for the continuation and repair of the Cum- 
berland road; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Roads and Canals. 

He also laid before the Senate a memorial from 
citizens of New York, praying Congress to fit out 
an exploring expédition to the South Seas; which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 

Mr, KING, of Georgia, gave notice that to- 
morrow he would ask leave to bring in a bill to 
establish a mail route in East Florida. 

Mr. TOMLINSON gave notice that to-mor- 
row he would ask leave to introduce a bill for the 
relief of Walter Lomax and Abel Gay. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, on leave given, in- 
troduced a bill for the relief of David McCord; 
which was twice read, and referred to the Judi- 
ciary Committee. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BELL, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill for the relicf of Hiram A. Hunter. 

Mr. BELL also reported unfavorably upon 
the petition of George Bently and others. 


RESOLUTION INTRODUCED. . 


_Mr. WHITE submitted the following resolu- 
tion: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Revolution- 


ary Claims be instructed to inquire into the pro- | 


priety of providing by law for the payment of 
the commutation of five years’ full pay to the 
heirs of Harry Dixon, a colonel in the North 
Carolina line or continental establishment during 
the revolutionary war. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, December 29, 1834. 


Petitions and memorials were presented by 

Mr. HALL, of Vermont. 

Messrs. CAMBRELENG, VANDERPOEL, 
MANN, WARDWELL, HUNTINGTON, and 
HAZELTINE, of New York; 

(Mr. Maxx, of New York, presented the peti- 
tion of sundry citizens of the State of New York, 
praying for the passage of a law to permit the 
introduction of red cedar timber, prepared for 
railroads, into the United States free of duty.] 

Messrs. HARPER and McKENNAN, of 
Pennsylvania; 

Mr. McKIM, of Maryland; 


Messrs. MOORE, TAYLOR, WISE, FUL- | 


TON, and LOYALL, of Virginia; 


Mr. A. H. SHEPPERD, of North Carolina; 

Mr. CLAYTON, of Georgia; 

Messrs. TOMPKINS and BEATY, of Ken- 
tucky; à : 
| Tacs: CRANE and THOMSON, of Ohio; 
Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana; 

Mr. MAY, of Illinois; 

: [Mr. May presented the petition of Jozette 
Beaubien, praying permission to locate two sec- 
| tions of land in lieu of two sections reserved to 
her under the treaty of 1832, between the United 
States and the Pottawattomie Indians. 

Also, the petition of B. M. Hays, praying re- 
muneration for hospital stores furnished the troops 
during the late Indian disturbances, and for at- 
tendance upon the sick, whilst in the service of 
i the United States. ] 
| Messrs. McKINLEY and MARDIS, of Ala- 
; bama; , 
| Mr. LYON, of Michigan; 

Mr. SEVIER, of Arkansas; 

Mr. WHITE, of Florida; 

Mr. Speaker BELL, of Tennessee; 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island; 

| Which petitions and memorials were appropri- 
! ately referred. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. JARVIS, from the Committee on Foreign 
| Relations, reported a bill for the settlement of the 
account of Edmund Roberts; which was read 
twice and committed. 

Mr. J., from the same committee, reported a 
i bill to carry into effect the convention between 
the United States and Spain; which was read 
twice and committed. : 

Mr, MITCHELL, from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, reported a bill granting a pension 
to Simon S. Morris; which was read twice and 
committed. : 

Mr McINTIRE, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Laurentius 
M. Eiler; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. ALLAN, of Kentucky, from the Com- 
mittee on Territories, reported a bill to amend 
the several acts for the establishment of the ter- 
ritorial government of Florida; which was read 
twice and committed. ; 

Mr. BANKS, from the Committee of Claims, 
| reported a bill for the relief of Moses Bliss; which 
| was read twice and committed. 

Mr. MAY, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, made a report adverse to the peti- 
tion of the heirs of Francis Jarvis, deceased; 
which was laid on the table and directed to be 
printed. 
| My. M., from the same committee, reported a 
| bill for the relief of the heirs of James Latham, 
| deceased; which was committed to a Committee 
of the Whole House, and made the order of the 
| day for Tuesday next. 
| Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on Invalid 
| Pensions, made an unfavorable report upon the 
petition of Rufus Parker; and the same’ was laid 
on the table.- 
| Mr. KINNARD, from the Committee on Rev- 
| olutionary Claims, made an unfavorable report on 
| the petition of Charles C. Mill. 
| Unfavorable reports were also made by Messrs. 
| MUHLENBERG, MITCHELL of Ohio, BAY- 
| LIES, LAY, and WISE, from standing commit- 
| tees, upon petitions of various individuals, whose 
j names were not heard by the reporter. 


| VOTING VIVA VOCE. 


The following resolution, submitted on Wed- 
| nesday last by Mr. ReyxoLrps, was taken up: 
| Resolved, That hercafter, in all elections made 
by the House of Representatives for officers, the 
| Votes shall be given view voce, each member in 
' his place naming aloud the person for whom he 
votes. f 

Mr. REYNOLDS remarked, that the resolution 
| was of some importance, and that ke did not wish 
| to force it on the consideration of the House at 
i this time, but wished the action on it at some 
‘time; and that he perceived that there were many 
: members absent from their seats. He therefore 
| would move to postpone the further consideration 
j of the subject until Tuesday week. 
| After some conversation between Messrs. 
I REYNOLDS, HUBBARD, CLAY, McKEN- 

NAN, and HARDIN, the motion to postpone 
' was agreéd to, 
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’ 
TEXAS. 


The following resolutién, submitted on Satur- 
day by Mr. Bynum, was taken up: i 

Resolved, That the Executive be requested to 
cause to be laid before this House, as soon as 
practicable, such information in relation to the 
relative positions of the province of Texas, one 
of the United Provinces of the Republic of Mex- 
ico, and the Government of the United States of 
North America, as may be in possession of cither 
of the Departments, not deemed incompatible with 
the interests of either of the two Governments. 

Also, what progress has been made in -distin- 
guishing the boundary lines betwoen this Govern- 
ment and the Republic of Mexico, which were 
to'be run in conformity with the stipulations made 
and entered into between the Government of 
Spain and that of the United States, as ratified by 
the latter in Congress on the 22d of February,. 
1819. 

Also, whether, if any subsequent regulations 
have been entered into between the commission- 
ers of this and the Government of Mexico, to 
carry into execution the conditions of the above 
mentioned stipulations, posterior to the recogni- 
tion of the latter Government, and as an inde-- 
pendent Republic ; 

Mr. BYNUM said, that since he had offered 
the resolution, he had discovered that most of the 
desired information was contained in the annual” 
message of the President, at the opening of Con- 
gress. He therefore moved to lay the resolution 
on the table. 

- Mr. SEVIER hoped the resolution would not 
be laid on the table, and that it would be permit- 
ted to pass, as full information on the subject was 
desirable. 

Mr. BYNUM had no objection to the adoption 
of the resolution; but he repeated, that most of 
the information required was already in posses- 
sion of the House. 

The resolution was then laid on the table. 


BANK OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The resolution to print ten thousand extra 
copies. of the correspondence between the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury and the President of the 
Bank of the United States, was taken up. 

After a few remarks of explanation by Mr. 
HUBBARD, the mover of the resolution, the’ 
motion was agreed to. E 


RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


On motion of Mr. STEWART, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of placing Robert Dunsmore on the pension roll. 


On motion of Mr. STEWART, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and 
Means bé instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of making a further appropriation for the 
completion of the repairs and the erection of toll 
gates on the Cumberland road east of the Ohio 
river. 


On motion of Mr. WHITE, of Florida, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of making an appropriation for a canal be- 
tween Pensacola and Mobile bays. 


On motion of Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, 
it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Pensions be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of reporting a bill granting unto Ben- 
jamin Cornell, of Newport, in the State of Rhode 
falaiid, a soldier of the Revolution, a pension. 

On motion of Mr. WARD, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs inquire into the expediency of granting to 
the widow of the late. General Leavenworth, 
deceased, a sum equal to his pay and emoluments 
from the time of his death to the thirty-first day 
of December instant. | 

On motion of Mr. DICKSON, it was ; 

Resolved, That the Committee on Manufactures 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of so 
amending the several acts imposing duties on 
imports that the same duties be imporre on all, 
books imported hereafter, and printed previous to 
the year 1814, as are now imposed by law on 


books imported and printed previous to the year 
1775. : 


On motion of Mr. BEAUMONT, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads be instructed to inquife into 
the expediency of establishing a mail route from 
Carbondale, Pennsylvania, through the townships 
of Greenfield, Abington, and Nicholson,to Tunk- 
hannock. ore 
_ Mr. PINCKNEY offered the following resolu- 
tion; which, under the rule, lies over one day: 
Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of War be, and 
he is hereby, requested to communicate to this 
House such information as may be necessary. to 
explain the cause or causes of the suspension of 
the work at Fort Sumpter, in Charleston harbor, 
and whether any, and if any, what measures have 
been taken by the Department. in relation to the 
difficulty from which said suspension has arisen. 


On motion of Mr. BEATY, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads be instructed to inquire 
into the expediency of establishing a post route 
leaving the present route, leading from Barbours- 
ville, in the county of Knox, Kentucky, to Wil- 
liamsbury, in Whitly county, at Major Charles 
Rotchholt’s, thence by the mouth of Laurel river, 
the Stone Coal Mines, Somerset, Mount Vernon, 
and Slaughter’s salt works, to Richmond, in 
Madison county, Kentucky; and that the petitions 


| and. papers, referred at the last session of Con- 


gress to said committee, in relation to so much 
of said contemplated route as lies between Rich- 
mond, in Madison county, and Somerset, in 
Pulaski county, be again referred to said commit- 
tee, and that the petitions and papers referred to 
said committee at the last session relating to 
post routes from Monroe, Tennessce, by James, 
town, to Monticello, Kentucky, and from Monroe- 


i Tennessec, by Locust Shade to Burkesville, Ken- 


tucky,and from Burkesville, Kentucky, to Gains- 
borough, Tennessee. 

On motion of Mr. EVANS, it was 

Resolved That the Committee of Invalid Pen- 
sions be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of granting to Thankfull Randall, formerly the 
widow of Isaac Pisham, deceased, five years’ half 
pay, to which she was entitled as the widow of 
said Pisham, he having died in the service of the 
United States, during the late war. 


On motion of Mr. WHITTLESEY, of New 


York, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of making 
compensation to Naaman Goodsell, for services 
rendered by him to the United States under the 


‘direction of the Secretary of the Treasury 


On motion of Mr. THOMSON, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee.on Roads and 


Canals be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 


ency of granting a quantity of the unsold unap- 
propriated public land in the State of Ohio to that 
State, to be by ber sold, and the proceeds applied 
to the purchase of the Sandy and Beaver canal, 
which is ultimately intended to connect the Ohio 
canal with that of Pennsylvania. If this plan 
should not be deemed advisable, to inquire into 
the expediency of a subscription by the United 
States for a portion of the said stock, or the grant- 
ing of efficient aid in the construction of said 


| canal in any other acceptable mode; and that the | 


several acts of incorporation of said canal com- 
pany, the report of the engineers who surveyed 
and located it, together with the letters, and other 
papers accompanying them, be referred to said 
committee, and be printed for the use of the 
members of both Houses of Congress. 

On motion of Mr. MITCHELL, it was 

Resolved, That the Committec on Roads and 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the propriety 
of making an appropriation for clearing out the 
obstructions in the Muskingum river, in the State 
of Ohio, from the termination of slackwater nav- 
igation at Zanesville, to its junction with the Ohio 
river. - : 

On motion of Mr. CRANE, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of improving the navigation of the, Miami 
river of Lake Erie, below the rapids of said river. 

On motion of Mr. GARLAND, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on. Commerce 


| be instructed to inquire into the expediency 


of making an appropriation for the purpose of 


removing the obstructions, to ‘the navigation of. 


| of the Mississippi river, inthe State of Louisiana 

On motion of Mr. KINNARD, it was’ 60 + 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways. and: 
Means be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of making an appropriation on the Cumberland 
| road, in the State of Indiana, and of allowing the 
superintendent of said road in the States of 
Indiana and Hlinois a percentage on the amount 
of money disbursed by him. ; ; 


On motion of Mr. MARDIS, it was ` 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of causing a survey and estimate to be made 
for a railroad from the most eligible point on the 
i Tennessee river to the town of Tuscaloosa; and 
from thence to the Alabama river. And also to 
cause a like survey and estimate to be made fora 
l railroad or canal upon the most eligible route 
from: the Tennessee river, opposite the head of 
| Wills’s Valley, to the Alabama river, so as to 
| connect the waters of the former with those of 
the latter river, 


Mr. SEVIER offered the following resolution; 

| which, under a rule, of the House, lies on the 

table one day: mae at eee 
Resolved, That the President’ of the United 

; States be requested (if not deemed’ incompatible 

i with the public interest) to negotiate with Spain 

for her right and title to the country lying be- | 

į tween the Sabine and Red ‘rivers, in’ Arkansas 

Territory. f i 

| On motion of Mr. REYNOLDS, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee. on Roads and 

| Canals be instructed tó inquire into the expe- 

diency of providing by law fow the survey of the 

following routes, in the State of Ilinois, to. wit: 
Kaskaskia river, from its mouth to Vandalia; 
Big Muddy river, from its mouth to the bridge 


. > > 
ion it, near Frankfort; and 
| 


Cash river, from its mouth to Vienna. 

The report of the surveys, showing the amount - 
| of money necessary to their improvement, and 

| other necessary information, to be made to the 
| next Congress, . 


NAVY-YARD AT CHARLESTON. 


| On motion of Mr. PINCKNEY, the bill estab- 
| lishing a navy-yard in the city of Charleston, 
South Carolina, was made the special order of 


‘| the day for. Wednesday. week. ; 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
| The SPEAKER laid before the House the'fol- 
| lowing communications: nee 
A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, in 
| answer to a resolution of the House of the 24th 
instant, in relation to the claim of the United 
States upon the Bank of Columbia. Referred to 
| the Committee of Ways and Means. ' 

| A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, in 
i response to a resolution of the 16th instant, rela- 
| tive to the official proceedings of the Government 
i directors of the Bank of the United States.” Re- 
ferred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

: A report from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
iin relation to the bridge across the Potomac at 
| Washington. Referred to the. Committee: of. 
i Claims. 
1 
| 


BILLS FROM THE SENATE. 


The following bills from the Senate were read 
| twiee, and committed: 
| A bill for the relief of Samuel Smith, Lynn 
! McGee, and Semoise, Creek Indians; 
| A bill for the relief of Susan Marlow; and 
! A bill for the relief of Elijah Simmons, 
| An engrossed bill to revive and continue in 
| force the act to provide for persons who were dis- 
abled by known wounds received in the revolu- 
tionary war, was read the third time, and passed. 


PAY OF NAVAL OFFICERS. 


| The House procceded to the. consideration of 
i the bill to equalize and regulate the pay of the 
| officers of the Navy, as reported to, the House, 
with amendments, from the Committee of the 
Whole. ae 
The first amendment, fixing the pay of senior 
| captains “ at all tines when in service at $4,500, 
! and when on leave of absence, or walling orders, 
i at $3,500,’? was. concurred ine >; S 
| The next amendment—which fixes’ the puy of 


the river Atchafalaya, and Bayou -Pigéon, outlets.” 
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all other captains, when commanding squadrons 
Of coast stations, and when acting as Navy com- 
missioners, at $4,590; when commanding Navy- 
yards, $4,000; on other duty, $3,750; on leave of 
absence or waiting orders, $3,000—being under 
consideration, s : 

Mr. PARKER moved to strike out.the words, 
«coast stations, and when acting as Navy com- 
missioners.”’ 

‘Mr. WATMOUGH expressed a fervent hope 
that the amendment would not be adopted. The 
whole bill, with its numerous amendments, had 
been most elaborately discussed in Committee of 
the Whole, and he believed the sense of the House 
had been fully elicited. He did, therefore, par- 
ticularly desire that the time of the House should 
not be wasted by further useless argumentation 
on points which might already be considered as 
‘definitively settled. 

After a few words from Mr. PARKER, in ex- 
culpation of the motives which induced the offer 
of the amendment, and from Mr. PINCS. NEY, 
in opposition to it, the motion was rejected, and 
the amendment, as reported to the louse from 
the Committee of the Whole, was concurred in. 

The next amendment—which fixes the pay of 
master commandant, and commanders, when on 
sea service, at $2,500; on other duty, at $2,000; 
and while waiting orders, at $1,800—being under 
consideration, 

Mr. FILLMORE moved to amend it by insert- 
ing, after the words, ‘‘ waiting orders ’’ the words, 
“or on leave of absence;’? which was agreed 
to. 

Mr. WATMOUGH said he hoped the amend- 
ment agreed to in Committee of the Whole 
would not be concurred in by the House; and on 
the question being taken, the amendment was 
rejected. | * 

- “The amendment relating to lieutenants was next 
concurred in, as follows: 

“Commanding, one thousand eight hundred 
dollars; on other duty, one thousand five hundred 
dollars; waiting orders, one thousand two hund- 
red dollars.” 

‘Ths next twoamcnd ments concerning assistant 
surgeons and surgeons, were concurred in, after 
a debate on the motion to add ‘ pursers ” to the 
provisions made for the surgeons. 

The amendment reads: 

Pursers-—when attached to vessels for -sea 
service, or at navy-yards, $1,400. When on 
leave of absence or waiting orders, $900. 

Mr. WISE asked for some information on the 
subject of the amendment. 

Mr. WATMOUGH then explained the reason 
which had induced the committee to change the 
present regulations concerning pursers. He 
stated that it had been deemed expedient to 
abolish the commissions of the pursers on tea 
and sugar sold out to the sailors, and the addi- 
tional salary to the purser was given to compen- 
sate him for his loss by this abolition of the 
commissions. 

. Mr. WISE stated that the fixed pay of pursers 
at present was very small, and that he had fifty 
per cent. on the tea, sugar, tobacco, &c., which 
amounted to some thousands, and a commission of 
twenty-five per cent. ona secondary class of arti- 
cles. The captains, also, in consequence of their 
insufficient pay, are frequently obliged to borrow 
money of the pursers. He adverted to practices 
of pursers by which the sailors were heavily 
taxed. Articles had been purchased at Gibraltar, 
and, after the vessel had gone to sea, the sailors 
are compelled to receive these articles at double 
their cost, and as specie. He estimated the 
annual profit of a purser on board a seventy-four 
at $14,000. He. said he hoped the amendment 
would not be concurred in, although the purser 
now received four times as much as a captain, 
_ because he thought the regulation of their pay 
should be made the subject of a separate act. 

Mr. PEARCE made a few remarks on the 
uncertainty of the passage of the-bill referred to, 
and opposed the amendment, 

Mr. PARKER hoped the House would reject 
the amendment, and remarked that the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania had, last session, introduced 
ca bill under which he now admitted that the 
pursers had been drawing four dollars a month 
from the poor seamen. He wished that there 
should be no increase of the pay of the pursers. 

Mr WAYNE thought that the clause should 


be stricken out, and regretted that he must sep- 
arate from the chairman on this question. 
Mr. WATMOUGH said, that it was the ob- 


| ject of the provision to strike at these evils if 


they existed. He did not desire to increase, but 
he did desire to bring down the pay of the pur- 
sers, and he had desired to make the bill specific 
on this point. 

Mr. WAYNE said he should probably vote 
to reduce the pay of the pursers at a proper time, 
for he desired that it should be regulated. 

The House then refused to concur in the 
amendment. i 

The following amendments were next consid- 
ered and agreed to: 

Chaplains.— When attached to vessels for sea 
service, or at navy-yards, one thousand two hun- 
dred dollars. 

When on leave of absence, or waiting orders, 
eight hundred dollars. 

Professor of Mathematics.—Whcen attached to 
vessels for sca service, or in a yard, one thousand 
two hundred dollars. 

Secretaries. —To commanders of squadrons, 
when commanding in chief, one thousand dollars. 

To commanders of squadrons, when not com- 
manding in chief, nine hundred dollars. 

Sailingmasters.—Of a ship of the line, for sea 
service, one thousand one hundred dollars. 

When on other duty, one thousand dollars. 

When on leave of absence, or waiting orders, 
seven hundred and fifty dollars. 

Second Masters.—When attached to vessels for 
sea service, seven hundred and fifty dollars. 

When on other duty, five hundred dollars. 

When on leave of absence, or waiting orders, 
four hundred dollars.. 

Passed JMidshipmen.—When attached to vessels 
for sea service, six hundred dollars. 

When on other duty, five hundred dollars. 

When on leave of absence, or waiting orders, 
four hundred dollars. 

Warranted Masters’ Mates.—W hen attached to 
vessels for sca service, or at navy yards, four 
hundred and fifty dollars, 

When on leave of absence, or waiting orders, 
three hundred dollars. 

Midshipmen.—W hen attached to vessels for sea 
service, four hundred dollars, 

When on duty, three hundred and fifty dollars. 

When on leave of absence, or waiting orders, 
three hundred dollars. 

Clerks.—Of a yard, nine hundred dollars. 

First clerk to a commandant of a navy-yard, 
nine hundred dollars. ; 

Sccond clerk to a commandant of anavy-yard, 
seven hundred and fifty dollars. 

To commanders of squadrons, captains of 
fleets, and commanders of vessels, five hundred 
dollars. 

Boatswains, Gunners, Sailmakers, Carpenters.— 
Of a ship of the line, for sea service, seven hun- 
dred and fifty dollars. 

Of a frigate, for sea servi 
lars. 

When on other duty, five hundred dollars. 

When on leave of absence, or waiting orders, 
three hundred and sixty dollars, 

Officers temporarily performing duties belong- 
ing to those of a higher grade, shall receive the 
compensation allowed to such higher grade, while 
actually so employed. 

No officer shall be put on furlough but at his 
own request; and all officers so furloughed shail 
receive two thirds only of the pay to which they 
would have been entitled if on leave of absence. 

If any assistant surgeon shall have been absent 
from the United States, on duty, at the time 
others of his date were examined, he shall, if not 


ce, six hundred dol- 


to the same rank with them, and if from any 
cause his relative rank cannot be assigned to him, 


One ration per day, only, shall be allowed to 
all officers when attached to vessels for sea ser- 
vice. 

The compensation hereinbefore specified shall 
be in full for pay and subsistence, and for all 
allowances, in lieu of cabin furniture to com- 
manders of vessels and squadrons, and for all 
allowances for officers attached to navy-yards, or 
employed on any shore duty, except for detention 
and employment on special services. for house 
i rent or chamber money where quarters or public 


rejected at a subsequent examination, be entitled | 


he will retain his original position on the Register. | 


J 


accommodations be not provided, and for travel’ 
under orders, for which sixteen cents per mile 
shall be allowed. And*all acts or parts of acts 
| inconsistent with the provisions of this act are 
hereby repealed. : 

On the question of concurring with the last of 
the foregoing amendments, a debate ensued on 
a motion of Mr. Reen, to amend it by striking 
out the word *‘ sixteen,” and inserting “ten.” 

Mr. WARD moved to insert the word “ twelve,” 
and it was accepted as a modification. 

Mr. FILLMORE moved to strike out the allow- 
ance ‘for detention and employment on special 
service? He stated that if the officer was not 
paid enough for his whole time, the pay should 
be increased. 

Mr. WATMOUGH explained, that an officer 
was frequently transferred from one place to 
another, at an additional charge to himself, and 
it was to compensate him for that that the pro- 
vision was introduced. 

Mr. McKINLEY was opposed to leaving a 
discretion in the hands of any Department on a 
subject which might lead, to favoritism. 

Mr. REED referred to the usages of ‘the De- 
partment, These captains were sometimes taken 
from their stations and placed on other dutics, 
at great additional expense, and it has been usual 
for the Department to give extra allowance of 
from one to three dollars a day. He was de- 
sirous to cut off all extra allowances. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL said, it was well known 
that he was friendly to the increase of the pay 
of the naval officers, and it was in that spirit of 
friendship that he should vote for the motion of 
his colleague to strike out the clause under con- 
sideration. He was against all extra allowances 
for special duties. He had regarded it as one of 
the greatest merits of the bill under discussion, 
that it was simple and perspicuous—that itcalled 
things by their right names—and paid the officers 
specific sums per annum, and no more. He was 
opposed to et cateras, contingencies, and extra 
allowances. The principle was wrong, and was, 
as he could have hoped, inconsistent with the 
spirit in which this bill was conceived, viz: a de- 
sire to make such provision for the naval officers 
as that the people should always know and under- 
stand exactly what their servants received. If 
we paid them liberally per year, which he was 
certainly willing to do—if we paid them liberally 
when waiting orders, they ought not to consider 
it a hardship to be put, perhaps once in'the course 
of their lives, on courts-martial, or to be detailed 
for some other special duty, without receiving 
for it extra remuneration. He must confess that 
the amounts included in the bill should exclude 
all extra claims for what are denominated ‘‘spe~ 
cial duties.” Te was willing to allow them ten 
cents per mile for their traveling fees, when the 
went to and returned from the point where “suc 
special service’? was to be executed, but he was 
opposed to any pér diem allowance at the same 
time that their annual salary was going on. 

Mr. MANN alluded to the scale of allowances 
made in the Army when officers were sent on 
journeys to inspect provisions, &c. He thought 
the allowance ought to be fixed on the same scale, 
and should vote against the motion. 

Mr. WAYNE was in favor of retaining this 
part of the amendment, as he wished to make 
the extra allowance adequate to the service to be 
performed. If the officer were sent on his own 
| expense on a service which required expenditure, 
he would be induced to shorten the period of 
employment, although the public service might 
thereby be injured. 

i Mr. MASON, of Virginia, suggested that the 
better way would be to amend the clause by in- 
serting the words, ‘t when absent on courts-mar- 
tial,’ instead of striking out, as proposed. 

Mr. BROWN said it was not his purpose to 
interfere in any manner with the details of the 
bill under consideration, and he should leave 
the arrangement of its provisions to those better 
qualified than himself for the examination of 
such questions. His honorable colleague (Mr. 
Fittmore] who had submitted the amendment, 
and his honorable colleague [Mr. VANDERPOEL] 
who so earnestly advocated its adoption, were at 
aloss to know what the nature of the special 
services were for which provision was made in 
the bill. There was a single instance in his 
memory, (a trifling one, it is true,) which might 
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possibly have some influence upon the judgment 
of the House; and he therefore begged to state 
it. He happened to reside in the vicinity of one 
of the largest iron founderies in the country, 
where cannon had sometimes been manufactured 
for the use of the Government; and he had known 
officers of the Navy (and amongst others 4 mid- 
shipman) detailed for the proof and inspection 
of those guns, preparatory to their delivery by 
the manufacturer. Now,the present pay of mid- 
shipmen, including rations, amounted to the sum 
of $319 25 yearly; and no one could reside, for a 
dw weeks, in the vicinity of West Point, (the 
place to which he alluded,) at a less expense than 
one or two dollars per day. This is but one 
instance (amongst the many thousands of far 
greater consequence) of extra duty performed 
by officers in the naval service, where an extra 
allowance must be made to enable them to mect 
their unavoidable expenses. They might be 
detailed upon courts-martial, upon duties of in- 
spection, and upon a thousand nameless and | 
necessary services, both at home and abroad, 
which could not be executed without additional 
compensation. ‘The Flouse would see how im- 
possible it was to define what those special ser- 
vices were, and that no legislation can possibly 
settle the amount of compensation. The dis- 
cretion must, therefore, be lodged with the Navy 
Department, or not exercised atail, and the com- 
pensation, consequently, withheld altogether. 

Mr. FILLMORE contended that the bill pro- 
vided different grades of compensation for those 
who were on a foreign station, who commanded 
atanavy-yard, or who were waiting orders. The 
bill provided for the active services of the officers, 
among which services were included the sitting 

- on courts-martial, or ayy other incidental duty. 
Ifthe pay was not sufficient, let it be increased 
directly, but not in the manner proposed. 

Mr. VANDERPOERL said hehad listened with 
great attention to the honorable gentleman from 
Georgia, (Mr. Wayne,] and to his friend and col- 
league, [Mr. Brown,] and he was constrained to 
say, that he had heard nothing to convince him 
that the first view he had taken of this matter was 
erroneous; and he would here take occasion to 
say, that if gentlemen had succeeded in convine- 
ing him that he had been in error, he would not 
have been so convinced. * against his will,” for, 
certainly, if he had any sympathies to indulge, 
they were in favor of the officers of the Navy; if 
he had any wish to gratify, 1t was that they should 
be fairly paid for their services; but he had yet 
heard no satisfactory reason why, after providing 
for them a liberal compensation in the shape of 
specific sums, to be paid annually to each, they 
should be allowed anything for any extraordinary 
or special duties that might,’ by possibility, be re- 
quired of them. , 

It was an old adage, that “ straws show which 
way the wind blows,” and something had occur- 
red in the course of this debate that made him 
suspect that some gentlemen were now in favor 
of retaining this provision for extra allowance 
from no friendly disposition towards the bill. He 
confessed that the support of one of his hon- 
Grable colleagues, [Mr. Mann,] who had so early 
opened his battery upon the bill, looked a little 
ominous: It was, he believed, fair play, accord- 
ing to the ethics of legislative halls, to charge a 
bill, in its first stages, with as muck odious and 
unpalatable matter as possible, with a view to se- 
cure its final rejection. He did not know but his 
colleague had become a convert to the bill; but 
he must in candor confess, that he was a little 
jealous as to the motive that had induced him to 
support this proposition for extra allowance for 
special daties. 

He did not think that the case which another 
of his honorable colleagues [Mr. Brown] had put! 
was at all a fortunate one for the purpose for 
which it was adduced. He had told us that mid- 
shipmen were frequently required to leave the 
navy-yard at Brooklyn, and attend for a few 
days at the cannon foundery at West Point, and 
that they could not live there for less than two 
dollars per day. He would ask, whether they | 
would not be obliged to pay for their own living 
when at the navy-yard? Most surely. How, 
then, would the account of profit and loss stand, 
when sent on such an expedition? They would 


receive, for mileage, six dollars for going up, and 
the same sum for returning—when the actual fare 
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and expense of going up and returning would not 
exceed two dollars! Here, then, was a gain of 


| ten dollars; and the idea, that it would cost one 


of these young gentlemen two dollars per day for 
living in the neighborhood of West Point struck 
him as being somewhat strange. What! the 
price of living, in the rich and fruitful county 
of Orange, so exorbitantly high? He was well 
aware that there was a small portion of that 
wealthy and respectable district, which his friend 
so ably represented, so sterile, that, if Nebuchad- 
nezzar had been turned out there, he would have 
starved to death. (He meant the Highlands.) 
But they included but g very small part of the 
gentleman’s district This was, perhaps, dwell- 


(ing too long upon the case which the gentleman 


had put. He would only further observe, that 
he had expected that the officers of the Navy 
should take a little of the ‘ bitter” “vith ‘the 
sweet,” and that he would not, by authorizing 


| these extra claims for special duties, expose them 


to the temptation of preferring claims that would 
induce uncharitable men to say, that what ** they 
lose in dancing, they ‘‘ make up by turning 
around.” Pay them so much per year, and then 
the people will know exactly what they are paid. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, said, that his col- 
league was mistaken in supposing that, by sup- 
porting the bill in this particular, he wished to 
render it odious. That he was undisguisedly 
opposed to the bill he readily admitted. He 
thought it quite possible, however, that it might 
become a law. With this belief, it was perhaps 
best, in order that the millions of public property 


|! which might in this way be confided to the 


officers, should be ‘properly taken care of, that 
some additional compensation should be givenas 
an incentive to a correct discharge of that duty. 

Mr. HARPER, of Pennsylvania, was in favor 
of having the law as definite as possible, and 
nothing left to the discretion of the Department. 
It was sometimes the practice, in order to get rid 
of an officer, ov compel him to resign, to assign 
him extra duties and send him on an expensive 
agency,&c. Me thought the House shouid guard 
the othcers from this course of proceeding by,the 
Department or the Government, 

Various propositions of amendment were sug- 
gested, but before any question was taken, 

Mr. BOON said, the House was thin, and there 
was no likelihood that the bill would be disposed 
of at the present sitting. « He therefore moved an 
adjournment, but withdrew the motion at the 
request of 

r. HUBBARD, whoasked the consent of the 


| House to offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the ladies be admitted to the 
privileged seats of the Hall of the House of Rep- 
resentatives on Wednesday next. 

Objection being made, Mr. H. moved to sus- 
pend the rules; which was agreed to—yeas 109, 
nays 18. 

The resolution was then submitted and agreed 
to. 
The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Touxspar, December 30, 1834. 
Petitions and memorials were presented by— 


Messrs SWIFT, TALLMADGE, and | 


KENT. 

Mr. McKEAN presented the petition of John 
Randolph Clay, Chargé d’ Affaires at St. Peters- 
burgh, alleging that there was an error in the 
calculation of his account by the Committee on 


| Foreign Relations, and praying relief. 


Also, a preamble and resolutions of a meeting 


at West Alexandria, Pennsylvania, relative to the 


| repairs of the Cumberland read. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by Mr. Donexson, his Private 
Secretary, communicating a report from the 
Secretary of State, and the papers relating to the 
refusal of the French Government to make pro- 
vision for the execution of the treaty of July, 1831, 
between the United States and France. Themes- 
sage was in response to the resolution submitted 
by Mr. Cray, and ‘adopted some days ago. 

Mr. MANGUM moved that the papers be 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
and that they be printed. 


| of lands, and 


Mr. CALHOUN expressed. a wish that the 
motion to print might include the debates of the- 
French Chambers upon'the subject ofthe treaty, 
and the letter of Mr. Rives, which was supposed 
to have caused some difficulty on thé subject of 
the appropriation. He wished that a fall and 
complete view of the whole subject might be laid 
before the nation.- i 

ir. MANGUM said there were also two or 
three other important letters which it was neces- 
sary to have printed; he would; however, con- 
fine his motion now only to the reference, and 
withdraw the motion to print. l 

Mr. CALHOUN also withdrew his motion to 
print the debates, and expressed a hope that 
the honorable member (Mr. Maneun] would 
attend to it at the proper time. : 

The communication and documents were then 
referred. i 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. POINDEXTER, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, reported a bill for the relief of Silas 
E. Fisher; which, on his motion, was taken uf 
for consideration, and then laid on the table. 

Mr. P., from the same committee, also re- 
ported: 

A bill for the relief of Thomas J. Mortee; and 

A bill for the relief of Charles Lynch; which . 
were read the first time, and ordered. to a second 
reading. . ; 

On motion of Mr. P., the Committee on Pub‘ic 
Lands was discharged from the further consider- 
ation of the petition of Andrew A. H. Knox; 
which he reported against. 

Mr. P., from the same committee, reported the 
bill from the House of Representatives to author- 
ize registers and receivers of public moneys, for 
the sale of public lands, to administer oaths, &c. 

Mr. P. gave notice, that when the bill should 
be called up*for consideration he would move for 
its indefinite postponement. He had been in- 
formed that the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office had himself prescribed an oath; 
which he required to be taken by all applicants 
for Jands before they could be allowed to make 
entry. They were required to swear that. they 
had gone upon the lands applied for, and. ex- 
amined them, and that no one else was entitled 
to the right of preemption. This oath had given 
rise to very great inconvenience among settlers, 
and he oe there was no law or authority 
for it. s therefore, proposed -the following 
resolution, which he moyed might be considere 
now: i 
Resolved, That the Commissioner of the Gen-` 
eral Land Office be directed to lay before. the 
Senate a copy of any oath or paths: prescribed 
by the Department. of the Treasury to be admin- 
istered to all persons who may become the. pur- 
chasers of the public lands, subject to entry at 
private sale, and that the said commissioner 
report to the Senate under what act of Congress 
the said oath or oaths was authorized and admin- 
istered. 

The resolution was then adopted. i 

Mr. P. said he was instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands to offer the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, 
and he is hereby, directed to cause to be prepared 
and laid before the Senate esta maps of 
the several States of Ohio, Indiana, Ilinois, Mis- 
souri, Mississippig Alabama, and Louisiana, and 
Territories of Michigan, Arkansas, and Florida, 
which maps shall contain plats of the public 
lands, within the aforesaid States and Territories, 
which have been surveyed under the authority 
of the United States, marking upon the maps 
aforesaid the lands the Indian title to which is 
not extinguished, and distinguishing by colors 
upen the maps aforesaid the lands granted to the 
Army; the lands sold by the United States; the 
lands granted to each of the said States and Ter- 
ritories for the endowment of colleges, or reserved 
from sale for the use of schools, or confirmed to 
persons claiming under British, French, or Span- 
ish titles; and also the lands surveyed as aforesaid 
remaining unsold; stating likewise the computed 
number of acres of each of the enumerated classes 
the number of acres which may 


have been surrendered to the United States under 


| any law passed for the relief of the purchasers 


of the public lands.. And that Charles Gordon, 


HE CONGRES: 


IONAL 


GLOBE. 
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“the maps herein directed to be made out are | 
“completed : ; ; 
UE POTOMAC BRIDGE. 

` The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
. a further report.from the Secretary of the Treas- 
Shary. relative to. the bridge across the Potomac, 
-at Washington. pita ae 

3 REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SILSBEE, from the Committee on Cqm- 
‘merce, reported, with an amendment, the bill from 
the Flouse ‘of Representatives for improving the 
harbor at: the mouth of. the river. Raisin, in the 

; Michigan Territory. 

= Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee on Claims, | 
reported a bill for the relief of William C., Easton; 
which was read the first time, and ordered to a 
second reading. 

‘Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary ‘Affairs, reported a bill making an appropri- 
ation for the repair of the military barracks at 
New Orleans. . : 

‘Qn motion of Mr. WAGGAMAN, the bill was 
taken up for consideration as in Committee of 
. the Whole, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. . 
NOTICES OF BILLS. 


Mr. TOMLINSON, on leave given, introduced 
‘a bill for the relief of Walter Lom&x and Abel 
Gay; which was read twice and referred. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, gave notice that to- 
morrow he would ask leave to introduce a bill 
granting preémption rights to certain persons 
‘therein mentioned. 

COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED. BILLS. 


>; The joint resolution from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, for the appointment of a joint commit- 
: tee on. enrolled bills was taken‘up for consider- 
ation, and, on motion of Mr. POINDEXTER, con- 
curred in. : 
The. committee being «balloted for, Messrs. 
` Kine of Georgia, and Liny, were appointed. 


RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED, 


< The following resolutions, lying on the table, 
were taken up and adopted: 

By Mr. ROBINSON: a 

Resolved, That the Committee orh APost Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a mail route from Ga- 
Jena, in Ilinois, by Walnut Grove and Davidson ’s 
Mills, to Frankfort, in the same State. 

- By Mr. WHITE: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims be instructed to inquire into the propriety 
of providing by law for the payment of the com- 
mutation of five years’ full pay to the heirs of 
Harry: Dixon, a colonel in the North Carolina 
line, or: continental establishment, during the 
revolutionary war. 

By Mr. McK EAN: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be | 

“instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a port of entry at Brownsville, on the 
Monongahela river. 

By Mr. HENDRICKS: 

Resolved, That-the Secretary of the Treasury 
be directed to communicate to the Senate the 
report of a survey made undoes authority of a law | 
of Congress, fixing, designating, and marking 
the northern boundary of the State of Indiana. 

COLONEL LEITZENDORFER. 

The bill for the relief of Colonel John Eugene 

Leitzendorfer was read a third time and passed, | 
LAND CLAIMS IN LOUISIANA. ` 

‘The bill to provide for the adjudication and set- 
tlement of certain claims to land therein men- 
tioned was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole, , 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, cxpressed a wish for 
further time to examine this bill; it was ‘one ‘of 
much importance, and he moved that it be post- 
poned to, and made the special order of the day | 
for, Monday next. y 
: Mr. PORTER was opposed to the postpone- 


mént—the same-bill had been passed by the Sen- | 
ate last year, and only failed in the House for | 


want of time to act onjt, .. The bill was then fully 
discussed.: It provided for the adjudication and 
settlement. of three disputed claims -to lands in 
Louisiana; that of tlie heirs of Winthrop, the 
Marquis of Maison Rouge, and Baron Bastrop, 
who held under Spanish grants. Mr. P. con: 
tended that great injustice was done to the holders 
of these lands by the long-continued refusal of 
Congress to provide for the settlement of their 
difficultics; that there was no ground for further 
delay, as the disputes must ultimately come be- 
fore the judicial tribunals for determination, and 
the holders would not be contented with any- 
thing short of it. Why (he asked) should they 
be denicd a resort to thése tribunals? i 

Mr. KING replied that he moved the post- 
ponement with great reluctance; but a sense of 
duty compelled him to do so. To be sure, the 
bill was partly discussed at the last session. The 
Winthrop. claim embraced, a number of cases 
which he would like to look into. The Mason 
Rouge cases, he knew, had found no favor here; 
and he believed the claimants already had the 
opportunity of bringing suits and testing their 
titles. He merely desired time to examine the 
subject. 

After some further remarks from Mr. POR- 
TER and Mr. POINDEXTER, the motion to 
postpone was disagreed to, and the bill was or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


The following resolutions were presented by 
Mr. LINN: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of mak- 
ing an appropriation to compensate Joseph Her- 
tich for a boat impressed by an officer of the 
United States, during the last war with England, 
and lost in-the service of the General Govern- 
ment.” 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 


he instructed to inquire into the expediency.of- 


making an appropriation for the purchase of a 
site, and the erection ofa marine hospital, at St. 
Louis, Missouri. 

Resolved, That the Committee -on the Post 
Office and Post Roads be instructed to inquire 
into the expediency of establishing a post route 
from the city of Jefferson, State of Missouri, to 

ass through the seats of justice of Morgan, 

Pulaski, and Green counties, to Washington 
county, Arkansas Territory 


FRENCH SPOLIATION BILL. 


The special order of the day, the bill to provide 
compensation for French spoliations prior to 
1800, having been announced, 

Mr. CLAYTON suggested to the gentleman 


‘who had the floor, [Mr. Rossins,] that, as the 


day was ‘advanced, if he had no objection, he 
would move to postpone the subject, so that the 
Senate might spend some time in the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

Mr. ROBBINS having yielded to the sugges- 
tion, the special order was postponed; and after 
having spent some time with closed doers, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuzspay, December 30, 1834. 


Petitions. and memorials were presented by 
Messrs. STEWART, BURD, and McKEN- 
NAN, of Pennsylvania; 

Messrs. FULTON and MERCER, of Vir- 
inia; - 

Mr. CHILTON, of Kentucky; . 

Mr. Speaker BELL, of Tennessee; 

Messrs. THOMSON, SLOANE, PATTER- 
SON, and CRANE, of Ohio; 

Mr. EWING, of Indiana; 

Mr. MURPHY, of Alabama; 

* MY. SEVIER, of Arkansas; 

Mr. WHITE, of Florida; 

Mr. WARD, of New York; 

Which petitions and memorials were referred 
to the standing committees. 

Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill for. the relicf of William 
Walker, and. the heirs of Samuel Brown, de- 
ceased; which was read twice, and postponed to 
Tuesday next. 

Mr. CASEY, from the Committee on Public 


Lands, reported a bill providing for the establish- 
ment of asurveyor general’s office in the State 
of Hlinois;.which-was read twice. 

Mr. CASEY stated. that the establishment of 
a separate surveyor general’s office for the State 
of Illinois was a matter of deep interest to. the 
people of that State; he-was, therefore exceedingly 
anxious that the bill should be acted upon at the 
present session of. Congress, and hoped that that 
House would permit the bill to be committed to 
the Committee of the Whole.on the state of the 
Union, and-actordingly made a motion to that 
effect; which motion was agreed to. a 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. . 


Mr. ALLAN, of Kentucky, from the Com- 
mittee on Territories, reported a bill to establish 
a new judicial districtin Florida; which was read 
twice, and postponed to to-morrow wéek. 

Mr. FOSTE 
Judiciary, and Mr. BROWN, from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, made unfavorable. reports 
upon petitions referred to said committees. 


RESOLUTION ADOPTED. 


‘The following resolution, submitted yesterday 
by Mr. Prncxney, was considered and agrecd to: 

Resolved, ‘Chat the Secretary of War be, and 
he is hereby, requested to communicate to this 
House such information as may be necessary to 
explain the cause or causes of the suspension of 
the work at Fort Sumpter, in Charleston harbor, 
and whether any, and if any, what, measures 
have been taken by the Department in relation 
to the difficulty fròm which said suspension has 
arisen. 

ACQUISITION OF TERRITORY. 


The following resolution, submitted 
by Mr. Sgvier, was taken up: A 

Resolved, That the President of the United 
States be requested (if not deemed incompatible 
with the public interest) to negotiate with Spain 
for her right and title to. the country lying between 
the Sabine and Red rivers, in Arkansas 'Terri- 
tory. . í 

Mr. SEVIER said: Mr. Speaker, it is my duty 
perhaps to explain to the House the object I have 
in view in offering that resolution. There is, 
sir, a considerable tractof valuable country lying 
north of the Sabine and south of Red river, upon 
which many of our citizens have resided for 
years; a country of which we have had the tn- 
disturbed possession, and over which we still 
exercise jurisdiction, that will, in all probability, 


| be lost to us forever, if the boundary line, desig- 


nated by the treaty of 1819 between this Govern- 
ment and Spain, should be permanently estab- 
lished. I believe Spain to be the rightful owner 
of this tract of country; and of that Government, 
I presume, we can obtain it for a mere trifle. It 
is true Mexico claims this country; but I ask, 
what evidence has she of her title? Has‘she pur- 
chased it? Has she conquered it? No; she has 
done neither; and as well might her cupidity and 
arrogance lead her to set up a claim for Cuba, as 
for the tract of country in question. Mexico never 
revolutionized the country north of the Sabine-~ 
she never-marched a soldier into it—nor has she 
ever given a dollar for it. Ourcitizens have held 
the undisturbed possession of this country from 
1806 down to the present day. It is true, we 
ceded it to Spain in 1819, for which she gave us 
the Floridas. Has Spain ever parted with her 
right acquired by that treaty? Has she ever sold 
1t? Has it been taken from her? No, sir, she 
has not sold it, nor has Mexico ever taken it from 
her, or been in possession of it. Upon what 
technical, vain, and flimsy pretextis it, then, upon 
which she founds her claim toa country which 
she never acquired by arms, or treasure, orin- 
heritance?, Will any honorable gentleman be kind 
enough toinform me? Is it by diseovery, backed 
by a bull from a Pope? A titlethus acquired may 
have been good in the daysof Cortez and Pizarro 
—it may yet be good where Indians alone are 
concerned; but I apprehend. we are not prepared 
to recognize it as valid at this day in regard to 
ourselves. We, sir, have been for years negoti- 
ating with Mexico upon a subject about which 
we ought never to have negotiated; and if I am 
correctly informed, we are still negotiating with 
her upon this same subject, when public policy 
and national dignity and justice should induce us 
to abandon it. 


» from the Committee on the 
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xico in regard to this slip 


The conduct of 
of country, brings forcibly to my mind a serap 


of ancient history. We have been informed that 
the Devil met our Savior upon the Mount, and 
told him if he would fail down and worship him, 
that he would give him the whole world. Now, 
I nced not tell you, or the House, I presume, that 
his Satannic Majesty had no world to give. 
with Mexico. She has bad her agents among 
aur eiuzens, possessed of extensive grants to land 
bordering upon the very banks of Red river, for 
the purpose of bribing them to abjare their own 
country, and by allegiance and expaitriation, to 
become citizens of Mexico. These agents, to 
some extent, were successful. They induced, by 
their valuable bounties, some of our honest, hard- 
„Working, industrious citizens—citizens who were 


anxious to obtain land upon casy terms for them- |} 


selves and children, to take the oath of allegiance 
to Mexico. 


and so prevalent was this spirit of resistance 
becoming, that the Governor of Arkansas, who 
chanced at that time to be in that part of the 
country, gave them a public address upon the 
impropriety of their conduct. He told them in 
his speech, that the sheriff would be sustained in 
the execution of the civil authority of the coun- 
try. He told them if their resistance should pro- 
duce a civil war, that they would be vanquished, 
and that if taken in arms against their country, 
they would not be treated as prisoners of war, 
but hung up as traitors to the country. Now, 
sir, it is not for me to say what effect this speech 
had upon my constituents—bat I can say, and do 


say it, with great pleasure, that, at this time, all į 


things are going on as they should go on. 

Į did not rise to make a long speech. 
the resolution will be adopted. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Massachusetts, said this was 
a resolution ef a peculiar character. It called 
upon the President of the United States to nego- 
tiate with the Government of Spain for a portion 
of this continent to which the latter had no title 


I hope 


—to disacknowledge the Government of Mexico, | 
and to recognize the right of Spain to that which | 


she had long since ceased to haveany claim. He 
concluded by moving to lay the resolution on the 
table; but withdrew the motion. 

Mr. SEVIER said, in reply to Mr. Apams, 
the gentleman seems to express some astonish- 
ment at my resolution, and thinks it highly im- 
proper to authorize the President to negotiate 
with Spain for the tract of country mentioned in 
the resolution, inasmuch as Spain owns no land 
upon the continent. The gentleman himseif 
made the treaty of 1819, (or at least he has the 
credit of it in our country,) by which the country 
in question was given to Spain in part payment 
for the Floridas. Now, sir, allow me to ask the 
honorable gentleman to tell me when Spain parted 
with the title to the country he himself, on be- 
half of his Government, ceded to her? I want to 
know who bought it, or what Power took it 
from her? ` I state that she never parted with it; 


So. 


ți 


They induced others to resist the | 
exccution of the civil authority of our country, | 


that she never sold it; and that it was never taken | 


from her by force. 


It is a country very desirable for us to own, ; 


and I suppose it can be had of her for “six and 
nine pence,” or thereabouts. 

We. have been pursuing towards Mexico a 
coaxing, scratching, tickling policy long enough. 
It is time to talk to her manfully —to tell her to 
confine herself to her lawful territory—to give 
up her preposterous claims to a country she does 
not own—and, above all, to cease tampering 
with our citizens, or else we will make her. 
Our partialities are all for Mexico against Spain, 
and yet I must confess that I have yet to see 
anything in the Government of that fickle, jealous, 


and bigoted Republic, in anywise calculated to | 


excite either my love or admiration. I hope the 
resolution will not be laid upon the table. 

Mr. POLK said the motion of the gentleman 
from Arkansas proposed, to say the least of it, 
an unusual course of proceeding. The House 
of Representatives formed no part of the treaty- 
making power. That power was vested in the 
President and Senate. The House had certainly 


no right to interfere in so grave and important a! 


subject as the one contained in the resolution. 
He therefore renewed the motion to lay it on the 
table. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG hoped that the motion 


| same time, in each of said districts, and for what 


! itures on the work at the harbor at Presque Isle, | 


| mount to a denial of the independence of the Mex- i 


| olution would have met with such opposition from 


time for each district; and also the donations to 


to lay the resoiution on the table would be with- | 
dra wi, and that it would be rejected by-a direct H 
vote. - 1 
Mr. POLK withdrew his motion. 
Mr. ARCHER suggested to the mover of the | 
resclution, that by its adoption the object which 
he had i view would be frustrated.” It would 
give just cause of offence to Mexico, and might} 
induce that Government to break off all negotia- 
tions with the United States. It would be tanta- 


ican Government; and after offering this insult | 
to that nation, it would not do for the United 
States to propuse any further negotiations in that 
quarter, ; 

Mr. MERCER hoped that the resolution would 
be withdrawn. He would not be satisfied with 
a simple vote of rejection. He wished to inform 
the Government of Mexico thata propesition of 
this character was not even entertained by this 
House. The proposition was in violation of our 
acknowledgmentof the independence of that Gov- | 
ernment. ie referred to the circumstance that į 
the life of an American minister was endangered 
in Mexico, owing to a supposed interference in 
the politics of that country. From this considera- | 
tion, and the commercial rivalry existing between 
the two Governments, Mexico had perhaps good 
cause to suppose that we entertain unfriendly 
feelings towards her, and if the resolution was 
not withdrawn, he hoped it would be unani- 
mously rejected. 

Mr. SEVIER said, he had no idea that his res- 


$ 


so many quarters of the House. ‘The gentlemen 
seem to suppose my resoluticn very unusual and 
extraordinary; that I am for taking of Mexico 
lands to which her right is undoubted; and, lastly, 
that it may produce much mischief, and no poi 
siblegood. My objectis not to produce mischief, 
or to embarrass the Administration, or to take of 
Mexico one inch of ground which belongs to her. 
And, as such results seem to be apprehended by 
my friends, I will withdraw the resolution. But, 
in doing this, let it be distinctly understood that 
it is not because I am in favor of settling this slip 
of country with free blacks. We have difficulties 
enough already with our runaway slaves; and P 
am not disposed to increase those difficulties by 
affording them a safer and more sccure retreat. 
I withdraw the resolution. 


RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. FILLMORE offered the following resolu- 
ton, which, under the rule, lies on the table one 
ay: ; 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be directed to reportto this House the amount of 
hospital money collected in the several collection 
districts of the State of New York for each year, 
from the year 1798 to the present time; and also 
the amount expended in each year, during the 


purposes and objects such expenditures were 
made to the amountremaining unexpended at this 


said fund, and by whom made, and when, and 
on what condition, if any, and how the money or | 
property given to said fund by donation has been | 
disposed of or applied, and what compensation 
or portion of said fund has been expended or! 
applied for collecting, recciving, or investing, or 
paying out the same, and to whom. | 

On motion of Mr. WHITTLESEY, of New | 
York, it was : ‘ 

Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions be instructed to inquire into the expediency | 
of continuing the pension of Levi H. Parish, or ; 
of granting him further relief: 

Mr. GALBRAITH submitted the following 
resolution; which, under the rule, lies on the table 
one day: i | 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed | 
to furnish to this House a Statement of the expend- | 


H 
i 


| 
i 
i 
| 


during the past season; the amount paid for stone, i 
giving the number of cords, and at what rate; the į 
amount for timber and other materials, and at | 
what rate; the amount paid for labor, to whom, ! 
and at what rate per day or month; the amount | 
paid for superimtencence, to whom, and at what i 
rate per day; and the number of days charged for | 
such service, as well as every other item of ex- | 
penditure at the said harbor; also, whether the 


directions of Colonel Totten, with regard to takin 
frequent soundings if the way, have been attende 
to. l ET 
On motion of Mr. STEWART, it was 
_ Resolved, That the Committee on: Invalid Pene 
sions be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of placing Daniel-O’Brien on the pension roll. 
Mr. THOMAS, of Maryland, offered the fol- 
lowing resolution; which, under the rule, lies on 
the table one day: er ee 
Resolved, That the 13th rule of this House be 
amended, by inserting therein the words “ dis- 
trict attorneys of the United States,” after the 
words ‘* judges of the United States.” 
_ On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, 
it was 
Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and 
Means be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of making an appropriation to. erect a bridge over 


| the Ohio river at. Wheeling, to connect the Cum- 


berland road on each side of the river. i 


On motion of Mr. WHITE, of Florida, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce’ 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
making an appropriation to improve the harbor 
at St. Augustine, Florida, according to the report 
of the engincer who made the survey in obedience: 
to an act of Congress. 


On motion of Mr: REED, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and 
Means be in@tructed to inquire into the expe- 
diency of making an appropriation to complete 
the custom-house at New Bedford. ` 

On motion of Mr. BYNUM, it was i 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a semi-weekly mail 
route from the town of Winton, through Pitch 
Landing, in the county of Hertford, via Colerain 
and - Windsor, in the county of Bertie, thence: 
through Williamston and Jameson, in the county. 
of Martin, to the town of Washington, in the, 
county of Beaufort, in the State of North Car- 
olina. : 


On motion of Mr. STODDERT, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
authorizing the Secretary ofthe Treasury to select 
Piney Point on the Potomac river, (as the inter-, 
ests of navigation and commerce may dictates): 
for the establishment of a light. ; 

On motion of Mr. EVERETT, of Vermont, it’ 
was : : mage ad 
` Resolved, That the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Pensions be instructed to ing into. the’ 
expediency of placing the name‘of Joseph Parker 
on the roll of revolutionary pensions; and that the 
testimony in his case, now on the files of the 
House, and the accompanying testimony, be 
referred to the same committee. : 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, in answer 
to a resolution of the 23d instant, relative to a 
beacon-light on Black river, in the State of Ohio; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce 


PAY OF THE NAVY. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
amendments proposed by the Committee of the 
Whole to the bill to regulate the pay of the Navy 
of the United States. ; i ; 

Themotion of Mr. FiuLmòrs, pending on the 
adjournment yesterday, to strike from that part 
of the amendment of the committee relative to 
extra allowances to officers the words, fe except 
for detention and employment on specialservice, 
being under consideration, ; g 

Mr. MINER addressed the House in opposi- 
tion to the motion to strike out. hile he was 
opposed, in the general, to granting discretionary 
powers to the Departments, he conceived that, 
in the present instance, some discretion Was 
necessary. ; : 

The niotion to strike out was then rejected. 

Mr. WATMOUGH moved to aménd the first 
section, by inserting, in the extra allowances to 
officers, after the words ** chamber money, the 
words * for which two dollars-per week shall be 


a allowed.” 


a 
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‘After a short conversation of an explanatory || 
character, between Messrs. REED, HARPER | 
of Pennsylvania, WATMOUGH, McKINLEY, 
2A TES, HARDIN, and WISE, the amendment 
proposed by Mr. Warmoucy was agreed to. 

Mr. BRIGGS moved to amend the first section, 
by striking out, from that part pf the bill relating 
to extra allowances, the words “except for de- | 
tention and employmenton special service,’’ and | 
inserting, in lieu thereof, the words “two dollars į 
per day when absent on courts-martial, inspecting 
navy-yards or vessels, and surveying the coast. 

The amendment was agreed to; and, as thus 
amended, the amendment of the committee was 
concurred in. 

‘The amendment of the Committee of the Whole 
to the second section, which proposed to strike 
out “ relatives,” and insert “ widowed mothers 
and unmarried sisters,” as the persons who shall 
receive the benefit of a fund to be constituted by 
reserving three per centum out of the pay of com- | 
mission and warrant officers of the Navy, was 
next considered. 

Mr. WISE moved to amend the amendment, 
so as to make it read: ‘“ widows and children, 
and, when there are no widows and children, 
widowed mothers.” : 

After various suggestions of amendment, and 
some discussion, in which Messrs. FILLMORE, 
CAMBRELENG, McKENNAN, WISE, AN- 
THONY, and WATMOUGH, took part, the 
amendment proposed by Mr. Wise was re- 
jected. : 

The amendment of the Com 
was then disagreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee of the 
Whole, which proposed to strike out all of the 
third section after the enacting clause, and to 
insert a provision that hereafter the distribution 
of prize money to the officers, seamen, and 
marines, shall be in proportion to the pay which 
they respectively receive, was read. 

Mr. WISE suggested a proviso, in substance, 
that the marines should receive per capila the 
same as the sailors. i 

Mr. JARVIS proposed a proviso, that in esti- 
mating the pay, the clothing of the marines should 
be taken into consideration. 

Mr. WISE atcepted the modification proposed 
by Mr. Jarvis, 

Mr. HARPER opposed the amendment. He 
contended that the marine was not the only indi- 
vidual on board our vessels of war who stood in 
a different position from the seamen, The scr- 
vice was necessarily divided into different classes, 
as seamen, ordinary seamen, landsmen, boys, 
and marines. These distinctions were essential 
to the good order and well-being of the service. 
Should it be deemed necessary to incorporate 
the amendment of the gentleman from Maine, 
{Mr. Jarvis,] he should feel constrained to vote 
against the whole amendment as submitted to the 
House from the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BINNEY followed in opposition to the 
amendment proposed by Mr. Jarvis, He said 
it appeared to him that the whole section was out 
of place. Itmore properly belonged to a separate 
bill, for the government of the Navy. The adop- 
tion of this section would introduce an entire new 
principle in that government, and he was not dis- 
posed to overthrow ancient systems for new ones, 
without mature reflection on the consequences. 
If the old regulations relative to prize money 
were not made with due reference to justice, lét 
new ones be made, but let it be done by a separate 
bill, and with due deliberation. He asked gen- 
tlemen to reflect on the consequences involved by 
the amendment. He said there were seven dif- 
ferent classes included in our naval service. The 
distribution of prize-money should be regulated 
by the experience already acquired in our service, | 
as well as in that of the nations of Europe. He 
proceeded to show that the proportion allowed by | 
the amendment to the petty officers, seamen, and 
marines, was grossly disproportionate to that of | 
the higher officers of the Navy, on whom so much 
responsibility rested. Remuneration for services, 
he said, had always been, and always must be, 
correspondent to the accomplishments of mind, | 
and theresponsibilities assumed by the individual 
employed. He contended that the pay of officers || 


..@ 
mittee of the Whole 


‘| longed to the commander. 


‘|| MOUGH, participated. 


was nota fair criterion to govern the division of | 
prize-money. A different rule must preponderate | 
an War from that which obtains in time of peace 


fr 5 
: which was agreed to 


In the moment of action, tle greatest responsi- 
bility laid upon the commanding officer; and while 
he fully acknowledged the importance of the ser- 
vices of subordinates, he could not consent to 
place them higher than their commanders. The 
great principle of rewarding merit began with the 
head, and went downwards, with judicious grada- 
tion. Sailing-masters, by this amendment, were 
placed inferior to all whom they commanded. 
Mr. JARVIS said he should feel discouraged 
in pressing the amendment which he had just sub- 
mitted, from the distinguished forensic talent so 
well known to be possessed by the honorable 
member [Mr. Binney] who opposed it, were it 
not that he felt he had truth and justice: on his 
side. Tt appeared that one gentleman would op- 
pose the whole section if this amendment was 
agreed to, and another wished the subject left for 
future legislation. He (Mr. J.) said he perfectly 
understood what was meant by this “future legis- 
Jation.’? It meant, to give it the “ go-by;’? and 
nothing more would ever be done by Congress to 
establish the rights of subordinate’ officers and 
seamen, unless the provisions were incorporated 
in this bill. One gentleman [Mr. Binnzy] had 
contended that the whole merit of victory be- 


Mr. BINNEY said: A very considerable merit. 

Mr. JARVIS continued. He advocated the 
claims of the sailor and the subordinate. Higher 
individuals had higher motives—a marble monu- 
ment, d&c. It had been said that his amendment 
rendered the prize-money of a master command- 
ant less than that of a lieutenant. It-was also 
said, that it would raise that of surgeons to an 
equality with those who were placed in more haz- 
ardous situations in time of action. He asked, 
where could be a more horrid scene than that 
which must be encountered by the surgeon in 
battle? To him on deck, after the commence- 
ment of excitement, fighting became a pleasure. 
Not so with the surgeon below, whose consola- 
tion was the faint hope of saving the life of the 
mangled bady presented to his care. 

Mr.J. said reference had been madè to the cus- 
toms of Europe on this point. He wanted no 
such comparison for the regulation of our con- 
duct, unless it were to avoid their dangerous 
example. His object was to secure the neg- 
lected rights of poor fellows'who had too long 
received little more than hard knocks and salt 
junk. He had no disposition to take up the time 
of the House, but he conceived the presentsystem 
fraught with error, and abounding in radical de- 
fects. 

Mr. WAYNE spoke in favor of leaving this 
subject for the future action of Congress. The 
attention of that body had already been called to 
it by the President, and was now under cxam- 
ination by the Naval Committee. He suggested 
to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Jarvis] to 
withdraw his amendment, and not, by it, obstruct 
the passage of the bill. 

Mr. JARVIS replied that he would freely do 
so, were it not that he was convinced that this 
was the only chance of incorporating these pro- 
visions in the bill. ; 

The question was then taken; and the amend- 
ment was rejected~ayes forty-three, noes not 
counted, 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment to the third section, proposed by Mr. Wise; 
and it was also rejected. : 

On the next amendment, relating to the Navy 
pension fund; i i 

Mr. PARKER moved to divide the question 
on striking out the section and adopting the 
amendment. 

The question on striking out was then agreed 


to; and, on the adoption of the amendment, a | 


debate ensued, in which Messrs. CAMBRE- 
LENG, MANN, MASON, PARKER, CLAY- 
TON, JOHNSON of Kentucky, and WAT- | 


Before a final vote was taken, the House ad- 
journed. 


IN SENATE. 
‘Weonespay, December 31, 1834. 
After the Journal had been read, 


Mr. PRESTON moved that wheh the Senate |! 
adjourns, it will adjourn to meet on Friday next; 


ORATION ON LA FAYETTE. 

The committee on the part of the House of 
Representatives, appointed in pursuance -of the 
joint resolutions relative to the delivery of an 
oration upon the life and character of General 


| La Fayette, were then introduced, preceded by 


Mr. Jous Q. Apams, and took the seats assigned 
to them. 

The President of the United States, accom- 
panied by the several heads of Departments, were 
then introduced, and took seats in front of the 
Presiding Officer’s chair. 

A portion of the foreign diplomatic corps were 
also introduced, and took seats on the left of the 
President and heads of Departments. 

At half past twelve o’clock, on motion of Mr. 
CLAY, the Senate withdrew to the Hall of the , 


| House of Representatives, agreeably to the order 


prescribed by the committee of arrangements. 
After the delivery of the oration by Mr. Jony 
Q. pams, the Senate, together with the Vice 
President, returned to their Chamber. 
The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wenpyerspay, December 31, 1834. 

On motion of Mr. HUBBARD, it was 

Ordered, ‘That when the House adjourns, it will 
adjourn to meet again on Friday next. 

ORATION ON LA FAYETTE. 

The SPEAKER announced that, under the 
joint resolution, the House would be considered 
as regularly in session until adjourned in the 
usual manner, after the delivery of the contem- 


| plated culogy on the life and character of La 
i Fayette. i 


According to previous arrangement, the Senate, 


‘accompanied by the Vice President, the Presi- 


dent, heads of Departments, a portion of the for- 
eign diplomatic corps, the joint committee of 
arrangements, and Mr. Joux Quincy ADAMS, en- 
tered the Hall of the House of Representatives 
at half past twelve o’clock, p..m. 

Mr. HUBBARD (the chairman of the: com- 
mittee of arrangements on the part of the House) 
conducted Mr. Apams to the Speaker’s chair, 
from which he rose and delivered an address on 
the Life and Character of General La Fayette, 
which occupied about three hours’ time. 

When Mr. Apams had concluded, the Vice 
President and Senate retired to their Hall, the 
President of the United States, heads of Depart- 
ments, &c., withdrew, and the House, on motion, 
adjourned over to Friday. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, January 2, 1835. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Scerctary of State, 
relative to the diplomatic expenses of that Depart- 
ment for the past year, 

Also, a communication from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, in obedience to a resolution of the 
Senate, relative to the number of navy and mili- 
tary bounty land warrants which had been issued; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. A 

Also, a letter from the Postmaster General, in 
obedience toa resolution of the Senate, submitted 
some days ago by Mr. Brack, relative to the 


i establishment of a direct mail route from Burnt 


Corn, in Alabama, to Natchez, in Mississippi. 

The letter having been read, 

Mr. BLACK said that this was a very import- 
ant mail route to the people of Mississippi, and 
particularly those of Natchez, which he thought 
would appear obvious when it was known that a 
very large number of respectable citizens of that 
State, as well as the Legislature thereof, had 
petitioned Congress expressly for its establish- 
ment. It was in consequence of these solicitations 


| that the act of Congress was passed authorizing 


it, and he regretted greatly that the act had not 
been carried into effect. The act required that 
the route should be established for carrying the 
mail in four-horse post-coaches, as well for the 
convenience of passengers as the mail: and, white 


| extras were granted in Alabama, ihis route was 


unattended to. Ele moved that the communica- 
tion be printed, and referred to the Committee on 


The Post Office. 


# 


1835. 


* 
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Mr. GRUNDY said, that the people of the dis- 
trict of country alluded to, were already supplied 
with the mail. Butit was proper to say, that the 
contracts for the transportation of it which ex- 
isted at the time the act was passed, had not yet 
expired; but after they had expired, the route 
would be put in operation in the way prescribed 
by the law. But was it expedient or proper, he in- 
quired, to put itin operation when the old con- 
tracts had not yet expired? There was one thing 
which was much to be regretted, and that was, 
that the transportation of passengers seemed, in 
most places, to have got the upper hand of the 
transportation of the mail, when, in fact, it should 
be entirely subordinate and secondary to that ob- 
ject. The use of post coaches for carrying pas- 
sengers, it was true, was very convenient and 
desirable, but even this would be done on the 
route alluded to, when the existing contracts had 
expired. 

Mr. BLACK replied, that the honorable mem- 
ber from Tennessee was right in saying that the 
transportation of passengers should be subordi- 
nate to that of the mail. But he believed that 
the old contracts had all expired since the passage 
of. theact of Congress establishing the route, and 
although there was a mail carried on it, yet the 
entire benefits of the law had been lost to that 
country by the communication not being kept up 
directly. Letters took an indirect course, some- 
times above and sometimes below the route. 

The motion to print and refer to the Post 
Office Committee, was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the 
Senate a communication from the Treasury De- 
partment relative to the subordinate officers which 
may be dispensed with in the custom-house; 
which was referred to the Committed on Com- 
merce. $ 

Petitions and memorials were presented by 
Messrs. WEBSTER, KNIGHT, PORTER, 
WAGGAMAN, WHITE, TOMLINSON, 
KENT, and SILSBEE. i 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, reported the bill for the relief of. the legal 
representatives of Joseph White, deceased; which 
was read the first time, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

Mr. PORTER, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported a bill to confirm the title 
of a tract of land to the heirs of M. De la Carera. 


RESOLUTIONS. 

The following resolution was submitted by 
Mr. ROBINSON, and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be directed to lay before the Senate a copy of the 
report of the commissioners of the survey and 
establishment of the northern boundary line of 


the State of Illinois, together with copies of all. 


papers upon that subject. 

Mr. KENT. submitted the following resolu- 
tion: : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs inquire into the propriety of authorizing the 
Secretary of War to purchase the property ad- 
joining Fort McHenry, now rented by the public 
for the accommodation of the garrison. 

, BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, pursuant to notice, on 
leave given, introduced a bill to establish a mail 
route in East Florida. . 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, pursuant to notice, 
and on leave given, introduced a bill granting 
preémption rights to settlers on the public lands; 
both of which were read twice and referred. ` 

Mr. KANE moved that when the Senate ad- 
journs itadjourn to meet on Monday next; which 
was agreed to. 


MAPS OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Porpexrer on Tuesday last, was taken up for 
consideration: 

Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of the Senate be, 
and he is hereby, directed to cause to be prepared 
and laid before the Senate, manuscript maps of 
the several States of Ohio, Indiana, Ihnois, Mis- 
souri, Mississippi, Alabama, and Louisiana; and 


-the Territories of Michigan, Arkansas, and Flor- 


ida; which map ssball contain plats of the public 
lands within the aforesaid States and Territories, 


Í which have been surveyed under the authority of || 
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the United States, marking upon the maps afore- 
said, the lands the Indian title to which is not 
extinguished, and distinguished by colors upon 
the maps aforesaid the lands granted to the Army; 
the lands sold by the United States; the lands 
granted to each of the said States and Territories 
for the endowment of schools; or confirmed to 

ersons claiming under British, French, or Span- 
ish titles; and also the lands surveyed as afore- 
said, remaining unsold, stating likewise the com- 
puted number of acres of each of the enumerated 
classes of lands, and the number of acres which 
may have been surrendered to the United States 
under any law passed for the relief of purchasers 
of the public lands. And that Charles Gordon, 
who was employed in making the aforesaid maps, 
under a resolution of the Senate, of the 28th of 
February, 1823, and who has made some prog- 
ress in the work, be continued in said service 
until the maps herein directed to be made out are 
completed, : 

Mr. WRIGHT expressed a hope that this res- 
olution might not be pressed this morning. It 
had not attracted his attention till now, and there- 
fore he was not prepared to voteuponit. A simi- 
lar resolution had been passed, he believed, some 
years ago, requiring the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to forma similar work to that contemplated 
bythe resolution, and some. progress had been 
made in it. He (Mr. W.) desired to inquire 
whether the Secretary of the Senate had it in his 
power to prepare it; and next, what the probable 
expense would be; he was ignorant of the effect 
which the resolution was calculated to have, and 
whether the work was proper to be performed. 

Mr. POINDEXTER said that the resolution 
was submitted at the instance of the Committee 
on Public Lands. It was to furnish a work which 
should presenta complete view of all the States 
and Territories in which the public lands were 
situated, as well as of the several surveys and 
grants of lands made. The Secretary of the 
Treasury was not the agent of the Senate, and if 
done by the Secretary of the Senate, the expense 
of it would form a- part of the contingent expense. 
He had no objection to the reference to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, but he thought the hon- 
orable member [Mr. Wricur] would perceive the 
importance of the resolution; he had no objection 
that it should lie for a short time; indeed, he had 
rather it would take that course. 

The resolution was laid on the table; and, on 
motion of Mr. POINDEXTER, it was ordered 
to be printed. . 


RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 


The following resolutions, submitted by Mr. 
Liny, and lying on the table, weretaken up, con- 
sidered, and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be 
instructed to inquircinto the expediency of making 
an appropriation to compensate Joseph Hertich, 
for a boat impressed by an officer of the United 
States, during the late war with England, and lost 
in the service of the General Government. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
making an appropriation for the purchase of a 
site, and the erection of a marine hospital, at St. 
Louis, Missouri. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be.instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a post route from the 
City of Jefferson, State of Missouri, to pass 
through the seats of justice of Morgan, Pulaski, 
and Green counties, to Washington county, Ark- 
ansas Territory. ‘ 

THOMAS CUTTS. 


The report of the Judiciary. Committee against 
the petition of Thomas Cutts was taken up for 
consideration; and, after some remarks from 
Messrs. SHEPLEY, LEIGH, SMITH, CLAY- 
TON, POINDEXTER, and PORTER, it was 
laid on the table. 


THANKS TO JOHN QUINCY ADAMS. 


The joint resolution from the Hause of Repre- 
sentatives, presenting the thanks of Congress to |; 
Mr. Joss Quincy Apams, for his oration upon 
the life and character of General La Fayette, and 
requesting a copy thereof for publication, was 


taken up for consideration, on motion of Mr. 
Cray, and concurred in. | 


POSTPONEMENT OF SPECIAL ORDERS. 


On motion of Mr. POINDEXTER, all. the 
special orders.on the Calendar were postponed to 


Monday next. 


BILLS PASSED. 


The bill making an appropriation forthe repair 
of the military barracks at New Orleans; an 
The bill to provide for the legal adjudication 


i} and settlement of claims to lands therein men- 


tioned, were read a third time and passed, 
JOHN THOMPSON. 


The report of the Judiciary Committee against 
the petition of John Thompson, was taken up 
for consideration, and concurred in, 


BILLS ORDERED TO A THIRD READING. 
The following bills were considered as in Com- 


; mittee of the Whole, and ordered to be engrossed 


for a third reading: 

A bill for the relief of J. & W. Gleason, and 
others; 

A bill to authorize the enlistment of boys in 
the naval service; and 

A bill to change the titles of certain’ officers in 
the Navy. 
: NAVY RATIONS. 


The bill to regulate Navy rations was taken up 
for consideration; and 

On motion of Mr. POINDEXTER, was laid 
on the table. . 


REGULATING STEAM VESSELS: 


The bill for the regulation of vessels propelled 
in whole or in part by steam, having been taken 
up for*consideration, 

Mr. CLAY remarked, that the chairman of the 
Naval Committee was absent, in consequence of 
indisposition; he therefore moved that all the 
Navy bills be laid on the table, until the benefit 
of the chairman’s explanations could be obtained. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REMISSION OF DUTIES. 


The bill toexempt merchandise imported under 
certain circumstances, from the operation of the 
tariff law of 1828, was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, when some explanations were 
made by Mr. WRIGHT and Mr. SILSBEE, 
relative to the effects which would result from the 
passage of the bill. 

The question being on the engrossment of the 
bill for a third reading, 

Mr. HILL demanded the yeasand nays; which 
were ordered, and are as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Buchanan, Clay, Clay- 
ton, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, Kent, 
Knight, Naudain, Poindexter, Prentiss, Robbins, 
Silsbee, Smith, Sprague, Swift, Tomlinson, 
Waggaman, and Webster—20 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Black, Brown, 
Calhoun, Grundy, Hill, Kane, King of Alabama, 
King of Georgia, Leigh, Moore, Morris, Robin- 
son, Shepley, Tallmadge, Tipton, White, and 
Wright—19. , : 

So the question was determined in the affirma- 
tive. 


IMPROVEMENT OF THE WABASH RIVER. 


The bill making an appropriation for the im- 
provement of the river Wabash, being under con- 
sideration as in Committee of the Whole, 

Mr. HENDRICKS said that the position he 
occupied in relation to the bill now before the 
Senate, as well as to- former bills on the same 
subject, rendered it necessary and proper for him 
to say a few words on the present occasion; that 
duty and inclination alike impelled him to this 
course; and that ifany apology should be thought 
necessary for obtruding himself on the attention 
of the Senate, it would be found on the table 
of every Senator, in the form of instructions to 
himself and his colleague, from the Legislature 
of the State they had the honor to represent. 
These accompanied the printed report recently 
made by the Committee on Roads and Canals, on 
the subject of this bill. 

It would be recollected (said Mr. H.) that, at 
the last session, the bill to improve the navigation 
of the Wabash, about which so much has re- 
cently been said, here and elsewhere, had been 
introduced by himself, on leave of the Senate 
It would also be recollected that, heretofore, him- 
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self and his colleague had been unsuccessful in 
endeavoring to have the improvement of ‘this 
river classed with works of internal improvement 
already begun, however firmly they were of! 
opinion that the Wabash and Erie canal,a work 
now in rapid progress, and a work to which this 
Government had made large appropriations of 
public lands, was but a part and portion of this 
very work, and that that appropriation of public 
land would fairly class the improvement of the 
Wabash with works already begun by the means 
of the Federal Government. They had, however, 
been foiled in their attempts to have it so consid- 
ered by the Senate. This work (the improve- 
ment of the river) was then classed with new 
objects of internal improvement, and became an 
item in the harbor bill of 1832, which received 
the veto of the President. Weall recollect (said 
Mr. H.) that bill, and its history This work, 
in the opinion of its friends, having such high 
claims to be considered a work of national im- 
portance, was only endangered in 1832 by the 
society in which it was found; for it was confi- 
dently asserted and believed, and especially by the | 
friends of the present Administration, that this 
item, unconnected with others, would not have 
met the disapprobation of the President, Mur-+ 
murs, too, were heard, somewhat loud and re- 
proachful of members of the delegation who 
were supposed to have this matter more especially 
in charge, for permitting it thus to be classified 
and defeated. : 

In this view of the case then, and that it might 
stand on its own basis and alone, I determined 
at the last session (said Mr. H.) to present it in 
a separate bill, drawn up in the same language, 
and asking for the same amount, which had been 
sanctioned by both Houses as an item in the 
harbor bill. In this form it was presented to the 
Senate. In this form it passed both Houses, and 
was presented for the signature of the Executive. 
I give this history of it, (said Mr. H.,) to present 
it fairly before the Senate. It was my intention, 
had the resolution referring it to the committee 
not been introduced by my colleague, to have 
asked leave of the Senate, and to have introduced 
the same bill; but the one form is as good as the 
other. The committee have reported the bill, and 
the result is the same, 

The views of the President on the subject of 
internal improvement I very much regret, be- 
cause, in their effects, they are, in my opinion, | 
injurious to the prosperity of the Union, and 
especially are they so to that portion of it whence 
IT come. With bis views, however, it is unneces- 
sary, on the present occasion, to conflict; for this 
bill stands upon its own basis, and is not, as I |} 
believe, obnoxious to his objections. But I would 
here merely remark on the subject generally, that || 
it does seem to me reasonable that this Govern- | 
ment, being the great landholder in the West, | 
and in all the new States, should sustain a portion | 
of the expense in making the principal primary 
roads. The owners of the soil in all the new 
States, whose property is supposed to be increased 
in value by roads when made, are taxed for 
making them; and why should the Government 
be exempt from its fair proportion of the assess- ı 
ment? But the case is still stronger in relation | 
to rivers, which the General Government declared 
to be public highways, assume jurisdietion of, 
retain perpetually the ownership of, exclude them || 
irom the surveys, and thus present them from i! 
becoming private property of the citizens, or the |} 
property of the States through which they flow. | 
if the Government of the Union has not power || 
tə improve them, where does it get the power of |! 
jurisdiction over them? For that power of own- 
ership and jurisdiction necessarily excludes the 
ownership and jurisdiction of the States. If the 
States have neither ownership nor jurisdiction, 
ihey surely have not the power of taking pos- | 
session of them, even for the purpose ofimproving || 
them. If they have no contro! over the bed of i 

i 


the river, how can they stop a channel here, and 
open another there, or drain. the water into a | 
feeder for the purpose of canals? 


| gation of the Wabash river; and the appropri- 


|| will be that link in the chain which the Wabash 


i with those of Lake Erie. In addition to this | 


The Congress of 1787, by its ordinance, de- 
clared the river Wabash a navigable river, and |j 
this has been repeated by numerous subsequent |i 
acts.in relation to other streams of the new States. || 
‘Phe ranids of the Wabas! low Vi i 
the rapids of tne Wabash below Vincennes, say || 
for fifteen miles, will certainly be best improved | 
by a canal of that length, or perhaps longer. A 


i 


j engineers was®detailed to locate the canal, the | 
| whole expense being paid by this Government. 


| J8 two hundred and eleven miles; seventy-five of | 


few years ago, a corps of engineers was in- 
structed to examine many places proposed for the 
location of a western armory. . Now suppose this 
armory to have been located and put in motion 
there, would this Government permit the States 
of Indiana and Illinois to withdraw the water of 
that river from a valuable public work, into the 
feeder of a canal? If the river belongs to the 
Federal Government, the States cannot, without 
permission of the Government, enter upon it, even 
for the purposes of improvement. The power of 
improvement, then, seems inseparably connected 
with ownership and jurisdiction. To say that 
the latter exists in this Government, and not the 
former, is to say that the improvement can never 
be made, without a compact on that subject be- 
tween the Federal Government and that of the’ 
States; and no one would contend that such 
compact could confer any power which was not 
previously in the constitutions of the respective 
governments. The power of improving the nav- 
igation of rivers, surely belonged to the States 
before the formation of the Union. It ig since 
either transferred to the Government of the United 
States, or not being so transferred, is reserved to 
the States, or by the formation of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, it is entirely annihi- 
lated. Now, in the case of the Wabash, it is not 
reserved to the States; for, by compact and 
ordinance, Congress declared its power over it, 
declared it a common public highway, and guar- 
antied its free navigation forever. The power, 
then, to improve this river, not being reserved to 
the States, it is in the Federal Government, or it 
is annihilated. That it is not annihilated, but 
remains in this Government, under the sanction 
of the Constitution of the United States, is ob- 
vious and certain, by reference to the sixth article 
of that instrument itself. 

I will now, Mr. President, (said Mr. H.,) pro- 
ceed to state some reasons for believing that this 
work of internal improvement—the navigation of 
the Wabash river—rests upon a basis essentially 
different from other ordinary objects, such as 
those chiefly comprised in the harbor bill of 1832. 
Indeed, I have great reason to believe that the 
President could not have been in possession of all 
the facts of the case, or he would have taken a 
totally different view of the whole matter. Inthe 
first instance, then, this is not a new work; it is 
emphatically an’ old work, commenced about two 
years ago, and now in successful progress—a 
work to which this Government has already 
appropriated a portion of her public lands—a por- 
tion of the Very means by which the work is now 
carried on; for the canal is but an improvement 
of the river, in and through the State of Indiana; 
and what is thiswork? Itisa work which, when 
finished, will form a perfect inland navigation 
between New York and New Orleans, or the 
shortest and most eligible route. It is true that 
the bill before the Senate is to improve the navi- 


ation, if made, willno doubt be chiefly expended 
in improving the rapids below Vincennes—pos- 
sibly by a canal around them; for, whether that 
mode of improvement be now adopted or not, it 
will no doubt be the mode ultimately adopted. 
The canal will rather pause than stop, at the 
mouth of the Tippecanoe. So greatly important 


is destined for awhile to supply, that the canal 
will ultimately be constructed down the entire 
length of the Wabash, to the Ohio river. And, | 
sir, what was the origin, and what is the present 
condition of this work, already begun, under the 
united auspices of the Federal Government and 
that of the State of Indiana. 

The origin of the Wabash and Erie canal (said 
Mr. H.) was a law of Congress of March, 1827, 
appropriating a quantity of the public lands— 
equal to five miles in width along its whole line— 
to aid the State of Indianain constructing a canal 
to unite the navigable waters of the Wabash river 


important grant of lands, a corps of United States | 


The canal was located from the Maumee bay, on 
Lake Erie, across the semmit level near Fort | 
Wayne, and down the Wabash river to the 
mouth of the Tippecanoe. The whole distance | 


the remaining one hundred and thirty-six within 
the State of Indiana. The State of Ohio has, by 
compact with the State of Indiana, agreed to con- 
struct that portion of the canal which lies within 
her own boundaries; and the State of Indiana 
has relinquished to her a corresponding portion 
of the grant. The State of Indiana has entered 
with spirit on her part of the work. She hag 
sold a portion of her lands, and made other large 
appropriations, and the work is going rapidly on. 
It is proper here to remark; that the river below 
the mouth of the Tippecanoe has also been sur- 
veyed by an officer of the engineer corps, at the 
expense of the United States. An appropriation 
to that object was made in 1828. Captain Smith, 
of the corps of engineers, was detailed to that 
service in 1829, and made his report to the War 
Department in 183}. Í 

This report, with estimates of that officer, will 
be found on the tables of the members. 

Of the one hundred and thirty-six miles spoken 
of, seventy are under contract, and about thirty- - 
five at this moment finished. It is furthermore 
contemplated to finish the work in 1836 or 1837. 
The State of Ohio, we believe, will not be long 
after that period in constructing her portion of it 
to the Maumee bay; and, instead of being pre- 
mature, then, as has been intimated, in asking 
for this appropriation for the river, this will no 
doubt be the last portion of the work-done. It 
will, in all probability, be found undone when 
the canal shall be finished. This work, then, is 
vastly more important than the improvement of . 
any other river of its size. It is more important 
in the extent and magnitude of the navigation 
with which it is connected, in the greatness of the 
commerce which it creates and accommodates, 
and in the nhparalleled extent and productiveness 
of the region of country through which it passes. 

Another reason why I believe that the improve- 
ment of the navigation of the Wabash has stronger 
claims upon this Government than almost any 
other object presented, is, that the importance of 
this navigation seems to have been in view of the 
Government before the Constitution was formed. 
It seems to have been provided for by the Con- 
gress of the Confederation, and the provision thus 
made to have been afterwards sanctioned by the 
Constitution itself. I allude (said Mr. a) to the 
ordinance of Congress of July, 1787, which is 
declared to be a compact,‘ unalterable unless by 
common consent,” between the original States 
and the people and States in the Northwestern 
Territory, wherein the navigable waters of the 
Wabash, and of the Miami of Lake Eric, and the 


-earrying-places between them, are declared to be 


common highways. The ordinance alluded to is 
in these words: 

“ The navigable waters leading into the Mis- 
‘sissippi and St. Lawrence, and the carrying 
‘ places between the same, shall be common high- 
‘ ways and forever free, as well to the inhabitants 
‘of the said Territory, as to the citizens of the 
‘ United States, and those of any other States 
‘ that may be admitted into the Confederacy, with- 
‘ out any tax, impost, or duty therefor.’ : 

Now, sir, the people of the Northwestern Ter- 
ritory, at this time the people of the States of 
Ohio, Indiana, Hlinois, and the Territory of Mich- 
igan, have never as yet requested any change in 
this ordinance. It remains now, as it was then. 
It secures to the people of the then Northwestern 
Territory, the free navigation of the rivers lead- 
ing into the Mississippi and the St. Lawrence, 
as well as the carrying places between them; and 
although there is no positive stipulation, in so 
many words, that the Government of the Union 
shall improve, and keep in the condition of use- 
fulness which the country may need and require, 
those great highways of ‘commerce; yet the im- 
plied intention and pledge of the Government to 
do so, has always appeared to me too strong to 
be resisted. Nor was the extent or binding ob- 
ligation of this compact at all weakened, by the 
Constitution of the United States adopted after- 
wards; forin that very Constitution, by its sixth 
article, it is declared, that “all debts contracted, 
‘and engagements entered into, before the adop- 
‘tion of this Constitution, shall be as valid against 
‘the United States under this Constitution, as 
‘under the Confederation.” This ordinance, 
then, is sanctioned by the Constitution itself 

In this view of the question it has always 


which are within the limits ofthe State of Onio, and | 


appeared to me that, instead of constitutional 


1835. 


a EE 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


s7 


objections to these works of internal improve- 
ment, there is a direct constitutional obligation 
to carry them on and complete them; and I have | 
always thought that, instead of aiding the State i 
of Indiana in constructing the canal and improv- | 
ing the river, it was incumbent on the General | 
Government to do both, without the interposition 
of the State. The carrying places referred toin 
that ordinance are well known to have been that | 
at Fort Wayne, betwech the Wabash and the | 
Miami of Lake Erie, and that at Chicago, be- | 
tween the waters of the Ilinois river and those of 
Lake Michigan. There may have been others 
of less note, but these were the principal ones. 
That at Fort Wayne was especially well known. 
Its advantages and importance were, perhaps, 
even magnified; and there is little doubt that it 
was in reference to this, more than to any other, 
that the clause in the ordinance just referred to 
was framed and inserted. This carrying-place 
had been Known and used by Indian traders 
before, and during, the Revolution. They had 
` frequently passed over itin rainy and flood sea- 
sons of the year, in pirogues aad canoes; and 
subsequent to that period, detachments of United 
States troops, with their baggage, have frequently 
passed over this portage in the same way. 

This, sir, (said Mr. H.,) is nota view of this 
matter now presented to the Senate for the first 
ume. Itis now about nine years since the prop- 
osition to make an appropriation of public lands 
to aid the State of Indiana in improving the nav- 
igation of the Wabash and Maumee rivers, was 
first made by myself to the Senate; and in a report 
on that subject, which it became my duty to 
make as a member of the Committee on Roads | 
and Canals, the ground of obligation, on the part 
of the Federal Government, to improve this car- 
rying-place, and to aid in this chain of inland 
navigation, was distinctly taken, and presented 
to the Senate. It was relied on as a strong | 
ground, and one which shielded the application 
then made from the constitutional difficulty about 
internal improvements. This ground was then 
sustained by the Senate. An appropriation of 
public lands was made to this object in March, 
1827; and by the united aid of this appropriation, 
and of the energics of the State, the canal is now 
in rapid progress. 

The State of Indiana is unable, at this time, to 
prosecute and to accomplish this work.» She has 
embarked largely, considering her .age and her 
resources; and the canal which she is now push- 
ing rapidly on, is as much’as ought to be ex- 
pected from her at the present time. Where the 
interests of the General Government, as in the 
present case, is in unison with those of the States, 
the object is eecidedly one of national import- 
ance; and where the obligations of the Federal 
Government, iu the construction of this work, 
are paramount to all others, it does seem reason- 
able that an appropriation should be unhesita- 
tingly granted, to aid in making this improve- 
ment; otherwise it must be left undone till the Í 
State of Indiana shall have finished her canal; 
which canal must still remain, for a great portion 
of the year, comparatively useless till the river 
shall be improved. 

The people of the western country, as a matter 
of necessity, consume foreign goods almost to 
the entire amount of their surplus productions, 
and the landholder in that countty is deeply inter- 
ested in every facility of transportation to and 
from the country. That which diminishes trans- 
portation, adds to the value of his agricultural 
productions, as well as diminishes the cost of 
foreign goods. Every facility, too, of transpor- ! 
tation, diminishes the difficulty and expense of! 
emigrants in getting to the country; brings more 
means and mere people into the country; saves | 
more of their means to purchase public lands after : 
they get there; increases the receipts into the land 
offices, and is of lasting benefit to the emigrating 
classes of the old States. In all ages of the world, 
of which history gives us any knowledge, where- | 
soever civilization and the arts of peace have 
flourished most, there internal improvements have | 
been most fostered by the Government; there 
roads and canals have been made to subserve the 
great purposes of agriculture and commerce; and 
the most warlike nations of the earth have also 
made these improvements the means of national | 
defense, and used them as the most important 
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j| this kind might be multiplied to an unlimited 


extent, and I shall not dwell on them. : 

I have (said Mr. II.) the most implicit conf- 
dence in the declaration of the President, in which | 
he regrets that he could not give his assent to 
the Wabash bill. I believe that his feelings and | 
inclination were wholly in its favor, and I sin- 
cerely regret that he had not taken the view of 
the case which I have endeavored to present. 
Had he taken this view, I cannot but think that 
he would have come to a different conclusion, 
and to this different conclusion it does seem to 
me he might have arrived without in the least 
receding from any ground he has heretofore 
taken on the subject of internal improvements. 

The rule by which appropriations for the im- 
provement of rivers are confined to places below 
ports of entry established by law, has never been 
satisfactory to my mind, nor does it appear to be’ 
very satisfactory to the President himself. It 
seems to imply that a work which is unconsti- 
tutional to-day may become constitutional to- 
morrow, by the simple passage of a law estab- 
lishing a port of entry at the head of supposed 
navigation, and that the Constitution can be 
changed and new powers given to it by the 
legislative power—a power which it has created, 
prescribed, and limited. 

A port of entry on some central position of this 
extensive navigation will be convenient and use- 
ful. It will, probably, soon be indispensable. It 
was moved in the other House, at the last session; 
and conversations were had with the chairman of 
the Committee on Commerce here, on the same 
subject. It was thought then to be premature, 
as the application for aid in improving the river 
and constructing the canal had, on previous occa- 
sions, been considered. I am anxious to have 
the reasonable assistance of the Government in 
perfecting this navigation, and the proper facilities 
created for using it, when perfected. I am dis- 
posed, then, as Twas at the last session, that a 
port of entry or delivery should be established at 
La Fayette, upon the Wabash; and have, at this 
time, this additional reason—that I doubt not it 
would remove all objections to an approval of the 
bill, if it should sgain pasè both Houses. These 
objections, however, I hope will be done away 
by other considerations, in addition to those 
already named—by the rapid progress of the canal 
since the close of the last session of Congress, 
and by the advance already made towards a per- 
fect inlagd navigation between the two commer- 
cial emporiums of the country—New York and 
New Orleans. Important facts exist in the case 
now ‘that did not exist at the close óf the last 
session. Z 

Then it was not a fact that thirty-five miles of 
the canal had been finished, and that the water 
had been let into the summit-level section of the 
‘canal. Now, these facts exist. The waters of 
the St. Joseph, a tributary of the Maumee, 
already flow upon the summit-level of the country 
and mingle with the waters of the Wabash. The 
water communication is now continuous, very 
imperfect to be sure, butitis continuous between 
the ports of entry and delivery which are nu- 
merous on Lake Erie, and those upon the Missis- 
sippi. 

When Mr. Hexpricrs had concluded— | 

Mr. HILL remarked thatas the Senate was 
not full, he thought the bill had better be laid on 
the table, and made a motion to that effect, which 
was disagreed to. 

The question being on the engrossment of the | 
bill for a third reading— 

Mr. HILE demanded the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. | 

Before the question was taken— 

Mr. POINDEXTER said he had no dificulty 
whatever in giving his vote upon this bill. | 
he wished it to be understood that he did not 
yield his assent to the distinction, on the score of | 
constitutionality, taken by the President, between | 
the improvement of a river which led to a port of 
entry, and one upon which there was no port of | 
entry. He would, by no vote of his, sanction 
such a senseless distinction, The President had 
repeatedly signed bills for appropriations to im- 
prove rivers upon which there were no ports of 
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entry. He had approved an appropriation to the | 
Red river, where there was nothing but wolves ! 
and bears; and if a port of entry had been estab- | 


facilities in offensive war. But considerations of 


lished there, he (Mr. P.) would be at a loss to 


know what-wild animal of the forest would be 
appointed there as the receiver, The objection 
alluded to had neither the Constitution nor com- 
mon sense to support it, -It was one of those < 
refined distinctions which were -peculiar to a». 
certain party of the present day. Sag Sua 
_The question being on the engrossment.of ‘the 
bill, it was determined in the affirmative by the : 
following vote: 


YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Clay, Clayton, Ew- 


ling, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, Kane, Kent, 


Knight, Linn, Naudain, 
Robbins, Robinson, Silsbee, Smith, Swift, Tip- 
ton, Tomlinson, Wagegaman, and Webster—23. 

NAYS—Messrs: Bibb, Black, Brown, Buch- 
anan, Calhoun, Grundy, Hill, King of Alabama, 
King of Georgia, Leigh, Mangum, Moore, Mor- 
ris, Preston, Shepley, Tallmadge, White, and 
Wright—18. 

N@QTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. LINN gave notice that on Monday next 
he would ask leave to introduce a bill to confirm 
titles to certain lands in Missouri. 

On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, the Senate ad- 
journed. 2; 


Poindexter, Porter; 


HOUSE OF. REPRESENTATIVES. 
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Petitions were presented by Mr. McKIM, of 
Maryland, and Mr. WHITE, of Florida; 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. POLK, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, reported the following bills; which were 
read twice and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union: 

A bill making appropriations for certain fortifi- 
cations of the United States, heretofore com- 
menced, for the year 1835; 

A bill making appfopriations for the naval ser- 
vice for the year 1835; and 

A bill to authorize the proper officers of the 
Treasury Department to credit the account of. the 
Treasurer of the United States with the amount 
of unavailable funds standing to his debt on the 
books. of the Treasury;.and to transfer .the 
amount to the debt of the banks and individuals 
indebted for the same. i 

-Mr. BANKS, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of the ‘Springfield 
Menufacturing Company; which was read twice 
and committed.. r r 

Mr. FULTON, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported.a bill for the relief of David S. Camp- : 
bell; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. F., from the same committee, Mr. KIN- 
NARD, from the Committee on Private: Land 
Claims, Mr. TOMPKINS, from the Committee 
on Revolutionary Pensions, and Mr. FOSTER, 
from the Committee on the Judiciary, made un- 
favorable reports upon various petitions, &c., 
referred to said committees. : 

Mr. MERCER, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, reported a bill to amend an act grant~ 
ing to the State of Alabama certain relinquished 
and unappropriated lands, for the purpose of im- 
proving the navigation of the Coosa, Black War- 
rior, and other rivers in said State; which was 
read twice and committed. 


RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 
The following resolutions, submitted on Tues- 
day last, were taken up, and agreed to: 
By Mr. FILLMORE: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 


| be directed to report to this House the amount 


of hospital money collected in the several collec- 
tion districts of the State of New York for each 
year, from the year 1798 to the present time; and 
also the amount expended in cach year, during 
the same time, in each of said districts, and for 
what purposes and objects such expenditures 
were. made, and the amount remaining unex- 
pended at this time for each district, and also the 
donations to said fund, and by whom made, 
and when and on what conditions, if any, and 
how the money or property given to said fund 
by donations has been. disposed of or applied, 
and what compensation, or portion of said fund, 
has been expended or applied for collecting, re- 
ceiving, or paying out the same, and to whom, 


By Mr. GALBRAITH: , 
Iasolved, That the Secretary of War be di- 


THE CON 


GRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


January 2. 


ane tenet 


rected to furnish to this Fouse a statement of 


the expenditures on the works at the harbor at |j 
Presque Isle during the past season; the amount | 


aid for stone, giving the number of cords, and 
at what rate; the araount for timber and other ma- 
terials, and at what-rate; the-amount paid for 
labor, to whom, and at what rate per day or 
month; the amount paid for superintendence, to | 
whom, at what rate per day, and the number of 
days charged for such service, as well as every | 
other item of expenditure at the said harbor; 
also, whether the directions of Colonel Totten, 


with regard to taking frequent soundings in the |; 


“bay, have been attended to. 


PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR. 


The resolution submitted on Tuesday by Mr. 
Tuomas, of Maryland, to amend the 13th rule of 
the Flouse so as to include among those who are 
admitted to the privileged cocaine the Hall, 
the District Attorneys of the United States, was 
taken up. 

Mr. FOSTER remarked that some of the 
district attorneys, and particularly the one who 
resided in this city, had frequently important 
business to transact with the members of the 
Judiciary Committee, and from their exclusion 
from the Hall, they were compelled to have mem- 
bers calléd out of the House. By the adoption 
of the resolution, it would probably not add more 
than two persons at ‘any one time to those who 
alrcady possessed the privilege of the House. 

Mr. PATTON moved toamend the resolution 
by including also members of the State Legisla- 
tures. 

Mr. BEATY suggested that the judges of State 
courts should be embraced in the proposition to 
amend. ‘ 

Mr. PATTON moditied his amendment as re- 
quested. 

The.amendment,. as modified, was then disa- 
greed to—yeas 68, nays 70. 

Mr. IIARDIN moved io lay the resolution on 
the table; but withdrew the motión at the re- 

uest of ` 

Mr. THOMAS, of Maryland, who explained | 
the reasons which had induced him to offer the 
resolution, which were in substance the same as 
those which had been given by the gentleman 
from Georgia, (Mr. Fosrer.] Hecould notcon- 
ceive how the agoplion of the resolution could 
ered incommode any gentleman, as a very 

imited number of persons would or could avail 
themselves of the privilege which it granted. 

Mr. HARDIN was opposed to enlarging the 
rule on this subject. It had already been carried 
too far. He could not possibly see what business 
the Auditors, the Register of the Treasury, and 
some others could have-in this House. He did 
not object to the resolution because he was op- 
posed to the admission of the accomplished attor- 
ney for the District of Columbia into the Hall, 
but because he was opposed to enlarging a rule 
which already had the effect of rendering it almost 
impossible for members to hear what was going | 
on in the Hall. He wasa member of the Judi- 
ciary Committee, and was not aware that the 
district attorney for this District had ever called 
on that committee on any business connected 
with his public duties. The fact was, innumerable 
applications were made to this House for claims, | 
and the members were continually importuned by 
lawyers who resided in this city, who were paid 
a fee for so doing by claimants. He submitted 
it to the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. Tomas] | 
if this was not the leading motive which had 
caused this application on the part of the attorney 
of this Distrigt. 

Mr. THOMAS said he was not aware that 
such was the case. He believed it was not. 

Mr. HARDIN continued. He was satisfied 
this was one of the motives, if not the leading 
one, which had induced the application. 

Mr. BURGES would have teen gratified if the 
amendment which proposed to admit members 
of the Legislatures upon the floor of the House, | 
had prevailed. It was due to them from the 
situations which they held. As, however, they 
are to be exeluded, he was not in favor of admit- 
ting the district attorneys. He felt mortified 
that this District, after all the liberality which 
had been extended to it by Congress, should 
think it necessary to send an attorney here to 


supervise the proceedings of this House. 


Mr. VANDERPOEL remarked, that by a 
liberal construction of the rule, heretofore, it was 
believed that members of the State Legislatures 
were entitled to the privilege of the House. By 
the vote on the amendment proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, (Mr. Parron,] a different 
construction had been given to the rule. As the 
members of the State Legislatures were excluded, 
he should feel bound to vote for the exclusion of 
the district attorneys. If, however, the vote 1n 
relation to the former could be reconsidered, he 


| would willingly vote to admit both classes to the 


privileged seats in the House, 

Mr, MILLER concurred in the remarks of 
the gentlemen from Rhode Island and New York, 
(Messrs. Burers and VannerrorL.) He moved 
to amend the resolutions so as to include mem- 
bers of the State Legislatures and district attor- 
neys, which varied from the amendment which 
had been rejected, by not including judges. 

Mr. HARDIN moved to lay the resolution and 
amendment on the table; which was agreed to— 
yeas 108, nays not counted. 


RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


On motion of Mr. EVANS, it was g 
Resclued, Thatthe Committee on Revolutionary 


| Pensions be instructed to inquire into the expe- 


diency of granting to Abraham Pray a revolu- 
tionary pension, and arrears of pension withheld 
from him by the War Department, upon the 
alleged ground of not having perfected his proof 
seasonably; and that the papers heretofore pre- 
sented to the House be referred to said committee. 


On motion of Mr. JARVIS, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs 
be instructed to inguire into the expediency of 
reporting a bill authorizing the President of the 
United States to cause such experiments to be 
made, by a board of engineers to be by him 
selected, as shall test the practicability of a fire- 
ship invented by Uriah Brown, for harbor and 
coast defense, and making the necessary appro- 
priation for that purpose. 

On motion of Mr. HUBBARD, it was 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives, That the thanks of Congress be presented 
to Joun Quincy Apams, for the appropriate ora- 
tion delivered by him on the life and character of 
General La Fayette, in the Representatives Hall, 
before both Houses of Congress, on the 31st day 
of December, 1834;-and that he be requested. to 
furnish a copy for publication. 8 

Resolved, hat the chairman of the joint com- 
mittee appointed to make the necessary arrange- 
ments to’ carry into effect the resolution of the 
last session of this Congress, in relation to the 
death of General La Fayette, be requested to com- 
municate to Mr. Apams the aforegoing resolution, 
receive his answer thereto, and present the same 
to both Houses of Congress. 

On mction of Mr. WARDWELL, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of providing for the publication of the 
maps of the post offices and post roads, and which 
are now being drawn by David H. Burr. 


On motion of Mr. STEWART, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
making more effectual provision for the punish- 
ment of perjury committed under the pension laws 
of the United States. 

_ On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, 
it was : 

Resolved, That a select committee be appointed 
to inquire into the propriety of establishing a 
national foundery for the purpose of fabricating 
ordnance of various kinds, suitable to the wants 
of the General Government, and report to this 
House by bill or otherwise. 

On motion of Mr. HALL, of North Carolina, 
it was - 

Reselved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a post route from 
Godly’s Cross Roads, Beaufort county, to Cap- 
tain Cary’s store, on South Dividing creek, so 
extended as to supply post office facilities to the 
population generally on the south side of Pimlico 
river, as far as may be required. 

On motion of Mr. CLAYTON, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Af- 


fairs be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of establishing a naval depot at Branswick, in 
the State of Georgia. 

Mr. GAMBLE submitted the following reso- 
lation: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
de directed to conimunicate to this House wheth- 
er, in his opinion, it is practicable or convenient 
for the Department tg collect, and safely keep 
and disburse the public moneys of the United 
States, without the agency of a bank, or banks; 
and, if so, to report to this House the best mode, 
in his opinion, by which that object can be ac- 
complished. d 

Mr. GAMBLE asked a suspension of the rule 
which required his resolution to lie one day upon 
the table. His object was to receive the required 
information at as early a day as possible. 

Mr. POLK said, if the gentleman would refer 
to the supplementary report made by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, he would find the informa- 
tion which he desired. In that report, the Sec-. 
retary of the Treasury had declared that no Bans 
of the United States was necessary to facilitate 
the fiscal operations of the Government; that the 
system adopted by the Department was amply 
competent, and had proved entirely successful. 
From the facts and statements embraced in the 
report to which he had referred, Mr. P. had no 
doubt that the plan adopted for the safe-keeping 
of the public moneys, was so far completely suc- 
cessful, that it could no longer be denominated 
‘Can experiment.’? Under these circumstances, 
he could see no necessity for adopting the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. GAMBLE seid, his main object was to 
know whether any bank whatever was necessary 
to be used as the fiscal agent of the Government 
If we were to have an agent of this character, he 
preferred that it should be one emanating from 
the Government, and belonging exclusively to it. 
He was as much opposed to the plan of using the 
State institutions for this purpose as he could be 
to the Bank of the United States. The plan sug- 
gested by the President of the United States in 
his annual message in 1830, althcugh at the time 
it met with no countenance from any quarter, was 
one which he believed was more practicable, under 
existing circumstances, than any other-—a bank 
founded upon the Government deposits and re- 
sponsibility, entirely disconnected from any State 
institution, or local stockholders, &c. The Bank 
of the United States, it was considered on all 
hands, must go down. Some new and permanent 
system upon the subject of the keeping and dis- 
bursement of the finances of the country must be 
adopted, and he was anxious to receive all the 
light which could be thrown on the subject, not 
only by the Secretary of the Treasury, but by the 
entire Cabinet. The resolution which he had 
offered could do no harm, and might be benefi- 
cial. He therefore hoped it would be permitted 
to pass. f 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said this was a question 
of considerable importance. The supplementary 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury would, 
however, be found entirely explicit in every point 
embraced in the resolution. He had no great 
objection to the resolution being sent to the De- 
partment, although it was probable the Secretary 
of the Treasury would refer the House to the 
report to which ‘he had alluded for the informa- 
tion requwed. If it was possible to mature a plan 
to dispense with the agency of banks in conduct- 
ing the fiscal operations of the Government, he 
might not be opposed to it; it was, however, 
wholly impracticable to dispense with such an 
agency at this time. In regard to the establish- 
ment of a Government bank, to which the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. Gampie] had alluded, 
such a project was not now likely to meet with 
many supporters from any quarter. 

Mr, WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, said that, as 
there seemed to be a disposition to discuss the 
resolution, he would move that the House pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the orders of the day- 

The motion prevailed. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a report 
from the Secretary of the Navy, pursuant to the 
act of 1809 in relation to the contingent expend- 
iures of said Department; which was laid on the 
table, 
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The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
communication from the Secretary of War, in 
response to a resolution of the 11th ultimo, 
relating to the sea-wall at St. Augustine, in 
Florida; which was laid on the table. 

DAVID KILBORN. 

The order of the day being announced, the 
bill for the relief of David Kilborn was taken up. 

Mr. THOMSON, of Ohio, said he was about 
to have moved the postponement of the consid- 
eration of this bill, inasmuch as it was likely to 
elicit some further discussion; but from the soli- 
citation of several friends of the bill, he would 
withdraw that intention, and hoped the question 
would be taken on its engrossment. 

On the question of engrossing the bill for a 
third reading, the yeas and nays were demanded, 
and the motion seconded by the House. 

The question was then discussed by Messrs. 
THOMSON of Ohio, BRIGGS, WARDWELL, 
and HUBBARD, in favor of the bill, and Messrs. 
WHITTLESEY of Ohio, HARDIN, GREN- 
NELL, and. LANE, in opposition to it. 

Pending this discussion, an unsuccessful motion 
was made to lay the bill on the table. : 

The question was then taken by tellers on the 
engrossment of the bill; and decided in the neg- 
ative—ayes 94, noes 97. 

‘So the bill was rejected; and then the House 
adjourned, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Satrurpay, January 3, 1835. 


Mr. McINTYRE, from the Committee of 
Claims, and Mr. LAY, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, made unfavorable reports 
upon petitions referred to said committees. 


DIVORCE OF GOVERNMENT FROM ALL 
BANKS. : 

The following resolution, submitted yesterday 
by Mr. Gamsue, was taken up: ° 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be directed to communicate to this House whether, 
in his opinion, it is practicable or convenient for 
the Department to collect, and safely keep and 
disburse, the public moneys of the United States, 
without the agency of a bank or banks; and, if 
Bo, to report to this House the best mode, in his 
opinion, by which that object can be accom- 
plished. 

Mr. CLAYTON addressed the House in favor 
of the passage of the resolution. He deemed the 
principal argument in its favor the existence of 
the incontrovertible fact, that Congress did not 
possess the power to charter corporations. For 
instance, it would be incompatible with its con- 
stitulional powers to grant a charter to an insti- 
tution of that kind in Philadelphia; yet, by the 
present system of deposits, we make use of a cor- 
poration created by the State of Pennsylvania. 
He asked if we did not, by this course, by indi- 
rection, accomplish that which we could not, 
constitutionally, by direct. means accomplish ? 
The subject for inquiry was, to see if we could 
not separate ourselves entirely —the Government 
—from all connection with banking institutions; 
not only from the Bank of the United States, but 
from all local banks also. We are told that the 
Bank of the United States, with its twenty-four 
branches, is incompetent to the discharge of the 
fiscal affairs of the Government; not from pecu- 
niary inability, but from legal and other sufficient 
objections. Heasked why these same objections 
would not apply equally to the local institutions ? 
He thought they clearly did. We have been told 
(said Mr. C.) that this great moneyed monopoly, 
this monster, had interfered with the political 
affairs of the country, arraying itself in opposi- 
tion to the Government itself. He would ask 
where such a moneyed influence-could be placed 
to be more dangerous to the liberties of the people 
than in the hands of their rulers? Mr.C. gaid 
the resolution of his colleague [Mr. GamBie] was 
merely one of inquiry, whether the fiscal opera- 
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tions of the country could not be properly man- 
aged, and at the same time dispense altogether 
with banks and banking institutions. The people 
of the South believed they could, and had ever 
been opposed to moneyed monopolies. 

Mr. ALLAN, of Kentucky, said it was not 
usual to discuss a mere proposition of engrossing. 
There was, however, some misunderstanding 
upon this subject. He had read the supplement- 
ary report of the Secretary of the Treasury, to 
which reference had been made, and it certainly 
did not contain all the information required by 
the resolution. The report from the Department 
was elaborate, and recommended the State banks 
as the fiscal agents of the Government. The Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means had reported a bill, 
in accordance with the recommendations of: the 
Treasury. The resolution, however, went fur- 
ther, and called on the Secretary to state whether 
his Department could be conducted, in reference 
to the keeping and disbursement of the public 
moneys, without any bank agency whatever. This 
information was the more desirable at this time, 
because of the determniation, which had been 
expressed in a certain quarter, to resort as speed- 
ily as convenient to a hard money currency or 
circulation. If the plan which had been recom- 
mended by the Treasury and the Committee of 
Ways and Means, which proposed to employ 
the State banks as the fiscal agents of the Gov- 
ernment, should be adopted, it would thwart the 
project of a metallic currency, as the amount of 
paper money would be thereby greatly increased 
instead of diminished, and its circulation would 
also be facilitated by the passage of the bill which 
had been presented by the Committee of Ways 
and Means. If the Secretary of the Treasury 
would present a plan whereby the agency of all 
banks in conducting the operations of that De- 
partment may be dispensed with, it would con- 
tribute more than anything else to check the issue 
of bank paper, which now, more than at any 
other time, was flooding the country, while it 
would, at the same time, be the best means of 
furthering the views of those who were in favor 
of a hard money currency. $ 

Mr. POK remarked, that there was a time 
when certain gentlemen on. this floor contended 
that the fiscal operations of thé Government could 
only be conducted successfully by the Bank of 
the United States. - A new light seemed to have 
broken in upon gentlemen, and for the first time 
they had discovered that no bank whatever was 
necessary for this purpose. n 

Mr. ALLAN explained. He gave no opinion 
on the subject. It had been contended by some 
that bank-agency was unnecessary. He wished 
to know the views of the Treasury on this point. 

Mr. POLK continued. The gentleman from 
Kentucky would find that the precise information 
which he-desired was contained in the report from 
the Department. In that document the Secretary 


says: f ; : 

č After the charter shall expire, no difficulty is 
‘ anticipated in having any of these duties, which 
‘ may then remain, discharged by State banks. 
‘But if any should occur, it will become neces- 
‘ sary to devolve these duties on some responsible 
‘ receiver or collector already in office, or on some 
‘safe agent not now in office, as has been the 
‘ practice for years in this country, in paying pen- 
< sions at convenient places, near which there was 


t no State bank or branch of the United States || 


‘ Bank, and as has long been the usage in some 
‘ countries of Europe, by having the public rev- 
‘enue in certain districts: chiefly received, kept, 
‘and transmitted, through private agents and 
‘brokers. This kind of personal agency, however, 
“is, in the opinion of the undersigned, to be avoided. 
‘in all practicable and safe cases, under our present 
< system of selected banks: because it would render 
‘the system less convenient, less secure, and more 
* complex, if not more expensive. Hence it has not 
* yet been resorted to. : 3 
“ But it was considered proper to mention this 
‘ contingency, in order that its effects, if ever an- 


‘ ticipated, may beforehand be duly weighed in 


‘ of the United States Bank, on the responsibility 
‘that they may all cease to exist, or may refuse 
‘to receive and manage the public deposits, (how- 


‘may be,) the fiscal operations of the Govern- 
‘ment could undoubtedly still proceed, through 
‘the personal agencies before mentioned. It is 
‘admitted, however, that it would be at some in- 
‘convenience, and some increase of expense, 
‘unless remedied in a manner that may hereafter 


‘this Department, and in the present condition 
‘ of things, be so eligible a system as the present 
‘ohe; because banks, though exposed to some 
‘dangers and evils, and though not believed to 
‘ be necessary for the fiscal purposes of any Goy- 
‘ernment, and much less of one in the present 
‘happy financial situation of ours, are frankly 
‘ acknowledged to be, in many respects, a :class 
‘of agents economical, convenient, and useful:*’ 
It would be seen by these extracts that the Sec- 
retary had responded directly and fully to that 
portion of the resolution upon which gentlemen 
were desirous of receiving information.: In the 
bill reported by the Committee of Ways and 
Means, provision is made, in the event of the 
failure of the State banks to answer the purposes 
contempiated; for the ef Keeping and disburse- 
ment of the public moneys. The adoption of the 
resolution was therefore wholly unnecessary, if 
not improper, as the proposed call upon the De- 
partment for a plan which it has not recom- 
mended, might have a tendency to delay the action 
of the House upon the bill reported by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, which would come 
up in a day or two as the special order. He was 
not disposed now to enter into a discussion of the 
constitutional question, which had been mooted 
by the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Cuayron;] 
| buthe was prepared to prove, when the bill to which 


ing and disbursing of the public moneys, under 
the present system, was as safe'and convenient 
as any plan which had been heretofore adopted. 
Mr. p. concluded by declaring that he di 

rise for the purpose of throwing any obstacles in 
the way of the passage of the resolution; but sup- 
posing it possible that‘amid the lumber on the 
tables of members, the report of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, from which he had read extracts, 
had been overlooked, he had thought proper to 
i refer to it; in order to show that allthe material 
information sought by the resolution, was already 
in the possession of the House. 

Mr. FILLMORE regretted the existence of 
this controversy at the present time. He believed 
the members of the House were already in pos- 
session of all information on this subject that the 
Department could give. “It was not usual, more- 
over, (Mr. F. said,) for this House to call upon'a 
Department for a mere opinion—nor did he think 
it comported with its dignity to do so. The 
opinion had been advanced, from sources which 
he had been accustomed to respect, that the 
| employment by the Government of a corporation, 
| was equivalent to the creation of such corporate 
body. From this opinion h@elt bound to dis- 

nt. He could see no propriety in the argument. 
Did it follow that because the Government em- 
ployed railroads, steamboats, owned by chartered 
companies, &c., for purposes of transportation, 
Government possessed the power to create those 
companies? Certainly not. The Government 
held the power to create a Navy, but it did not 
follow that it could not legally employ the ves- 
sels of companies for all necessary purposes. He 
thought there was a most palpable distinetion 
| between the power to ereate-and to employ. He 
| concluded by saying he had not contended that 
Congress had the power to ‘incorporate banking 
| institutions — but he objected to the reasons 
| urged in support of that position. He was qis- 


‘the examination of the whole subject; and’ to. < 
‘add, thatif this contingency be extended to the ` 
‘ whole establishment of State banks, as well as `: 


‘ ever improbable the occurrence of such an event - 


‘ be developed, and would not, in the opinion of ’ 


he had referred should come up, that the keep- ` 


not: 
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posed. to oppose the resolation as essentially | 


unnecessary. 
- Mr. EWING said, if the Secretary of the 
Treasury possessed the power to act on this sub- 
ject, he saw no reason for the interference of | 
Congress. He did not believe that the system | 
which had been adopted had proved, or would : 
prove, successful. He referred to the agency | 
which had been assigned to the receivers of pub- 
lic moneys, as a part of the system adopted by | 
the Department, and denied the utility of such 
an arrangement. He belicved that Congress 
alone had the right to establish and regulate the 
depositories of the‘public moneys. He was not 
the advocate of the Bank of the United States. 
It was known to the world that he had proposed 
a distinct projet on this subject, upon which he 
desired the action of Congress. He would, there, 


fore, move to amend the resolution by proposing- | 


in lieu thereof, that a select committee of one 
member from each State be appointed, for the 
purpose of inquiring into the expediency of 
adopting a-plan which he had presented at the 
last session for the establishment of an institution 
for the management of the fiscal concerns of the 
Government, - 

Mr. JONES, of Georgia, regretted that the 
resolution had been brought forward at this 
time, and hoped his colleague would withdraw 
it. It would lead to no beneficial results, and 
was calculated to renew the discussion of a ques- 
tion which had been mooted for months during 
the last session. The information sought could 
be of no service; andif it could, it would be found | 
substantially in the supplemental report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

But he rose not so much to oppose the resolu- 
tion ag to notice some observations which had 
been made by those supporting it. His colleague 
seemed to suppose that, if we could employ the 
State. banks as fiscal agents, we necessarily had 
the right to create a bank for that purpose. He 
could not conceive by what process of reasoning 
his colleague had brought himself to that conclu- 
sion. The State banks had been created by the 
laws of the different States in the exercise of their 
rightful and constitutional powers. Congress had 
nothing to do with, and could not judge of the 
constitutionality of those institutions. We find 
them in existence, and the only question for us 
to determine in regard to them is, whether we will 
use them as fiscal agents for the collection and 
disbursementof the revenue of the United States. 
It is distinct from the question, whether we will 
create a bank to act as a fiscal agent; ‘and is en- 
tirely unconnected with, and independent of it. 
The Secretary of the Treasury is the fiscal officer 
of the United States, and with him rests the discre- 
tionand responsibility of placing the public money 
in what depository he pleases. Congress has the 
power to direct in what places it shall bedeposited, 
and upon what terms and conditions; but in the 
absence of all.law upon this subject; the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury must exercise his own dis- 
cretion, and act upon his own responsibility. | 
And he would assure his colleague that he would 
at any time join him in limiting the discretion of 
that officer in passing a law which shall point out | 
where the public money shall be deposited, and 
the terms and conditions on which the deposits 
shall be made. . And, sir, both the gentlemen | 
(Mr. Crayron and Mr. Ewre) seem to have | 
tallen into another mistake: they contend, that | 
by the establishment of State banks, an attempt. 
has been made by the States to regulate the cur- | 
rency; and we are told this belongs to Congress 
and not to the States. Never was there a greater 
error. Congress h@the right to.coin money, 
and regulate the value thereof. So far then from 
the banks regulating the currency, the value and | 
currency. of bank notes are regulated by the value | 
of the coin. For, if any bank does not pay its | 
notes in specie, they must necessarily depreciate, | 
and may become entirely valueless. The State | 
banks, then, cannot regulate the currency; norcan 
the Secretary of the Treasury, in selecting any 
of them as depositories of the public money, reg- 
ulate the currency; nor can Congress, by any | 
law in regard to it, regulate the currency. 

This Government is, and ought to be, a hard- 
money Government. It was so until Congress, 
in. chartering the Bank of the United States, 
authorized the payment of debts to the United | 


States, to be paid in its bilis, and it will be so 
again so soon as that charter expires. Congress 
may make such provision in favor of the State 
banks, but never with his consent. No, sir; let 
the dues to this Government be payable in gold 
and silver. I was opposed to any law which 
shall authorize the bills of any bank to be receiv- 
able in payment of debts to the Government. 
Congress may go further, and say no bill of any 
bank shall be received in payment. But this 
would be useless. None will be taken, unless it 
can be redeemed in gold and silver; and while a 
bank is able and willing to redeem its bills in 
gold and silver, you may prevent their payment 
to the Government, but you cannot by any law 
|| prevent the people from taking them. | 

i Nay, more. Though you may require your 
collectors to demand gold and silver in payment, 
you cannot prevent the people from calling on 
those very banks for the gold and silver, into 
which it will be again deposited by the collector, 
so soon as it is received. And, to save all this 
trouble, the importer will deposit the bills in the 
|| bank, for which it is bound to pay him specie, 
and he will take to the collector a certificate of 


and silver. 

You may also prevent the State banks from 
being made the depositories of the public money. 
But this, so far from proving a benefit, will prove 
an expense, useless and unnecessary. You must 
|| erect buildings suitable for such depositories, and 
you must employ guards to protect them. All 
this expense may be saved by the employment of 
State banks. If they will answer all the purposes 
of the Government as fiscal agents, there will be 
no necessity for a Bank of the United States. It 
will not then be a necessary and proper means for 
carrying into effect any of the powers granted by 
the Constitution; and, not being necessary, it can- 
not even be pretended to be constitutional. 

Mr. McKIM moved to lay the resolution on the 
table. He suggested that the House was alrcady 
in possession of all the information required. 

bn this question Mr. GAMBLE called for the 
yeas and nays. : 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, called for the 
order of the day, but the call was rejected. 

The yeas and nays were then ordered; and, 
being taken, resulted—yeas 106, nays 87; as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. John Adams, Heman Allen, 
William Allen, Anthony, Banks, Bean, Blair, 
Bockee, Boon, Bouldin, Brown, Bunch, Burns, 
Bynum, Cambreleng, Carr, Casey, Chinn, Sam- 
uel Clark, William Clark, Clay, Coulter, Cramer, 
Day, Dickerson, Ferris, Fillmore, Fowler, Philo 
C. Fuller, William K. Faller, Fulton, Gillet, 
Joseph Hall, Hiland Hall, Holsey, Hamer, Jo- 
seph M. Harper, Harrison, Hathaway, Hawes, 
Hazeltine, Henderson, Hiester, Howell, Hub- 
bard, Huntington, Janes, Richard M. Johnson, 
Noadiah Johnson, Henry Johnson, Seaborn 
Jones, Benjamin Jones, Kavanagh, Kilgore, Kin- 
nard, Lane, Lansing, Laporte, Lay, Luke Lea, 
Thomas Lee, Loyall, Lucas, Lytle, Abijah 
Mann, Joel K. Mann, Manning, Moses Mason, 
May, McIntire, McKay, McKim, McLene, Me- 
Vean, Miller, Robert Mitchell, Morgan, Murphy, 
Osgood, Parker, Patterson, Franklin Pierce, Polk, 
Pope, Reynolds, Schenck, Schley, William B. 
Shepard, Augustine H. Shepperd, Shinn, Smith, 
Standefer, Stewart, William Taylor, Thomson, 
Turner, Tutrill, Van Houten, Wagener, Ward, 
Wardwell, Wayne, Webster, and Wilson— 
106. 

NAYS— Messrs. John Q, Adams, John J. 
Allen, Chilton Allan, Archer, Ashley, Barber, 
#@Barringer,-Bates, Baylies, Beaty, Binney, Briggs, 
Bull, Burd, Burgess, Cage, Chilton, Claiborne, 
Clayton, Clowney, Corwin, Crane, Crockett, 
Darlington, Amos Davis, Davenport, Deberry, 
Denny, Dickson, Evans, Edward Everett, Ew- 
ing, Felder, Foster, Gamble, Garland, Gordon, 
Gorham, Graham, Grennell, Griffin, Hardin, 
James Harper, Heath, Ebenezer Jackson, Wil- 
liam C. Johnson, King, Letcher, Lewis, Lin- 
coln, Love, Lyon, Martindale, Marshall, Mardis, 
John Y. Mason, McCarty, McKennan, Mercer, | 
Mikigan, Miner, Moore, Patton, Phillips, Pick- 
ens, Potts, Ramsay, Reed, Rencher, Robertson, 
Slade, Sloane, Spangler, Steele, William P. Tay- 
lor, Philemon Thomas, Tompkins, Trumbull, | 


the cashier that his check will be paid in gold | 


Twecdy, Vance, Vinton, Watmongh, Whittle- | 
sey, Wilde, Williams, Wise, and Young—87. 

So the House concurred in the motion to lay 
the resolution on the table. 

Mr. DICKSON moved to lay the motion on 
the table to reconsider the vote of yesterday on 
the claim of David Kilborn; the consideration 
of which was postponed to Friday next. 

Mr. CHILTON submitted the following res- 
olution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the subject, 
dnd report their opinion to this House, of the 
most equal and just mode of applying the reve- 
nues of the country to such works of public im- 
provement within the respective States of this 
Union as may be necessary for the facilitating of 
commerce with foreign nations, and among the 
several States. And that they, moreover, report 
their opinion of the best and most practicable 
mode of ascertaining and determining the nation- 
ality and importance of such improvements as 
may be proposed within the several States. 

Mr. C. remarked, that this day was set apart 
for the consideration of private bills; and if any 
gentleman would move to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the orders of the day, he would post- 
pone the remarks which he desired to make in 
favor of the adoption of the resolution which he 
had presented. : 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, moved that the 
House proceed to the consideration of the orders 
of the day; which was agreed to. 


OHIO AND MICHIGAN BOUNDARY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a res- 
olution of tħe Legislative Council of Michigan 
Territory relative to the boundary line between 
the State of Ohio and said Territory; and also a 
resolution relative to the construction of a harbor 
in the Territory aforesaid; which was referred. 


COMMUNICATION FROM FIRST COMP- 
TROLLER. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the. First Comptroller of the 
Treasury, transmitting a list of balances on the 
books of the Fourth Auditor, for the last three 
years, &c.; which.was laid on the table. 


SENATE ‘BILLS READ TWICE. 
The following bills from the Senate were read 


twice, and committed: : 

A bill making appropriations for completing the 
military barracks at New Orleans; 

A bill providing for the legal adjudication and 
settlement of the claims to land therein men- 
tioned; and 

A bill for the relief of Colonel John Eugene 
Leitensdorfer. if 

PRIVATE BILLS. 


The bill for the relief of Mrs. Susan Decatur 
and others, coming up as first in order, 

Mr. VINTON moved to postpone its further 
consideration to Friday next. 

Mr PATTON hoped that the motion would 
not prevail. It was time that this bill was dis- 
posed of. 

After some further remarks on the propriety 
of proceeding to the consideration of the bill, b 
Messrs. VINTON, CAMBRELENG, PAT- 
TON, and ARCHER, the motion to postpone 
was rejected. 

Mr. GILLET said he presumed, inasmuch as 
this subject had been, for a series of years before 
Congress, that every member present was fully 
acquainted with its merits, and prepared to vote 
on it. He understood it had been here so long, 
that the elder reporters could report the speeches 
pro and con. without hearing them. Further dis- 
cussion could not, certainly, be necessary. In 
order that a vote might be now taken on the main 
question, he moved to lay the bill and amend- 
ments on the table. 

Mr. HUBBARD said, as the motion of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. GILLET] was a 
test question, and as there was a thin attendance 
of members, he would move a call of the House. 

The motion was negatived. 

The question recurring on the motion to lay the 
bill and amendments on the table, it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 96, nays 90. So the said 
bill was virtually rejected. 
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The following bills were read twice, and ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading: 

À bill for the relief of James Gardiner, _ 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Bayley E. Clark; 

A bill for the relief of Henry Awkward; 

A bill to authorize the Secretary of State to 
issue letters patent to James Jones; and 

A. bill for the relief of the heirs of Nathaniel 
Tyler, deceased. 

The bill for the relief of Commodore Isaac 
Hull, was taken up. 

The question being upon an amendment re- 
ported by the Committee of the Whole, a discus- 
sion ensued, in which Messrs. WARD, HAR- 
DIN, REED, BURGES, and PEARCE of Rhode 
Island, participated. Before the latter gentleman 
had concluded his remarks, Mr. CLAY moved 
an adjournment, which carried. 

And the House adjourned. 


being forwarded to the Treasury, to receive a 
warrant in their own behalf, for the sum due; 
and that all the warrants paid in the manner first 
stated, or received in the name of such receivers, 
would be ample vouchers in their behalf on the 
setilement of their accounts. And that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, in case such instructions 
and authority, as are abovementioned, or any of 
like import, were in fact given by him to the 
said reccivers of public moneys, be requested to 
communicate to the Senate the particular reasons, 
if there were any, not mentioned in the letters 
themselves, which induced him to give the same, 
and to state, moreover, to what receivers of public 
moneys such letters and instructions have been 
sent, and’ what has been the practice of such 
receivers, and of the Treasury Department, in 
consequence thereof, 


By Mr. CALHOUN: 


REMISSION OF DUTIES. - ae 
The bill to exempt merchandise imported under 


certain circumstances from the operation of the. ~~ 


tariff act of 1828, being on its third reading, T 
Mr. BENTON rose to invoke the attention of ` 
the Senate to the principles which the bill’ in- 
volved, and the amount of money it might take 
from the Treasury. He said, when it was before 
the Senate on Friday last, and was ordered to be ` 
engrossed for a third reading, it had attracted so 
little attention, and caused ‘so. little to be.said, 
that scarcely any one comprehended its. magni- 
tude; and Sto his knowledge, two Senators sitting 
in the recess of a window, under the colonnade, 
and within his view at the time, did not even. 
suspect that a bill which might take a million and 


la half of dollars from the Treasury, besides vio- 
; lating great principles, was passing its ordeal, and 


was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 
The remarks from the Senator from New York 


Resolved, That a select committee be appointed 
- | to inquire into the extent of executive patronage, 
IN SENATE. | the circumstances which have contributed to its 


[Mr. Wricut] first awakened his attention, and 
put. him on his guard so far as to vote against it. 


Monpay, January 5, 1835. 


Petitions and memorials were presented b 
Messrs. SILSBEE, WHITE, POINDEXTER, 
KANE, and TYLER. - 

Mr. ROBINSON presented joint resolutions 
from the Legislature of Illinois, praying Con- 
gress to establish a marine hospitalon the western 
waters. 

Mr. WHITE presented the petition of Samuel 
Martin, of Knox county, Tennessee, on subjects 
in general which the petitioner thought of import- 
ance. Mr. W. said he was at some loss to des- 
ignate the committee to which’ the petition could 
be most appropriately referred; but as the first 
subject touched upon in it was perhaps consid- 
ered by the petitioner of the greatest moment, 
and as that had relation to the Navy, he moved 
to refer it to the Naval Committee; which was 
agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the State Department 
with a list of patents, and the names of the 
several patentees which have expired for the year 


He also laid before the Senate a letter from 
the Secretary of State, containing statistical tables 
of the property, population, taxes, &c., of the 
several States of the Union, not before communi- 
cated. 

He also laid before the Senate joint resolutions 
of the Legislative Council of Michigan Terri- 
tory; which were referred to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, 

He also laid before the Senate a communication 
from the War Department, with a report of the 
Commissioner of Pensions relative to the number 
of applications fér pensions which have been 
rejected since the last annual report. 


SILAS D. FISHER. 


On motion of Mr. POINDEXTER, the bill 
for the relief of Silas D. Fisher was taken up; 
and’, on his motion, it was. then referred, with 
the documents, to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED. 


The following resolutions were submitted: 

By Mr. LEIGH: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be requested to lay before the Senate a copy of 
any letter or letters from his Department.to the 
receivers of public moneys, or any of them, in 
the course of the last year, (if any such letter or 
letters have been written,) purporting to contain 
information and instructions to the said receivers, 
that for the mutual accommodation of the public 
officers and creditors in tReir neighborhood, of 
the receivers, and of the Treasury Department, 
he, the Secretary, proposed thereafter to direct 
warrants in their favor to such receivers for pay- 
ment, when required by them; and further, that 
it would be in the power of such receivers, also 
before a warrant should be obtained by such 
public officers and creditors, and whenever such 
receivers should have confidence in their honesty 
and solvency, to take a draft or assignment by 
them, in their own favor, of their supposed claim 
on the Treasury, to pay its amount, and, on its 


great increase of late, the expediency and practi- 


cability of reducing the same, and the means of } 


such reduction; and that they have leave to report 
by bill, or otherwise. 

By Mr. LEIGH: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency and pro- 
ptiety of making an appropriation to compensate 
James Points, marshal of the western district of 
Virginia, for extraordinary services rendered by 
him ‘to the public, in detecting, apprehending, 
and bringing to justice, a band of counterfeiters, 


who were flooding the country with counterfeit | 
money, or bank notes; and to compensate George | 


Smith, C. M.-Varner, Peter Koremer, and others, 
who aided the marshal in rendering the said’ ser- 
vices; and that the said committee.do call on the 
Secretary of the Treasury for information relative 
to this subject. ' 


By Mr. WRIGHT: : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be requested to report to the Senate the progress 
which has been made in his Department under the 
resolution of the Senate of the 28th of February, 
1823, directing to be prepared and laid before the 
Senate, maps of the several States of Ohio, Fli- 
nois, Indiana, Mississippi, Alabama, and Louisi- 
ana, and of the Territories of Michigan, Arkansas, 
and Florida; whether the said maps, or any num- 
ber of them, have been completed according to 
the direction of said resolution; what is the state of 
advancement upon such of said maps as. have 
not been completed; whether the means are in 
the possession of the Department to complete the 
said maps;and whether any of the said maps 
heretofore completed and laid before the Senate 
have been posted up so as to conform to the ex- 
isting condition of the lands, and to what date 
each map has been so posted up. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. HENDRICKS, from the Committee on 


| Roads and Canals, reported the joint resolution 


from the House of Representatives, giving the 
right of way to the Winchester and Potomac 
Railroad Company through the public ground at 
Harper’s Ferry; which, on his motion, was taken 
up, considered as in Committee of the Whole, 
and ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. H. also, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill to authorize the Tallahassee Rail- 
road Company to locate their road through cer- 
tain public lands of the United States; “which 
was read the first time, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

Mr. H., from the same committee, also reported 
a bill for the completion of certain improvements 
in Florida. a 

FORT M’HENRY, BALTIMORE. 


The resolution submitted by Mr. KENT, on 
Friday last, for an inquiry into the expediency 
of the Government purchasing Fort McHenry, 
was taken up, considered, and agreed to. 

BILLS PASSED. 


The bill authorizing the enlistment of boys in 
the Navy; and 3 

The bill to change the titles of certain naval 
officers, were severally read the third time, and 


passed 


| attention. 


The bill (said Mr. B.) violates the plainest prin- 
ciples, and lays the example of the most dan-. 
gerous precedent, It was to grant relief against 
an act of Congress, passed on purpose, and with 
the full view to operate as it has done. There is 
no pretense of mistake or fraud, but a naked 
attempt to give back money collected undera law 
of Congress, made on purpose, and after debates : 
and votes, to collect that very money. Every 
Senator who was here (said Mr. B.) in 1828,.will 
recollect the strenuous efforts which we made to 
put off, to some day beyond the 30th of June, the” 
taking effect of the tariff act of that year; and 
how all these attempts were voted down, and only 
one section of the act eventually allowed to be 
postponed. Mr. B. said, many Senators now 
present could recollect all this; but, for the benefit 
of others come in since, he would read some pas- 
sages from the Senate Journal. Mr. B. then read 
to show two motions made by General Smith, of 
Maryland, to postpone the taking effect of the 
bill; one of them to the 30th of September; the 
other, on the failure of that motion, to the 15th | 
of September. He read the yeas and nays upon: 
both these motions, by which it was scen that 
both were rejected; and now (he said) the parties 
were reversed; those who voted against giving’ 
time to the importing merchants then, vote for 
giving money to them now; and those who voted 
for giving them time, of whom he was one, now 
voted against giving the money. And: he did so ; 
upon the plam principle that the act was passed . 
on purpose, and to operate just as it did; and ‘to 
give back the money: now, would be to’ introduce: 
a principle. under which. the difference between” 
the amounts of all tariff acts may be refunded at 
any indefinite period; for this bill for relief goes 
up to the end of December, seven of eight months 
after the passing of the tariff act of 1828, and after 
which there is nothing in its principle to keep it 
from coming to the present day. Another unjust 
principle was, that the amount of the difference 
of duty was to be refunded to the importing 


| merchants, and not to the consumers, who had 


already refunded them their duties, with their 
profit upon it. . : 

The amount which might be taken from the 
Treasury, under the bill, next claimed Mr. B.’s 
He thanked the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Wricut] for the information that he 
had given on this point. It was, that, from an 
answer given by the Secretary of the Treasury 
some time ago, upon a former presentation of this 
bill, which then only went up to the 30th of Sep-- 
tember, that about four hundred and fifty thou- 
sand dollars would be withdrawn under it. Now 
(said Mr. B.) this bill goes to the 31st of De- 
cember, covers the great importations of the fall, 
and will probably take three times as much as it 
formerly would; say, one million and a. half, 
This was a great sum, (Mr. B. said,) and its 
greatness was getting it along. He believed it had. 
been found necessary to enlarge the scope of the 
bill—to double, and more than double, its grasp 
—to get it along; to extend it from two.months 
to five months, and from the light importations 
of June and July to the heavy ones of October, . 
Another thing he disliked in this bill-~it had a 
lobby member to nurse it! Mr, B. was against 
all the bills, in his first impulsions, which had 
lobby nurses. ‘It was an attendance found objec- 


Poo 


tionable in all the State Legislatures, and not less 
so here. The Constitution of the United States 
had provided for the representation for the people. 
Every section of the Union had representatives 
on the floor; to have others in the lobby to push 
the great money claims, was unknown to the 
Constitution, might be of evil effect, and he was 
against the practice. 

Mr. B. said the Seeretary of the Treasury ought 
to be consulted, to know how much money this 
bill might withdraw—whether he had the means 
to pay it; and, if not, how would he previde for 
it?—by-loans, or by taxes, and the revival of the 
tarif? He said enormous bills were. depending to 
absorb the revenues; not the bills wh.ch carry on 
the Government, but-which members originate. 
He would name three alone in this Senate: this 
refunding bill, say of $1,500,000; the French 
spoliation bill, $5,000,000; the divide-out-land 
pill, $3,500,000. Here (he said) is ten millions of 
extra appropriations at once, which is half the 
whole annual revenue; while that whole revenue, 
with the exception of only about a quarter of a 
million to spare, was required by the ordinary 
appropriations. He said it was in vain to rejoice 
at the extinction of the public debt if such 
enormous and wasteful projects as these could 
succeed. 

Mr. WEBSTER said he had no desire that 
the bill should pass without every member of the 
Senate understanding its principles as well as its 
details. When the bill was first reported, he 
thought that it was so well understood that there 
was no reason to enter into a further explanation 
of it. lt was originally introduced in 1829 or 1830, 
and the subject had been brought before the Sen- 
ate by the chairman of the Committee on Com- 
merce, the late member from Maryland, [Mr. 
‘Cramsers,] in 1831 or 1832; that it was then 
fully discussed and understood as now explained 
by his colleague, [Mr. Sinspex;] that it was then 
reported to the Senate, and passed without oppo- 
sition, in precisely the same form in which the 
committee had. now reported it; that it-was not 
agreed to by the House of Representatives, and 
returned to the Senate. Tt was again acted upon 
at the last session in its present form, and re- 
ceived the sanction of the Senate without a dis- 
cussion As no objection had been made to the 
features of the bill on former occasions, the com- 
mittee had now reported it without amendment, 
and in the same form in which it had received 
the former sanctions of the Senate. As the ques- 
tion was on the third reading, he w@s not dis- 

posed to enter at length into a discussion of the 

ill, If gentlemen wished for further information; 
if they wished to investigate more thoroughly the 
bearings of the bill, as the measure was an im- 
portant one, one which would take a large sum 
from the Treasury, he would not object to the 
inquiry. But'he saw nothing alarming in its 
appearance; it had often passed in the same form. 


Te could recommend it generally; that the claims’ 


formed different classes, to be sure, in some of 
which the equity was clearer than in others. 

. Mr. BUCHANAN said he had the misfortune, 
on this question, to differ from the Senator from 
Missouri, [Mr. Benron.] He need not say he 
entertained a great respect.for his judgment; but 
he would remark, that, to himself, the principle 
of the bill was perfectly clear. He had thought 
so, on Friday last, when he voted for its engross- 
ment, and still continued to be of the same 
opinion. 

He inquired what was the true principle of the 
bill? ln all civilized countries, it was a uniform, 
cardinal principle, that all laws should be pros- 
pective, and never retrospective. It would be 
unjust, in the highest degree, to subject the citi- 
zens of a country to the operation of a law before 
it was possible that they could be acquainted with 
itgexistence, ‘This was a principle of such mani- 
fest justice that it could not be denied, or even 
doubted. - Sufficient time ought always to be 
given to enable those whom the law was destined 
to affect to become acquainted with it, and to 
accommodate thcir conduct to its provisions. It 
was upon this very principle that France had 
agreed to indemnity American citizens for the 
captures made under the Berlin and Milan de- 
crees, before they could have known of the exist- 
ence of these decrees. This is the very principle 
upon which the present bill resis. Its object is 


: its passage, it was too late to countermand the 


| authorizing the merchant to be refunded who did 


to grant relief from the onerous effect of the tariff | 
law of April, 1828, in cases in which our import- 
ing merchants were not and could not be ac- | 
quainted with, its existence in time to regulate 
their conduct by a knowledge of its provisions 
This law had, consequently, operated retrospect- | 
ively upon their interests, and therefore unjustly. 
‘What, then, was the object of the bill? It was | 
to do no more than ought to have been done by 
the act of 1828. It was merely to correct the 
injustice which had resulted from our own legis- 
lation. 

This bill seemed to beexceedingly well guarded 
against fraud. No person could obtain relief 
under its provisions, until he had satisfied the 
Secretary of the Treasury, not only that he had 
ordered goods from a foreign country before he 
could have known of the passage of the act of 
1828, but also that after he had been informed of 


order. This was indispensable. But more than | 
this was required. A person claiming relief, must | 
in addition, satisfy the Secretary of the Treasury, | 
by his own oath or other proof, that he had 
actually sustained a loss in consequence of his 
ignorance of the existence of the act; and an 
indemnity for this loss was all which could be 
demanded. : 

He was as desirous as any gentleman could be 
of taking care of the public money; but he was 
equally disposed to do justice. He would vote 
for a general recommitment of the bill, because he 
thought that it might with propriety be confined 
to importations made at an earlier day than the 
31st of December, 1828, and he was willing to 
restrict its operation within the narrowest limits 
which justice wouldadmit. But let the bill come 
before us when it may, he would vote for it, be- 
cause he was unwilling to bind our citizens by a 
law with which they could not, by any possibility, 
have been acquainted in time to save themselves 
from injury. This injustice had been done by 
the act of 1828, and he was anxious to correct it, 
and thus relieve the character of our legislation 
from the odium which must attach to it by the 
passage of an act inits nature retrospective. 

Mr. SILSBEE said there had been a palpable 
violation of justice, which this bill was going to 
remedy. The Senate bad acted upon it three 
times already, and he was opposed to further de- 
lay. The honorable Senator [Mr. Benron] had 
estimated the amount this bill proposed to refund 
at a million and a half, but it was all supposition 
—mere conjecture. He had not looked into the 
provisions of the bill; if he had, he would have 
found that the importer, in order to obtain the 
benefit of this act, would be obliged to show that 
the goods had been ordered in foreign countries, 
where the orders could not have been counter- 
manded in season to prevent the purchase, which 
was a dificult thing to show, and consequently 
the number of cases would be diminished His 
only objection to the call for information was 
want of time. He was desirous it might be sent 
to the House at au early day. 

Mr. KANE said he preferred the reference of 
the bill without the specific instructions. All 
laws affecting the interests of individuals should 
be prospective. Certainly France agreed to 
make indemnity for captures under the Berlin 
and Milan decrees; but then she fixed upona 
time beyond which compensation should cease 
seventy days, he believed, after their promul- 
gation. Laws, in order not to have a retroactive | 
bearing, should have some time fixed for them to 
take effect. And with regard to this bill, if the | 
30th of September was inserted in the bill, he 
would vote for it. He wished the bill recommit- 
ted, more particularly for the purpose of calling | 
the attention of the committee to the provision | 


not realize the ordinary profits. No human 
being could lay down a rule which could apply 
to such a case as this. y 
Mr. BENTON, in reply to the remarks, (by Mr. 
Wessrter,) that this bill had repeatedly passed | 
the Senate, and with little opposition, said that | 
he had been fourteen years a member of the | 
Senate, and would have been but an inattentive | 
observer, not to have seen and felt that the gen- 
tlemen here from the sea-board, and great cities, | 
deem it quite an act of supererogation for mem- | 


est—to undertake to illuminate the Senate upon 
commercial or financial subjects; therefore such 
members seldom spoke upon such bills; and as 
for the gentlemen from the commercial cities, they 
could not do it without seeming to attack their 
own constituents. The money is to go to their 
own constituents, and are they to stop it? Ever 
gentleman knew (he said) that a money bill, the 
proceeds of which went to a member’s constitu- 
ents, was the most trying vote to which his firm- 
ness could be put. Even a small sum—a few 
thousand dollars for a vile creek—cannot be op- 
posed without raising a cry against him. He has 
voted against his own constituents, would be the 
loud and incessant cry. Gentlemen from the 
great cities, then, cannot oppose this million and 
a half without being subject to the cry of opposing 
their own constituents. Gentlemen from the in-, 
terior cannot, without being stared at as obtru- 
sive and handling things not exactly within their 
sphere. Hence this bill had passed several times, 
and was on the point of passing again, without 
being noticed. But is silent passage an argument 
in favor of a bill? On the contrary, was it nota 
maxim, that the worst measures are gencrall 
those which pass unanimously and silently ? The 
resolution fora Revolutionary History, by which 
a couple of gentlemen of this city might take from 
the Treasury indefinite millions, did it not pass sub 
silentio? Was not every gentleman astonished 
at the last session when he heard what he had 
done? And is it not now thought to be a plume 
in the cap of the present Secretary of State, that 
he is trying to limit those millions to $400,000? 
But he trusted Congress, which could do what 
the Secretary could not, would stop it altogether. 
He hoped the printing jobs were going to receive 
the attention of the Senate and the people. The 
revolutionary pension bill (said Mr. B.) of 1818, 
did not that pass in this good easy manner, and 
upon a calculation that it would take but $200,000 
a year, and with regrets that it could only take it 
for a few years? while we have sincé seen it 
amount to $5,000,000 in a year, and is now cost- 
ing us’more money than cver was expended in 
any year of the Revolution, and displays an army 
of revolutionary pensioners, ‘at half a century 
after the war, greater than ever Washington saw 
during the war. 

Mr, B. replied to the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr. Bucnanan,] and concurred with him 
in the justice of all he had said, so far as his doc- 
trine was general, but denied its applicability to 
this subject, because Congress, in 1828, had con- 
sidered the very point, and passed the law for 
the very purpose of making it take effect before 
it could be known; and they did so upon the 
ground that the importer would add the new duties 
to the price of his goods, and get it all back, with 
a profit, out of the consumer. Mr. B. said such 
laws, to take effect before they gould be known, 
were condemned in all codes. The civil law, 


bers from the interior—from the heart of the for- | 


from the code of Justinian to the code of Napo- 
leon, which was framed upon it, made a beautiful 
provision for the promulgation and taking effect 
of laws; they were to take effect one day after 
promulgation in the place where passed, and 
so on, in so many successive days in so many 
successive circles, around the capital, the days 
increasing with the distance, until the empire 
was embraced, and the law had time to reach its 
furthest boundary: To do otherwise, and make 
laws; especially penal ones, to take effect before 
they could be aoan, was to imitate the tyrant 
that posted his edicts, in small letters, on the 
tops of lofty columns, where nobody could read 
them — all this (said Mr. B.) was urged against 
the early taking effect of this tariff act of 1828; 
but it was answered that it was necessary to 
make it take effect immediately to catch the 
impending importationg, and to prevent immense 
orders from being sent out to fill up the country 
with goods before the act would .take effect, and 
thus defeat the relief that was intended for the 
manufacturers; and as to the merchants, it was 
said it made no difference to them; they would 
be reimbursed the additional duty, with a profit, 
from the consumer. And now (said Mr. B.) 
what do we see? a complete reversal of argu- 
ments and votes! an absolute rally, which he 
would call rally No. 1, for it might be the first 
of a series, of the old high-tariff party, now 
standing together as one man in this Chamber, 


‘to oppose and reverse what they did in 1828, 


_more, praying that the forts recommended by a 


support of the memorial. 
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and to take a course which must lead to debt, or 
taxes—to loans, or the renewal of the high 
tariff! 

Turning to the Senator from Massachusetts 
that sat nearest to him, [Mr. Sixrssee,}| Mr. B. 
said it was certainly true what he had stated, 
that goods had fallen, instead of rising under the 
tariff law of. 1828. Mr. B. knew something | 
about that. He had seen an order arrive in the 
West: to march a regiment of infantry (Colonel 
Leavenworth’s) from the Missouri frontier to the 
Canada frontier; an order which interpolated a ! 
new practice in our military system, thatof guard- 
ing the coast against smuggiers, like French con- 
scripts during the continental system; an order 
which announced the evil without curing it; for 
what could a regiment of infantry do to prevent | 
smuggling upon a line cf a thousand miles of | 
lakes, rivers, forests? The smuggling sunk the 
price of goods, and that was foretold a thousand | 
times before it took place. Š 

-Mr. WEBSTER rose again. He was not 
bound, he said, to make out the consistency of 
other Senators who had formerly voted on this 
subject. There seemed to be a mistake occa- 
sioned by the manner in which the bill had passed. 
That act was started in the other House; that 
certain sections were limited to the 30th of June; 
bat upon the amendment of the bill the 30th of 
June was stricken out, and the 30th of Septem- 
ber inserted, in such a way as to cause the error. 
That the operations of the act had been unjust 
through inadvertency and mistake. 

Mr. BENTON said that, as to himself, he cer- 
tainly was under a mistake as to the amendment 
mentioned by the Senator from Massachusetts, 
(Mr. Wide olleeare| and so far as any gentleman 
said the mistake deceived him, he certainly would | 
not include such a gentleman under his remarks; 
but he believed that the whole Scnate of 1828 
could not say that they were under a mistake in 
the amendment which postponed one section only 
of the act. 

After some little conversation between Messrs. 


BENTON, KANE, WEBSTER, -BIBB, and | 
WRIGHT, with regard to the instructions, as j 


partof Mr. Benron’s motion, the question being 
divided, the bill was recommitted, and the instruc- 
tions laid on the table. 


FRENCH SPOLIATION BILL. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the special order, being the bill making com- 
pensation for French spoliations prior to 1800. 

Mr. ROBBINS having the floor, spoke atlength | 
in support of the bill; but he was so imperfectly 
heard in the gallery, that we cannot givea report 
of his speech. 

Without concluding, Mr. R. yielded the floor 
to Mr. KNIGHT, upon whose motion 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, January 5, 1835. 


Mr. Prommer, of Mississippi, appeared and 
took his seat. ; > 
Petitions and memorials were presented by— 
Messrs. McINTIRE, HALL, and SMITH, 
of Maine; 

Messrs. BRIGGS, PHILLIPS, EVERETT, 
and GRENNELL, of Massachusetts; 

Mr. HALL, of Vermont; 

Messrs. DAY, CAMBRELENG, GILLET, 
FILLMORE, and TURRILL, of New York; 

Mr. PARKER, of New Jersey; 

Messrs. BANKS, CLARK, MILLER, and 
MUHLENBERG, of Pennsylvania; | 

Messrs. HEATH, McKIM, and THOMAS, | 
of Maryland. 

[Mr. McKim said: I am requested to present 
the memorial of a number of citizens of Balti- 


board of engineers many years since to be erected 
for the defense of Baltimore, may be commenced, 
or such other works as may be deemed necessary. 
Having the honor to represent, in part, the citi- 
zens of Baltimore on this floor, I ask leave of the 
House to say a few words in explanation and 


|| estimated at one hundred millions of dollars, and 


| priately referred. 


It is, l presume, well known that Baltimore is 
the emporium of the State of Maryland, and now 
ranks as the third city in the Union; in size and 
population. In the late war with Great Britain, 
her citizens supported the rights of the nation, 
with ali their energy; and when a powerful Brit- 
ish army under the command of a successful gen- 
eral, landed at North Point, in 1814, to capture the 
city, her citizens, both old and young, marched 
to meet the invading foe. A battle ensued; the 
commanding general of the enemy was slain, and | 
Baltimore had to deplore the loss of a number of 
her brave citizens. The enemy retreated with- 
out accomplishing the object for which they 
came. Peace took place shortly after, and the 
Government appointed a board `of engineers to 
examine and report upon such places as might 
require works of defense. The board reported 
in 1821, and among others recommended two | 
works, of the first and second class, to be erected 
for the defense of Baltimore—the first class to be 
commenced as soon as possible, and the second 
at a later period. Thirteen years have passed 
since this report was made, and, while a great 
number of the works recommended in the report 
have been commenced and nearly completed, E 
regret to state that those mentioned for Baltimore 
have been entirely passed over. The cause I 
know not; but the factis so. Surely the lives 
and property of the citizens of Baltimore are as 
much entitled to protection from this Govern- 
ment as those in any other part of the Union. 
The entire property at risk in Baltimore may be 


only one fort to protect the harbor, and that, as 
Iam informed, not in as good a condition, at 
present, as at the close of the late war. The cit- 
izens of Baltimore place every dependence on the 
justice of Congress, and expect that the same 
protection will be afforded to Baltimore as has 
been done to the neighboring cities and other 
points of the Union.] 

Messrs. ALLEN, PATTON, CHINN, TAY- 
LOR, CLAIBORNE, and MOORE, of Virginia; 

Messrs. WAYNE and GILMER, of Georgia; 

Messrs. POPE, ALLAN, CHILTON, and 
JOHNSON, of Kentucky; 

(Mr. Pore presented the petition of Thomas | 
McIntosh, of Kentucky, praying to be placed on 
the pension roll. 

essrs. PEYTON and DUNLAP, of Tennes- 


see; 

Messrs. CRANE, SLOANE, PATTERSON, 
SPANGLER, VINTON, and WEBSTER, of 
Ohio; ` 

Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana; 

Mr. EWING, of Indiana; 

Mr. MAY, of Ilinois; 

Mr. MARDIS, of Alabama; 

Messrs. BULL and ASHLEY, of Missouri; 

Mr. SEVIER, of Arkansas; and 

Mr. WHITE, of Florida; 

Which petitions and memorials were appro- 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MERCER, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, reported a bill to amend an act enti- 
tled “ An act authorizing the construction of a 
bridge across the Potomac, and repealing all 
other acts in Yelation to the same; which was 
read. 

Mr. M. said, as the bill did not involve an 
appropriation of money, and was intended merel 
to legalize a slight deviation from the plan which 
had been heretofore authorized for the construc- 
tion of the bridge, he hoped the bill would he per- 
mitted to progress without being committed. 

The bill was read a second time, and ordered 
to be engrossed. : 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of George 
C. Seaton; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on In- | 
valid Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of | 
John Bryan; which was read twice and com- 
mitted. 

Mr. JANES, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported a bill granting a pension to | 


James Swallow; which was read twice and com- |! 


mitted. i 
Mr. FORESTER, from the Committee on In- 


valid Pensions, reported ‘a: bill for the relief of 

John Sanders and others; which was read twiée ` 

and committed. i i Ini 
DIVORCE FROM BANKS. ` 


Mr. GORDON asked the consent of thé House 
to submit and have printed an amendment to the 
bill reported by the Committee of Ways and 
Means, to regulate the deposits of the public 
moneys in State banks. ; A 

_ Objection being made, Mr. G. asked a suspen- 
sion of the rule, in order to enable him to make 
the motion indicated. 

The motion to suspend the rules prevailed;. - 

When Mr.G. offered an amendment to the bill 
referred to, which was ordered to be printed. 


RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED. 


Mr. EWING offered the following resolution; 
which, under the rule, lies over one day: 

Resolved, That the President of the United 
States be requested to trénsmit, or cause to be 
transmitted, to this House, copies of every circu- 
lar letter of instruction emanating from the Treas- 
ury or War Departments, since the 30th day of 
June last, and addressed to either the receiving 
or disbursing officers stationed in States wherein 
land offices are established, or public works are 
constructing, under the authority of Congress. 


Mr. GAMBLE ‘offered. the following resolu- 
tion; which, under the rule, lies over one day: 
` Resolved, That the Secretary-of the Treasury 
be directed to digest and prepare and communi- 
cate to this House a detailed plan by which the 
public revenue of the United States may be col- 
lected, safely kept, and disbursed, without. the 
agency of a bank or banks, either State or na- 
tional. 


_ On motion of Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, 
it was 

Resolved, That the report of the Secretary of 
War, relative to the extension and completion 
of the pier at Cunningham’s creek, in Ohio, with 
the documents that accompany the said report, be 
referred to the Committee on Roads and Canals, 
with instructions to inquire into the expedienc 
of making the necessary appropriation for extend- 
ing and completing said work. i 


On motion of Mr. CLAY, it was i 
Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the expėdi- — 
ency of relinquishing to thé State of Alabama the > ` 
two per cent. of the net proceeds of sales'of the >: 
public lands, which have taken place since the Ist 
day of September, 1819, or may hereafter take 
lace, by the terms of the contract between ‘the 
United States and that State, onheradmissión into 
the Union, for making a road or roads leading to 
the said State, to be applied under the direction 
of the Legislature of Alabama in the construction 
of a railroad or canal to connect the waters of 
Mobile bay with those of the Tennessee river; 
or tp create a fund for the support of primary 
schools, as said Legislature may determine. ` 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, it 
was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public 
Lands be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of increasing. the fees allowed to the deputy 
surveyor of the United States for the State of 
Louisiana, in those cases when it is found im- 
practicable to procure the work to be executed for 
the present maximum fixed by law; and into the 
expediency of allowing to the registers of the 
land offices of the United States for the State: of 
Louisiana, an additional salary, instead of the 
fees payable by the claimants of lands, for issu- 
ing patent certificates and delivering patents. 

On motion of Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, 
it was : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to transmit to the House of Representatives a copy 
of the survey made by authority of the United 
States, for a canal from Portage Summit, in the 
State of Ohio, to Kearney’s line, so called,in the 
State of Pennsylvania, and a map of the route, 
and an estimate of the cost of -said.canal. 

On motion of Mr. EWING, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the expe- 
diency of granting a suitable quantity of unsold 
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sand unappropriated land to the State of Indiana, 
to be by her disposed of at a price not below that 
of the public lands, and the proceeds to be in- 
vested in stock. of the Evansville and La Fayette 
railroad, which is contemplated to connect the 
‘Wabash and Erie canal with the Ohio river at 
thattown. Also, into the expediency of granting, 
in like manner, a suitable quantity of public land, 
to construct a railroad or a canal from New Al- 
bany, on the Ohio, near Louisville, through Bed- 
ford, Lawrence county, and Greencastle, Putnam 
county, to the Wabash river, near the junction 
of the Wabash and Erie canal Also, into the 
expediency of granting, in like manner, a suit- 
able quantity of public land to improve the navi- 
gation of White river, and its two branches, from 
the Wabash river to the points declared naviga- 
ble by law of that State. l 


‘PUBLIC IMPROVEMENTS. 


The following resolution, submitted on Satur- 
day by Mr. CmLron, was taken up: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the subject, 
and report their opinion to this House, of the 
most equal and just mode of applying the rev- 
enues of the country to such works of public 
improvement within the respective States of this 
Union as may be necessary for the facilitating of 
commerce with foreign nations and among. the 
several States. And that they moreover report 
their opinion of the best and most practicable 


‘mode of ascertaining and determining the nation- | 


ality and importance of such improvements as 
-may be’proposed within the said several States. 
Mr. CHILTON rose and said, that the prop- 
osition which he had submitted to the House 
would be found, on examination, to consist of 
two parts. ‘The first relates to the great princi- 
ples of justice, which may be observed in making 
disbursements of public moncy from the Treasury 
for works of improvement; the second to the 
character of the work proposed in the several 
States of the Union. He said he should like to 
¿confine his remarks to these two points. The 
first relates to the principle of distribution, and 
-includes the inquiry— What distribution will be 
jast? This inquiry excludes any discussion with 
regard to so much of the revenue of the country 
‚as regards the necessary expense of the Govern- 
ment. He was persuaded there would be found 
. no difference of sentiment with regard to so much 
as relates to the necessary expense of the Gov- 
ernment, It is right that every American citizen 
. Should contribute so much, whether directly or 
indirectly, as are necessary for carrying on the 
operations of the Government. The difference 
of ‘opinion that exists, relates to the remainder 
of the money in the Treasury after the expenses 
of Government have been paid. In order to de- 
termine with regard to the distribution, what 
course will be proper and just, the answer in- 
volves two questions—questions of fact in part, 
and part of conventional agreement or constitu- 
tional law. Those of fact will be first. How is 
` this fund created, and from whence derived ? and 
secondly, to whom does this fund belong? In 
answer to the first question—it is derived from a 
_ variety of sources, the principal of which are the 
duties on foreiga productions, and from the sale 
of public lands. He might revert to many more, 
to the Post Office and Patent Office, &c., but the 
aggregate would be found so inconsiderable that 
he would not take up the time of the House to 
enumerate them. He would confine himself to 
these two great and important sources of rev- 
enue, to the amount received from duties on the 
foreign article, and from the sale of the pub- 
lic domain of this nation. The duties on foreign 
articles are paid immediately by the importers, 
mediately by the consumers, and remotely by 
the foreign manufacturers. He did not consider 
the cost of the article was increased to the con- 
sumer in proportion to the amount of duties, 
He would put a single case in illustration. In 
1828, when the tariff bill was passed, the eastern 
members adopted the opinion that the cost of 
molasses would be reduced in proportion to the 
reduction of duty By the act then passed, the 
_ duties were reduced. When Congress met next 
winter, he called on them to know if they had 
, realized their fond hopes, and learned, to his 


| company with an intelligent foreigner, who re- 


for, that foreigners had their secret agents em- 


| reduce and graduate the price of the public lands”? 


astonishment, thatthe price was increased instead 
of being diminished. He inquired of them the | 
cause, but they could not tell; neither was he 
able to find any one who could account for it to 
their-own or his satisfaction, till he happened in 


marked that it was a matter very easily accounted 


ployed‘ini all American markets. They knew as i 
well as Americans themselves the price of the 
article arid the extent of the demand, and when 
the duties were reduced here five cents per gallon, ! 
the price was inercased five cents per gallon 
abroad. Mr. C. said he had shown by this illus- | 
tration that the consumer was not relieved by a 
reduction of duties, but that the profits of the | 
foreigner were increased. When you take into 
consideration the small extent of the territory of 
Great Britain, it is certain they cannot live by 
agriculture, but must be engaged 1n manufactures 
and commerce; they are compelled to sell the ar- | 
ticles they manufacture, whether they will com- 
mand much or litle. He said that the duties the 
citizen pays for the support of his own Govern- | 
ment would, but for those duties, be paid into | 
the pockets of foreigners. Mr. C. proceeded ! 
with his remarks till arrested by a call for the | 
orders of the day. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 


lowing communications: 

A letter from the Scerctary of State, transmit- | 
ting, in pursuance of law, a list of patents, &c.; | 
which was laid on the table; 

A letter from the Secretary of State, covering i 
a list of patents which have expired during the | 
last year; which was laid on the table; | 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmit- 
ting, in pursuance to a resolution of May 29th, 
1830, a list of persons who have applied for pen- 
sions, and also a list of those persons whose 
applications have been rejected; which was laid 
on the table and directed to be printed; 

A letter from the Secretary of War, in response ! 
toa resolution of the House in relation to the 
Cumberland road; which was referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means; and 

A letter from the Secretary of War, in answer 
to a resolution of the House in relation to certain 
improvements and public works in the State of | 
North Carolina; which was laid on the table and | 
directed to be printed. 


RELIEF OF ALEXANDRIA, 


A bill for the relief of the city of Alexandria | 
was taken up; and, on motion of Mr. Cmny, 
its further consideration was postponed to Thurs- | 
day next. 

BILLS PASSED, 


The following bills were read a third time and 
passed: i 

A bill for the relief of James Young; 

A bill for the relief of the heirs and legal repre- | 
sentatives of Bailey E. Clark; 

A bill for the relicf of Henry Awkward; and 

A bill to authorize the Secretary of State to 
issuc letters patent to James Jones. 

When the hour allotted for the consideration 
of morning business had elapsed, 

Mr. CLAY rose and reminded the Chair and 


the House that, several weeks ago, the ‘bill to 


had been made the special order for this day. 
He inquired of the Chair whether this bill would 
not have precedence over other special orders? 
The SPEAKER replied in the negative— 
remarking that when the day arrived for the 
consideration of another special order, since that 
of the ‘* Navy bill” had been pending, he had | 
given his opinion that the unfinished special order | 
had precedence, and that the House had then ` 
acquiesced. The Speaker also mentioned the | 
several special orders which had precedence over | 
the bill mentioned by Mr. C. | 
Mr. CLAY remarked that the decision here- : 
tofore pronounced by the Chair had (perhaps | 
from inattention) escaped his notice; that he did |! 
not wish to interfere with other special orders, if Í 
he. could avoid it, and would, theréfore, for the’ 
present, acquiesce in the course indicated as the . 
proper one by the Chair. — i 


, PAY OF THE NAVY. 

The House then proceeded to the consideration 
of the unfinished special order, being the bill to 
regulate the pay of the Navy of the United States. 

The amendment pending at the hour of ad- 
journment, when the bill was last under discus- 
sion, offered by Mr. Jounson, of Kentneky, 
which raises the salaries of passed midshipmen 
and midshipmen, was read and agreed to, afier 
being assented to by the chairman of the select 
committee, [Mr. Warmouan.} 

Mr. GRENNELL proposed to amend the 
clause relating to clerks of navy-yards, by raising 
their pay from $900 to $1,100 per annum. 

Mr. G. said, he was not disposed to obstruct 
the passage of the bill, towards the general foa- 
tures of which he felt favorably disposed; but 
the more he had reflected on this point, the more 
firmly he was convineed of the justice of the 
amendmenthe had submitted. The office belonged 
to what might be properly called the civil depart- 
ment of the Navy—a class too apt to be over- 
looked. Mr. G. said, he should go for the bill, 
though it contained some objectionable features— 
some of the salaries, he believed, were placed at 
rather too high a rate; but this important office, 
that of clerk of navy-yards was, in his view, dis- 
proportionately toolow. The duties of that officer 
were onerous and responsible. He not merely 
kept the accounts of the yard, but had charge of 
the correspondence —not,.as had been supposed, 
barely to file that correspondence, but was him- 
self the writer, and should possess talents and 
receive a compensation correspondent to his 
duties. A chaplain received $1,200 ‘per annum, 
while a clerk’s duties were certainly much more 
severe. He did not deny the importance of the 
duties of the former officer; but it would be ad- 
mitted they were only required twice a week, 
while the clerk must be in attendance every day, 
from sun-rise to sun-set; and even Sunday did 
not bring a Sabbath to him. Mr. G. here enu- 
merated all the duties a° clerks; and appealed to 
gentlemen to admit that compensation was not in 
: proportion to that given to other officers... He 

said it ought to be remembered that the salary of 
the clerk in the yard at Washington had always 
been $1,000 perannum, until the last year, when 
it was reduced by the Navy Commissioners to 
$750. He hoped the amendment would prevail. 

{Here Mr. LEWIS obtained leave to lay a 
motion on the table to reconsider the vote of 
Saturday last on the bill for the relief of Susan 
Decatur, the consideration of which was post- 
poned to Friday next.] 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment of Mr. GRENNELL, and it was rejected 
without a division. 

The question now being on the engrossment 
of the bill, 

Mr. ALLEN, of Virginia, rose and said he 
should feel constrained, from various considera- 
tions, to move that this bill be committed to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs for revisal. The 
increase in the pay of the officers by this bill was 
more than $200,000. The whole pay of Navy 
officers will thus cost the nation at least a million 
of dollars. No one could be more alive than 
himself to the glory which our naval officers had 
shed upon our name; but not even this consider- 
ation should induce him to support this bill in its 
present shape, contrary to his own ideas of right. 

Mr A. said there was another view which 
should be taken of this subject. The officers 
destined to receive the additional eompensation 
were not generally those who so brilliantly dis- 
tinguished themselves in the last war. Those 
engaged in that memorable contest, had most of 
them passed to their final reward. They belonged 
to the old school of economy, and were content 
with what their country awarded them, and the 
glory of achieving her victories. Mr. A here 
went into a comparison between the relative pay 
and duties of the officers of the‘ Army and the 
Navy. The disparity was not now so great as 
had been represented to the disadvantage of the 
latter. The bill did not equalize the pay of the 
two services. A certain class of officers in the 
Navy, were to be paid at-a much higher rate 
than those of a corresponding rank in the Army. 


The pay of a lieutenant in the Navy was not only 


ï greater than that of a colonel of the Army, but 
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nearly equal to that of a brigadier general. The 
lerels won by the Army were as green as those 
gathered for us by the Navy, and he asked if the 
former could not with reason complain of the in- 
justice of the distinctions contained in this bill? 
What was itin the two services that justified this 
great disparity of pay. It had been said, that in 
time of peace the duties of the Navy involved dan- 
gers and inconveniences which were not incident 
to the land service. This, he contended, was not 
the fact. He spoke of the hardships and dangers 


of frontier posts,and contrasted them with advant- |; 


ages which a naval officer has of visiting ‘remote 
portions of the globe—advantages sought after 
with avidity by men of wealth. Again, the 
officers of the Navy have the advantage of Jong 
furloughs—sometimes oftwo or three years,which 
is denied to those of the Army. On the whole, 
he thought the advantages were altogether on the 
side of the Navy. Mr. A. next adverted to the 
argument which had been advanced for raising 
these salaries, that the officers were unable, with 
their present pay, to reciprocate the civilities | 
extended towards them in foreign parts. This 


argument could only apply to the commanding | 


oflicers of squadrons, as it was them only that 
were interested. But Mr. A. said this was not 
the view in which this matter struck him. It 
did not tally with our former ideas of republic- 
anism. 
could obtain more respect abroad, by the order 
and condition of his shipgand the discipline of 
his crew. The policy of our Government was 
economy, and not pompous display; while that 
.of other countries was the reverse. Our subor- 
dinate officers, he contended, were better paid 
than those of any other nation on the globe; and 
the effect of the proposed advances would be to 
make them chicky the aim of the sons of the 
wealthy, to the exclusion of the hardy and de- 
serving— thereby, he believed, decreasing the 
efficiency of the service. He warned the friends 
of this bill to beware, or the people would be 
aroused, and insist on a return to our ancient and 
popular Jeffersonian system of economy. Mr. 
A. objected to the bill on another account. He 
meant the establishment of a new and most un, 
warrantable system of pensions. He referred to 
the orphan and: widows’ pension fund, which 
he characterized at length as leading to. new 
and dangerous principles in our Government, 
leading to corruption of a most glaring character. 
He concluded by moving that the bill be com- 
mitted to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MANN moved to: amend the motion, by 
adding: ‘* With instructions to prepare a bill for 
equalizing the pay of officers of the Army and 
Navy;” and then, 

On motion of Mr. M. the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuerspayr, January 6, 1835. 


Petitions and memorials were presented by 
Messrs. HILL, WRIGHT, BUCHANAN, and 
LEIGH. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a letter from the Treasury Department, trans- 
mitting six copies of the Navy Register for the 
year 1834. 

Also, another letter from the same Depart- 
ment, in obedience to the act of June last, trans- 
mitting a copy of the report of the director of 
the Mint, relative to the assay of coins made at 
the Mint. : 

Also, another letter from the same Depart- 
ment, transmitting a report of the survey of the 
northern boundary line of the State of Indiana, 
made in obedience to a resolution of 30th Decem- 
ber, 1833. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HENDRICKS, from the Committee on 
Roads and Canals, reported a bill making an ap- 
propriation to improve the Mississippi river, near 
the city of St. Louis. : 

On motion of Mr. SELSBEE, the Committee į 


He thought an American commander |! 


on Commerce was discharged from the considera- 
tion of the petition of James Nicholson; and.the 
same was referred to the Committee on Claims, 

„On Mr. W.’s motion, the same committee was 
discharged from the consideration of the petition 
of Ludwig Ludwigson; and the same was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. POINDEXTER, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, made a report upon the report 
| of the Secretary of the Treasury, relative to the 
| issuing of Virginia military bounty land war- 
rants; which, on his motion, was ordered to be 
| printed. . 
| Mr. P. also, from the same committee, re- 
| ported a bill for the relief of Silas D. Fisher. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. WAGGAMAN gave notice that, to-mor- 
row, he would ask leave to introduce a bill to 
give effect to the eighth article of the treaty with 
Spain. . 


BILLS INTROBUCED. 


| Mr. ROBINSON, on leave given, introduced 
a bill to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury 
| to compromise certain claims of the United 
States; which was twice read and committed. 

Mr. TOMLINSON, on leave given, intro- 
| duced a bill for the relief of Carey Clark; which 
was twice read-and referred. 3 


FRENCH RELATIONS. i 
| Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Foreign 


i Relations, to which had been referred that part 
| of the President’s message appertaining to our 
i relations with France, made a report, which con- 
| cluded by a resolution, “ ‘Phat it is inexpedient 
t atthis time to pass any law vesting in the Presi- 
: dent authority for making reprisals upon French 
property, in the contingency of provision not 
_ being made for paying to the United States the ! 
| indemnity stipulated by the treaty of 1831, during 
| the present session of the French Chambers.” 
| Mr.C. read the report from his seat, which 
occupied an hour and a half; and when he 
| concluded, he submitted a proposition to make 
| the report and the resolution the order of the day 
| for Tuesday next, and thatthe report be printed, 
‘together with any of the documents which any 
entleman might desire 
Mr. TALLMADGE suggested to the honor- 
able chairman the propriety of making the report 
the special order for Tuesday, two weeks hence— 
and whilst he was up, lest it might be inferred, 
from the general language of the report, that it 
had received the unanimous approbation of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, he felt it his 
duty to express to the Senate his dissent from 
some portions of it. He concurred with the hon- 
| orable chairman [Mr. Cray] in many of the 
views which he had taken of this interesting sub- 
ject; but there were others in which he could not 
| concur—there were some of the premises, the 
| arguments, and conclusions, which he could not 
approve. He believed that the President was | 
fully justified and borne out by the correspond- | 
| ence, in the positions which he had assumed in | 
Í his message to Congres. He entertained no | 
| doubt of the binding obligation of the treaty on | 
France, and the duty of the French Chambers to ; 
| carry it into effect; and thata refusal on their part i| 
to make the necessary appropriation to meet the || 
stipulations contained in it, would be a violation |! 
| of the pledged faith of the nation. He dissented : 
entirely from that part of the report in relation to | 


t 


the effect supposed to have been produced on the 1 
Chamber of Deputies, in the late rejection of the ; 
| bill, by reason of the correspondence of Mr. | 
| Rives, the able and skillful negotiator of the treaty. f 
! He had no doubt of the power of Congress to : 
| pass a law at this session authorizing reprisals on `} 
| French property, in the manner recommended by | 
the President. But this was no time for discus- || 
sion or argument on these or other matters of the | 
report. Ele would only say, that with a knowl- |: 
edge that the French Chambers had been con- : 
vened nearly a month earlier than was anticipated i 
by the President, when he communicated his ; 
message to Congress, he was of opinion, when : 


this subject was under consideration before the | 
committee, that, asa matter of expediency, it 


on Commerce was discharged from the further į 
consideration of the petition of Elizabeth Scott. 
On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, the Committee 


were better thatno report be made, until we had 
heard further of the action of the Chambers, and 


; the largest number. 


which we-were in the daily expectation of hear- 
ing. ` ee 
Mr. CLAY said it was true that this: subject, 
the report—and he regretted to say it—was not 
entirely coincided in by all the members of the 
committee; he did not know whether there.was 
a concurrence in the resolution or not. It was 
true that it was not time ‘to enter into the atgu* 
ment now, for the only thing was, what time 
should be chosen for the consideration. . He 
thought that the sooner Congress: manifested its 
will on this subject, the better—better for the 
country, its commercial operations, and the va- 
rious insurances made. And he had a. perfect 
persuasion that if it was the intention of Con- 
gress not to pass a law authorizing reprisals in 
the contingency indicated by the President, the 
sooner it was known, as well on the other side 
of the Atlanticason this, the better. He thought, 
therefore, that the postponement to the time sug- 
gested ought not to prevail. He did not know 
what France might do, or what construction she 
would put upon the late message of the Presi- 
dent, nor anything about the view she: might 
take of it. If she should fly into a passion on 
account of it, we might be involved in serious 
difficulties Butif she was prudent, she would 
wait to see whether the message should be sec- 
onded by Congress. If Congress thought it ex- 
pedient to pass no such law as that requested by 
the President, but. that it was safest and wisest 
to wait for the action of France, he asked, would 
it not be likely to produce a better effect? He 
did not know whether a discussion would ensue 
upon the report or resolution. We hold the neg- 
ative, said Mr. ©. We are in favor of no law, 
and, therefore, there would probably be no: dis- 
cussion. It was only in the event of a proposi- 
tion to pass a law that a discussion could ensue. 
It was necessary to a good understanding be- 
tween the two countries,-that there should, at as 
early a period as possible, be an announcement of 
our intentions upon the measure suggested by the 
President. He was, therefore, opposed to the 
postponement for two weeks. He thought the 
document might be printed and on our tables in 
two days. 

The postponement to next 
to. 


Mr. CLAY then moved that the re 
printed; which was agreed to. : 

Mr. POINDEXTER moved that twenty thou- 
sand additional copies be printed for the use of 
the Senate. J ii 

Mr. CLAY had no objection to the number; 
but he thought five thousand were sufficient. i 

Mr. POINDEXTER replied that -our existing 
relations with France were of the utmost import- 
ance to the nation; and he thought the views of 
the enlightened committee on the subject should 
be fully spread before the country. Although 
they would probably be circulated by means of 
the public journals, yet that would not be done 
insufficienttime. Twenty thousand, he thought, 
was not too much. Thirty thousand copies of 
the report of the Post Office Committee had been 
printed last year, and spread over the whole 
country. This was not a less important docu- 
ment, since it would enable the people to witness 
any conflict that might take place between this 
branch of the Government and the President of 
the United States. f 

Mr. CALHOUN said he would vote for thè 
largest number. He had heard it read with great 


Tuesday was agreed 


port be 


| pleasure; it contained all the documents upon a 
| question which was of the utmost importance. 


War was at all times to be avoided—and of all 
calamities which could befall this country, he 
considered a war with France would be the most 
unfortunate. ies 
Mr. EWING said that he also would vote for 
the largest number. If he had the whole number 
of twenty thousand copies, they would not be 
more than sufficient to give his constituents all 
the information they wished. 3 
Mr. PORTER was also determined to vote for 
He was extremely anxious 
that his constituents should be informed of the 


| precise situation of this question. ‘There could 


be no doubt that if the appropriation to carry the 


; treaty into execution should not be made, the two 


countries were drifting to a+ position in which’ 
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collision must inevitably ensue, and he wished to 


+ 


avoid it. .Wesympathised with public opinion, 
andit was important that opinion should be cor- 
rect. The document. would not be read in the 
newspapers, and there was no other way of its 
reaching the people. 

The question being about to be put on printing 
twenty thousand extra copies, ; 

-Mr. HILL demanded the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered, > 

Mr. LEIGH said he would vote for the largest 
number, but fora single reason, and that was, 
that if they were ordered, they could by no pos- 


¿sibility be printed in less than four months 


“mittee would. satisfy the nation that we could 


. that we should not anticipate what France would 


. cost whatever, but not to plunge into a war except | 


Mr. PRESTON thought the document should | 
be disseminated as widely as possible. We should 
avoid war by all just and honorable means, so 
long as it was possible, but, above all,a war with į 
France. And he thought the views of the com- | 


avoid a war with France. He concurred fully in 
the conclusions of the committee that it was the 
duty of Congressto act on presentcircumstances— 


do—and he concurred in the shadowing forth of 
the course which we might be compelled to take. 
He concurred with them that it was the duty of 
the nation to defend its honor at any hazard or 


to defend its honor and maintain its rights. He 
was willing to disseminate thisdocumentas largely | 
as possible, but he thought with the gentleman 
from Virginia (Mr. Lure] that it was physically 
impossible, almost, to have the twenty thousand 
printed in time for distribution. He proposed | 
some ten or fifteen thousand extra copies. 

Mr. EWING said he was just informed by 


- the printer of the Senate, that he could have the 


. documents printed and on the tables in three 


` days, and the additional number of copiesin two 


weeks, 

Mr. WRIGHT said he Would vote against 
printing the twenty thousand copies, not because 

e could possibly have any wish to prevent the 
distribution of the document, which would go 
through the country much more rapidly than we 
could send it, but because the people were not out 
of the reach of information till they could reach 
itfrom us. When so large a number of docu- 


: ments were ordered they became so old that they 


were not read. The information went so far be- 
fore them, that when they came from the printer 
there was no inducement to read them, and it 


was incurring an expense without deriving any | 


utility from it, Elis quota of the Post Office 
report, which had been alluded to, did not reach 
him till the lst of October, and at that period, 
when be sent the document to his constituents, 
he received replies from them that they had seen 
it before. This subject was immensely import- 
ant, and the press would distribute the report 
sooner than we could. He thought five thousand 
copies, the usual number, quite sufficient. 

After some further remarks from Mr. POR- 
TER, Mr. EWING, Mr. BIBB, and Mr. POIN- 
DEXTER, the question was taken on printing 
twenty thousand additional copies, and decided 


. in the afirmative by the following vote: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Bibb, Calhoun, Clay, 
Clayton, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, 


| Kent, Knight, Mangum, Moore, Naudain, Poin-* 


dexter, Porter, Prentiss, Robbins, Silsbee, Smith, 
Southard, Sprague, Swift, Tipton, Tomlinson, 


: Waggaman, and Webster—26. 


NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Brown, Buch- 
anan, Grundy, Hill, Kane, King of Georgia, 
Leigh, Linn, McKean, Morris, Preston, Robin- 
son, Shepley, Tallmadge, Tyler, White, and 
Wright—19. 

Mr. POINDEXTER, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, reported a bill for the final ad- 
justment and settlement of claims to lands in 
Florida and Arkansas Territories, with an amend- 
ment, i 


FRENCH SPOLIATION BILL. 

The bill to make compensation for French 
spoliations prior to 1800, coming up, at the sug- 
gestion of Mr. WRIGHT, the bill was passed 
over, and the Senate proceeded to the other spe- 


vial orders. 


* 


RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 


The resolutions offered yesterday by Mr. 
Leicu were taken up and adopted 

The resolution offered yesterday “by Mr. 
Wricut was taken up for consideration; and on 
this motion it was amended by making the fol- 
| lowing addition: i 

« And also to report the names of the several 
‘persons who have been employed by the De- 
t partment as draftsmen upon the said maps, the 
‘daies from which to which each person has 
“been so employed, and the rates of wages, and 
‘the amounts paid to cach respectively for such 
t service,’? 

The resolution as amended was agreed to.” 

The following resolution offered yesterday by 
Mr. Caruoun, was taken up and adopted: 

Resolved, That a select committee be appointed 
| to inquire into the extent of executive patronage; 
| the circumstatices which have contributed to its 
| great increase of late; the expediency and prac- 
| ticability of reducitig the same, and the means of 
| such reduction; and that they have leave to re- 
: port by bill or otherwise. 

On motion of Mr. CALHOUN, it was ordered 
that the committee consist of six. 

Mr. C. wished that the committee might con- 
sist of two members from each of the political 
partics. For it is well known (said Mr. ©.) that 
there are different political interests in the Sen- 
ate. That when he considered the extent of 
executive patronage and influence, and its import- 
ant effect upon our future prospects, he wished 
to go Into its consideration free from all preju- 
dices, and to give it an impartial consideration. 
He wished the committee might be immediately 
appointed. : 

Mr. POINDEXTER proposed that the election 


| of the committee would be postponed till to-mor- 


row morning, 

Mr. CALHOUN objected. 

And so the Senate procceded to ballot for the 
committee; when Messrs. CALHOUN, SOUTHARD, 
Biss, Wessrer, Benton, and Kine of Georgia, 
were elected. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr, KENT, on leave, and agreeably to former 
notice, introduced a bill for making compensation 
for certain advances made to the Government 
during the last war; which was read twice and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. KENT also introduced a joint resolution 
for amending the Constitution ofthe United States 
with regard to the election of President and Vice 
President. 

BOYD REILLY’S APPARATUS. 


On motion of Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, the 
bill authorizing the purchase of the right and ap- 
paratus of Boyd Reilly for applying irrespirable 
gas to the human system, to be used in the Army 
and Navy of the United States, was taken up 
| and considered in Committee of the Whole, and 
without opposition, was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading. 


NORTHERN ‘BQUNDARY OF OHIO. 


On motion of Mr. CLAYTON, the bill estab- 
lishing the northern boundary line of the State 
of Ohio, was taken up for consideration. 

Mr. C. then observed, that it was important 
the bill should receive the immediate action of 
Congress, on account of its connexion with 
Michigan and the proposed new Territory of 
Wisconsin, that this line should be established 
before admitting Michigan into the Union. Mr. 


the bill, went on at some length to eXplain the 
views that had governed the committee in the 
formation of the bill. 

Here a motion was made to adjourn; which did 
not prevail. 

Mr. HENDRICKS then offered an amendment; 
which was agreed to. 

After some further observations by Messrs. 
CLAYTON and HENDRICKS, Mr. ROBIN- 
SON offered another amendment; which was 
also received— 

And the bill as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading, without opposi- 
tion. 


j 


C. being chairman of the committee that reported | 


On motion of Mr. HENDRICKS, the com- 
munication, received this day from the Treasury 
Department, on the subject of the northern 
boundary line of Indiana, was ordered to be 
printed. 

And then the Senate adjourned. - 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tursvay, January 6, 1835. 


A message was received from the President. of 
the United States, by Mr. Donerson, his Private 
Secretary. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported a bill for the relicf of Jarret 
! Buckingham; which was read twice and com- 
| mitted. 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on 

| Public Lands, reported a bill confirming to the 
representatives of Thomas F. Riddick the title to 

į six hundred and forty acres of land; which was - 
| twice read and committed. 

Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Publie 
Lands, reported a bill granting an additional 
quantity of land for the satisfaction of revolution- 
ary land warrants; which was redd twice and 
committed. 

Mr. C., from the same committee, reported a 
bill for the relief of James Moore and William 
Moore; which was read twice, and postponed for 
one week, + 

Mr. CARR, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
Richard T. Archer; which was read twice, and 
postponed for one week. i 

Mr. C, (instructed by the Committee on Private 
Land Claims) mọved that the Committee of the 
Whole be discharged from the further consider- 
ation of the bill for the relief of the heirs of James 
Latham, deceased; which was disagreed to. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, moved to dis- 
charge the Committee of the Whole from the 
consideration of the bill supplementary tò the 
act of July 4, 1832, for the final adjustment of 
land claims in the southeastern district of Lou- 
isiana, and that the same be committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
The motion was disagreed to.* 

Mr. THOMSON, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, made a favorable report in re- 
lation to certain fortifications at St. Augustine, 
in Florida; which, on his motion, was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole, to whom the 
bill on the subject of fortifications had been com- 
‘mitted. 

Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, Mr. LAY, from the Committee ‘on Rev- 
olutionary Claims, Mr. BOON, from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and Mr. ADAMS, of 
New York, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, made unfavorable reports upon various 
petitions and subjects referred to said committees. 

Mr HUBBARD, from the joint committee ap- 
pointed on that subject, reported the following 
correspondence between the joint committee and 
John Quincy Adams, on the subject of the ad- 
dress delivered by the latter on the life and char- 
acter of General La Fayette: j 


. January 5, 1835. 
Sm: We have the honor to present to you offi- 
| cial copies of the joint resolutions adopted by the 
Senate and House of Representatives on the 2d 
instant, expressing the thanks of Congress for 
the appropriate oration delivered by you in the 
Hall of Representatives on the 31st ultimo, on 
the life and character of General La Fayette, and 
authorizing a request to be made to you fora copy 
of it for publication. 

Having shared the high gratification of hearing 
the oration, we take pleasure, in pursuance of 
the second of the joint resolutions, in requesting 
you to furnish a copy of the oration for publica- 
tion. 

We have the honor to be, with great respect, 
your obedient servants, 

HENRY CLAY, 
Chairman Committee on the part of the Senate 

HENRY HUBRARD, 
Chairman Committee on the part of the House. 


To the Hon. Joux Quincy Apams. 


1835. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


To Messrs. Henry Cray and Henry HUBBARD, 
Chairmen of the Joint Committee of Arrange- 
ments of the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States, to carry into effect 
the resolutions of Congress in relation to the 
death of General La Fayette: 

GENTLEMEN: I received with deep sensibility 

our communication of the joint resolutions of 
foii Houses of Congress, upon the oration de- 
livered before them on the life and character of 

La Fayette. 

The kind indulgence with which they have ac- 
cepted the endeavor tu give effect to their purpose 
of paying a last tribute of national gratitude and 
affection to the memory of a great benefactor of 
our country, will be impressed upon my heart to 
the last hour of my life. 

With this sentiment, I shall take pleasure in 
furnishing, as requested, a copy of the address 
for publication. 

Lam, gentlemen, with the highest respect, 
your fellow-citizen and obedient scrvant, 
JOHN QUINCY ADAMS. 

Mr. HUBBARD remarked that the oration 
was now under the control of the House. It had 
been considered by the joint committee that it 
would be most proper for each House to act in- 
dependently in regard to having it printed, inas- 
much as there was no printer to Congress He 
asked leave to present the following resolution: 

Whereas it was resolved at the last session of 
Congress that Joun Q. Apams be requestéd to 
deliver an oration on the life and character of 
Geiteral La Fayette, before the two Houses of 
Congress; and in pursuance of that resolution and 
sundry other resolutions which have been subse- 
quently adopted, Mr. Apams, on Wednesday, 
the 3lst day of December, 1834, in the Hall of 
the House of Representatives, and in the pres- 
ence of both Houses of Congress, and also in the 
presence of the President of the United States and 
the heads of the respective Departments of the 
General Government, and of a most numerous as- 
sembly of citizens, did deliver’an oration, replete 
with those pure and patriotic sentiments which 
will be sacredly cherished by every true and en- 
lightened American: The House of Represent- 
atives was satisfied with the manner in which 
Mr. Adams has‘ performed the duty assigned 
him, and desirous of communicating, “ through 
the medium of the press,” those principles which 
have been by him so ably discussed, as well as 
their sentiments of respect for the distinguished 
character, and their sentiments of gratitude for 
the devoted services of La Fayette, which have 
been by him on this occasion so faithfully ex- 
pressed, have come to the following resolution: 

Resolved, That copies of the oration be 
printed for the use of the House.- 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, moved to fill 
the blank in the. resolution with 10,000 copies. 
Mr. PINCKNEY proposed 20,000; Mr. BROWN 
named 50,000; and Mr. MILLER 40,000. 

The question was first put on the largest num- 
ber, and carried—yeas 80, nays 61. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maine, suggested that the 
oration ought to be printed on better paper, and 
with more neatness, than the ordinary documents 
which were ordered by the House. He therefore 
moved to amend the resolution, by directing that 
the printing should be executed under the direc- 
tion of the committee appointed by the House. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the resolu- 
tion, as amended, was then agreed to. 


PETITIONS PRESENTED. 


Petitions (on leave) were presented by— 

Mr. BOON, of Indiana; 

Mr GILLET, of New York; . 

Mr. BLAIR, of Tennessee; 

Mr. McCOMAS, of Virginia; , 

Mr. McKENNAN, of Pennsylvania; 

Mr. THOMAS, of Maryland; ~ 

Mr DICKINSON, of Tennessee 

RESOLUTIONS. 

On motion of Mr. PINCKNEY, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee for the District 
of Columbia be, and they are hereby, authorized 
and instructed to ascertain the amount of fuel that 
may be necessary for the immediate relief of the 
suffering poor of Washington, and to place the 


same at the disposal of the Corporation for that 
purpose. 


On motion of Mr. SEVIER, it-was - 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be in- 
structed to report to this House the survey and 
estimate of Dr. Hervard, the engineer who sur- 
veyed so much of the Little Rock and Memphis 
road as lies between the St. Francis and Missis- 
sippi rivers. n 

On motion of Mr. LEA, of Tennessee, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Of- 
fice and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into 
the expediency of establishing a post route from 
Campbell’s Station, by the way of Low’s Ferry 
and Holston river, to Marysville, Blount county, 
Tennessee * 


Mr. BEATY offered the following resolution, 
which, under the rule, lies on the table one 
dav: 


Resolved, That the Sceretary of War be re- ; 


quested to report to this Flouse whether the whole 


‘amount or what part of the $30,000 appropriated 


at the last session of Congress forthe continuation 
of the improvement of the navigation of the 
Cumberland river has been applied to that object, 
and whether its application was madeg§mder the 
direction of the said Secretary, or the President 


of the United States, and whether the whole | 


amount or what part of said $30,000 was directed 
to be laid out upon said river below Nashville; 
and if any part of said sum be left, will it be laid 
out in continuation of the improvement of the 
river above NashvHle; if not, the reasons for 


| withholding it 


PUBLIC IMPROVEMENTS. 


The following resolution, heretofore offered by | 


Mr. Critron, was taken up: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the subject, 
and report their opinion to this House, ofthe most 


equal and just mode of applying the revenues of | 


the country to such works of public improvement 


within the respective States of this Union as may | 


be necessary for the facilitating of commerce with 
foreign nations and among the several States, 
And that they moreover report their opinion of 
the best and most practicable mode of ascertaining 
and determining the nationality and importance 


of such improvements as may be proposed within ! 


the said several States. 

Mr. CHILTON said that he had, in his re- 
marks yesterday, stated that the revenues of the 
country were paid, in the first place, by the im- 
porters, and that they were subsequently paid by 
the American people to the importers. It is by 
no means difficult to understand the operation by 
which the importer is repaid the amount of duty 
which is paid by him into the custom-house. 
The commission houses, when they sell, add 
not only the amount of duties paid, but a com- 
mission on them. Subsequently, itis not diffi- 
cult to see how the individual pays it. When he 


| goes to the retail store, whether the article he £ 
buys costs much or little, he pays the amount | 
that has been paid to the commission merchant į 
or importer, by the retailer, together with the | 


profits of the retailer He said he had endeavored 
to show that the revenues of the country were 
paid by the people of the Union, and not by any 
select, portion of it; where the greater proportion 
is consumed the greater proportion is paid. He 
had disposed of the questions of fact. He now 
came to that of conventional agreement or consu- 
tutional law. 

Mr. C. was here interrupted by a call for the 
orders of the day; which prevailed. . 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing communications: 

A letter from the Secretary, of the Navy, ac- 
companied by two hundred and seventy-five 
copies of the Navy Register, for the use of the 
members of the House. : 

A letter from the Sĉeretary of the Treasury, 
inclosing a report from the Directors of the Mint, 
pursuant to the acts of June last, in relation ta 
foreign coins, &c.; which was laid on the table 
and ordered to be printed. 

A communication from the War Department, 
transmitting various documents in relation to the 


claims of Nimrod Farrow.and Nathaniel- Har- 
ris; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. . ; 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing messages, &c., from the President ofthe | 
United States: . 


To the House of Representatives: ee 
In answer to the resolution of the House-of 
Representatives, passed on the: 24th ultimo, I 
| transmit a report from the Secretary of State upon 
the subject ANDREW JACKSON 


THE REPORT. 


The Secretary of State, to whom was referred 
a resolution of the House of Representatives of 
the 24th ultimo, requesting the President. ‘to 
il € communicate to that House such information ag 
‘he may have,-and which, in his opinion, may 
‘be proper to.be communicated, and not incom- 
‘patible with the punije interest, showing the 
‘steps which have been taken, and the progress 
‘which has been made in effecting an adjust- 
‘ ment and satisfaction of the claims of American 
‘citizens upon the Mexican Government,” has 
the honor to report, that, in pursuance of instruc- 
i| tions from this Department, various representa~ 
tions have been made to the Government of the 
United Mexican States, from time to. time, by 
the Minister of the United States in that Rep®%b- 
lic; that, owing to the condition of the country, 
they have hitherto been without sucecss; but 
that, in the Minister’s latest dispatch, ‘dated ‘the 
20th October last, he expresses the opinion, that 
the state of affairs will be such, after. the then 
approaching mecting of the Mexican Congress 
in January, as.will enable him to close in a satis- 
factory manner the negotiations now pending. 
All which is respectfully submitted, : 
OHN FORSYTH. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
WASHINGTON, January 5, 1835. 


To the House of Representatives of the United States: 
In answer to a resolution of the House of Rep- | 
regentatives, passed on the 27th ultimo, I trans- 
mitted a report made to me by the Secretary of 
State on the subject; and I have to acquaint the 
House, that the negotiation for the settlement of, 
the northeastern boundary being now in prog- 
ress, it would, in my opinion, be incompatible 
with the public interests to lay before the House 
i| any communications which have been: had ‘be~ 
tween the two Governments since the period 
alluded to in the resolution. a 
ANDREW JACKSON. 
Wasumcron, January 6, 1835. ; 


REPORT TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES. 


© DEPARTMENT OF STaTe, 
Wasuineron, 5th January, 1835. 

The Secretary of. State, to whom was referred 
ij a resolution of the House of Representatives of 
i| the 27th ultimo, requesting the President to lay 
|| before the House, if in his opinion it is not in- 
compatible with the public interest, any commu- 
nications which may have been had between the 
Government of the United States and that of 
Great Britain, since the rejection by the former 
of the advisory opinion of the King of the Neth- 
erlands, in reference to the establishmentand final 
settlement of the northeastern boundary. of the 
United States heretofore in controversy between 
the two Governments, and also requesting the 
President to communicate any information he 
may possess. of the exercise of practical jurisdic- 
tion by the authorities of the British province of 
New Brunswick over the disputed territory. within 
the limits of the State of Maine, according to the 
true line of boundary as claimed by the United 
States, and especially upon that part of the ter- 
ritory which has been incorporated by the gov- 
ernment of Maine into the town of Madawaska, 
together with such representations and corre- 
spondence (if any) as have been had by. the Exec- 
utive of that State with the Government of the 
United States on the subject, has: the honor to 
report, that the Department has no information 
which has not alread y been laid before the House, 
Il of the exercise of practical jurisdiction by the 


98 


‘THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


J anuary 6, 


authorities of the British province of New Bruns- 
wick over the disputed territory within the limits 
of.the State of Maine, nor any other representa- 
tion or correspondence had by the Executive of 
that State with the Government of the United 
States on that subject. Representations were 
made to this Department in the latter part of the 
year 1833, by the British Minister at Washing- 
ton, on the part of the authorities of New Bruns- 

= wick, complaining of infractions of the under- 
standing subsisting between the two Governments 
in regard to the disputed territory. These com- 
plaints, however, on being referred to the Gov- 
ernors of Maine and Massachusetts for explana- 
tion, were believed to be without just grounds. 
There was no complaint on the part of Maine, and 
the correspondence which took place on the occa- 
sion, is not supposed to be within the scope of 

~ the resolution of the House. 

As the negotiation between the United States 
and Great Britain, which was commenced in 
accordance with a resolution of the Senate after 
the rejection of the advisory opinion of the King 
of the Netherlands, for the establishment of the 
northeastern boundary, is now in progress, it is 
submitted to the President whether it would be 
compatible with the public interest to lay before 
P Houseany communications which have passed 

etween the two Governments on the subject. 

All which is respectfully submitted, 

JOHN FORSYTH. 


PAY OF NAVAL OFFICERS. 


The House then proceeded to the consideration 
of the unfinished special order, being the bill to 
regulate the pay of the officers of the Navy of the 
United States, ` 

he question being on the motion of Mr. 
‘Avian, of Virginia, to commit the bill to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and the amendment 
thereto offered by Mr. Mann, of New York, to 
add the words ‘ with instructions to prepare a 
bill to equalize the pay of the officers ofthe Army 
and Navy,” 

Mr. MANN of New York, rose and said, that 
having, before the House adjourned yesterday; 
moved to amend the motion of the honorable gen- 
tleman from Virginia, by adding instructions to 
the committee to report a bill to equalize tne pay 
of the Army and Navy, he would now endeavor, 
briefly as possible, to submit a few considera- 
tions. in favor of the original motion, as ke pro- 
posed to amend the same, and against the passage 
of the bill. We have (said Mr. M.) professed 
to be an economical, republican, plain people. 
It has been said that our Government, in its 

oractical operation, conferred a greater degree of 
encfit and protection upon the people than any 
other known among civilized nations. Its theo- 
ry, rejecting all privileged classcs, all exclusive 
legislation in favor of the few at the expense of 
the many, proceeding upon the principle ‘ that 
all men are created equal,” has commanded alike 
the admiration of patriotism and philanthropy. 
Its practice thus far has mainly conformed to its 
theory.. Occasional deviations from the repub- 
lican track will be found in our history; but he 
(Mr. M.) trusted these would only form excep- 


tions to general rules and principles, and not rules | 


and principles themselves. ` If atany time, in our 
good nature, in our generosity, or, if you please, 
hiberality, we overstep the bounds of prudence, and 
do violence to that justice which the nation owes 
equally to the most humble as the most exalted, 
we ought soon to expect to mect the corrective at 
the ballot-box. Mr. Speaker (said Mr. M.) the 
presentera will form a bright page in our national 
history, unless, by our own acts, we shall wan- 
tonly cast a shade overit, which will grow darker 
by age, until the remembrance of the present 
shall become unwelcome to the recollections of 
men. . By the economy and frugality of our re- 
publican habits, under an honest administration of 
our financial affairs, our national debt, (by some 
maintained to be a national blessing,) which in 
1817 amounted to $123,000,000, has been paid off, 
and the anomaly in the history of the oppressions 
of the human race is now presented of a great 
nation out of debt, possessing accruing surplus 
revenues to an extent which may prove dangerous 
to its purity and obnoxious to its safety. Are we 
(said Mr. M.) about to commence a system of 


extravagant. legislation, creating high salaries, 
sinecures, perquisites, allowances, douceurs, and 
privileges, which will lay the foundation of a new 
national debt, to prove more crucl and enduring 
than has ever yet excited the fears of our people? 
There are those, sir, (said Mr. M.,) in the atmos- 
phere surrounding this Capitol, who will answer, 
“ Never fear—the laborer is worthy of his hire, 
ang his hire is not enough to supply his wants, 
and his necessary luxuries and entertainments— 
his respectability must be supported or the nation 


is disgraced.” Put the question (said Mr. M.) to 


our constituents; I do not mean the wealthy and 
luxurious of our large cities and towns; but the 
great planting and farming interest of the country; 
and if have not grossly mistaken their opinions, 
their answer will be, “Prue, the laborer is worthy 
of his hire, and let that hire be reasonable, even 
liberal;”’ but they will becareful to add a warning 
against extravagance. This bill, sir, (said Mr. 
M.,) may be considered as a pioneer to a system 
which the peculiar situation of our financial 
affairs, the generous and better feelings of our 
nature towards our gallant officers, invites and 
allures us—a system of prodigal expenditures of 
the plic revenues, for the benefit of our favor- 
ites, to’ silence their clamors, and pamper their 
appetites, wholly inconsistent with a just sense 
of our duties to the country, the purity of its laws 
and administration, and destructive to its welfare. 


We have been reminded of our overflowing } 
Treasury, and that republics are ungrateful—we | 


hear, spoken in eloquent accents—our national 
greatness, our bravery, our liberality, our justice, 
our honor, our debt of gratitude to those who 
protect and defend us from “ perils by sea and by 
land;” but, sir, (said Mr. M.,) pardon me for the 
apprehension, that this is the ‘siren’? to our 
vanity, which lulls to security, and ‘deceives but 
to destroy.” 

J trbt, sir, (said Mr. M.,) that the lessons 
gathered from the history of European oppres- 
sions have not all been yet lost to the people, and 


that there is yet a spirit which may be awakened | 


to a sense of danger—which will shield us from 


the evils that have been inflicted upon those na- 


tions, by the adoption of systems of bounties, 
pensions, and sinecures, which have-turned all 
the property of those kingdoms out of the hands 
of honest industry, into the laps of luxurious 
idleness and vice. 

Mr. Speaker, when this bill was under consid- 
eration before the Committee of the Whole, I 
had occasion to say that itwas alittle remarkable 
thata proposition to equalize the pay of the Army 
aud Navy should so readily have resolved itself 
into an effort simply to increase the pay of the 
Navy; and I desired (said Mr. M.) to be informed 
by what process and for what reasons, the ori- 
ginal object had been abandoned by the commit- 
tec, and their efforts directed only to increase the 
pay of the Navy. The chairman of the commit- 
tee [Mr. Warmoveu] has contented himself by 
answering that it was found impracticable to un- 
dertake to reduce the pay of the Army, without 
endangering the success of the principal object of 
raising the pay of the Navy. It is true, sir, (said 
Mr..M.,) that the Army and Navy have already 
gained so much influence over our legislative 
councils that it is impracticable # restrain their 
control? The very proposition is sufficiently 
alarming, but the admission of it upon this floor 
is astonishing! Does the gentleman mean to 
admit that it is impracticable to reduce the pay 
and emoluments of the swarms of officers of the 
Army, because they are unwilling to be reduced, 
and that, therefore, we must abandon that branch 
of the subject, and comply with the demands of 
the officers of the Navy, by raising their emolu- 
ments up to the standard of the Army? 

Mr.WATMOUGH explained, and said he had 
made no such admissions or declarations that he 
was aware of, as the gentleman had supposed. 
He must have been misunderstood. 

Mr. MANN continued. He was confident the 
honorable gentleman had måde such remarks in 
answer to his (Mr. M.’s) inquiry, although, per- 
haps, the gentleman had forgotten himself, in 
the zeal with which he pressed this bill. Why, 
sir, (said Mr. M.,) the course of proceedings of 
this committee seems to me to amount to such 
an admission; otherwise, for what reason, I ask 


again, did the committee abandon their original 
‘object of equalizing the pay of the officers of the 
Army and Navy? J am aware, sir, (said Mr. 
M.,) that the six hundred and three officers of 
the Army are a more numerous, if not a more 
dangerous, body than Congress. They com- 
mand six thousand five hundred and ninety-five 
men; thatis an average of one officer for about 
ten men; from which it might be inferred, that 
the men are under a sufficient discipline for a 
peace ‘establishment. Mr. M. hoped that the 
honorable gentleman had not taken counsel from 
his fears of this array in arriving at his conclu- 
sion, that it was impracticable to legislate as to 
the pay and emoluments of this branch of the 
publie service. Will it be denied, sir, (said Mr. : 
M.,) that some remedial legislation, in regard 
to the emoluments of the officers of the Army, 
would be beneficial to our finances, if not to the 
‘c morale ” of the Army itself? Let us look into 
this ‘ingratitude of republics.” The honor- 
able gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. ALLEN,] who 
addressed the House yesterday on this subject, 
was mistaken in what he said in respect to the 
pay of the officers of the Army. He might 
easily be mistaken, sir, (said Mr. M.,) because, 
in looking into the documents génerally on this 
subject, although you have a bureau here for — 
every division and subdivision of duty, there is 
confusion and uncertainty—I will not say a fraud- 
ulent suppression—in regard to the allowances 
and emoluments of the officers of the Army. 
Sir, (said Mr. M.,) the Blue Book, compiled 
every two years, pursuant to a law of Congress, 
under the direction of the Secretary of State, is 
required by Jaw to ‘ exhibit the amount of com- 
pensation, pay, and emoluments allowed to each 
officer or agent.” Now, sir, in regard to the pay 
of the Army, this document only shows the pay 
and allowances to your major general—$200 per 
month and fifteen rations per fiy A. brigadier 
general, $104 per month and twelve rations; and 
thus through the different grades. Sir, (said 
Mr. M.,) we shall soon learn that this celebrated 
Blue Book does not tell us half the truth. I do 
not know whose fault it may be; but, sir, in 
respect to the Army, this book is not entitled to 
the least credit. In document marked B, accom- 
panying the report of this bill, the pay and emol- 
uments of a major general are stated to be 
$6,512 64; a brigadier general, $4,422 48. In 
another document, sir, (said Mr. M.,) accompa- 
nying the same report, called statement A, under 
the joint signatures of the Secretaries of the War 
and Navy Departments, I find the following 
statement, which I beg leave to read for the in- 
formation of the House. Mr. M. read: 

The following table exhibits the maximum 
amount of pay and stated allowances which the 
respective grades of the Army can receive, and 
the average amount actually received during the 
year 1832: 


Actually re- ; 
anaves. ceived in| Maximum 
Major General .....«.. 186,528 80 [$6,634 00 
Brigadier General.......| 4,265 20 | 4,515 00 
Colonel...............-.| 2,678 65 | 3,014 00 
Lieutenant Colonel......} 2,329 80 | 2,497 50 
Major.......seseeeeee| 2,099 40 | 2,231 50 
Captain..........0.000.! 1,442 91 | 1,569 00 
First Lieutenant........| 1,103 52 | 1,443 00 
Second Lieutenants. ....| 1,027 40 | 1,383 00 
Brevet Second Lieuten- 
ANS, ceeeereceecseoee| 1,027 40 | 1,383 00 
Cadets...cccseceerseeee| 338 00 338 00 


Sir, this statement does not agree with the state- 
ment first mentioned in any one item, yet it must 
be taken and deemed as authentic as any other, 
as far as it goes. It does not profess to show all 
the allowances made to the officers of the Army. ° 
Under most circumstances, these officers are en- 
titled extra, to double rations, fuel, quarters, sta- 
tionery, transportation, or traveling allowance, 
besides a special extra average per diem allow- 
ance of two dollars on court-martial or special 
duties. I cannot learn, sir, (said Mr. M.,) from 


any documents within my reach, what all this 
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paraphernalia of allowances costs the country, or 
what is its value to the officers, and it is doubtful 
whether, at this time, any department of the Gov- 
ernment can inform you what is the exact value 
and amount of the pay and allowances per annum 
to the general and staff officers of the Army. The 
practice of brevets, which has obtained exten- 
sively, seems better adapted to the increase of 
pay than to any other object of the service. For 
instance, a brevet brigadier ‘general, stationed at 
Washington, performing the duty of the head of 
the bureau of the engineer corps, may obtain a 
salary under a law giving him $104 per month 
and twelve rations per day, of $4,515. I do not 
take this example from any hostility to the re- 
spectable gentleman who has been so fortunate as 
to secure such snug quarters. I believe he isa 
good engineer; but his engineering is perhaps on 
a scale more expensive to the country than the 
scale of his salary. 

These details (said Mr. M.) furnish a single 
example of how much abuse may be practiced, 
under the guise of the public service, if not the 
public good. They show on the face of them the 
necessity of legislative correction, and ifthe com- 

_mittee had adhered to their original purpose, I 

“should have entertained some hope of seeing our 
army officers placed on a footing more just to the 
true interests of the country and the other branches 
of the public service. Unfortunately, they have 
not done so, and therefore I am for the motion of 
the honorable gentleman from Virginia, to com- 
mit this bill with instructions “ to report a bill to 
equalize the pay of the Army and Navy;” and I 
would add a provision to cut off all allowances. 

Mr. Speaker, (said Mr. M.,) I come now to 
the examination of the dry details of this bill; 
and I mustask the indulgence of the House while, 
I submit a few considerations against its passage. 
I will attempt to show that its provisions will 
increase the pay and emoluments of the Navy, 
except in the highest grades, much beyond the 
maximum which the Secretary, or the navy 
board, or even its officers themselves, have as 
yet asked or desired. I willattempt to go further, 
sir, and show by comparisons that the present 
pay and allowances to the American Navy, ex- 
cept in the highest grades, are now, under our 
laws and regulations, greater than those of. any 
other considerable navy in Europe. Some of the 
general provisions of this bill, sir, will also claim 
our attention. The first thing which presents 
itself to our attention is usually an unimportant 
part of a bill—its title, ‘A bill to regulate the pay 
of the Navy of the United States.” I have been 
brought up in the old schools, where I learned to 
call things by their right names. Perhaps I am’ 
behind the intelligence and ingenuity of the age, 
but I should call this in plain English ‘a bill to 
increase the pay of the Navy.’? When the honor- 
able gentleman adopted his bill, he must have 
been influenced by the doctrine that ‘‘a rose by 
any other name would smell as sweet.” But why 
not call it by its true name? Is it to be implied 
that its friends entertain some fears that it has 
rhubarb in its composition? Sir, whatever you 
call it, the bill will still be a bill to increase the 

ay of the Navy, instead of what it should have 

cen, “A bill to equalize the pay of the Army 
and Navy. 

The first item in it seeks to establish a distinc- 
tion between officers of the same grade by desig- 
nating ‘¢a senior captain,” or a concealed Admi- 
ral a ‘*commander-in-chief’’ of the Navy. I 
confess myself a little jealous of “titles and dig- 
nities’? under this Government. Perhaps (said 
Mr. M.) it is owing to a defect of education in 
the school to which Í have always been attached. 
‘Why (said Mr. M.) do we propose to do things 
for the Navy under false colors? That branch of 
the service has never given us such examples. 
Their banners have always been boldly hung out, 
inscribed with liberty and truth. 

T'o this “ senior captain’? we propose by this 
bill to give, when in service, a salary, besides 
some allowances, of $4,500. ‘* When on leave 
of absence or waiting orders, $3,500.’’ In re- || 
spect to ‘‘all other captains,” the provisions of 
the bill are similar, except in some contingencies | 
not likely to occur. x 

The ten captains of the Navy of over fifteen 


These precedents (said Mr. M.) cannot have been 


‘other objections arose against it, it was not 


ears’ standing, “when åt sea,’? and when at 
Es) , 


shore stations, and as navy commissioners, now 
receive an average salary of $3,493 72, besides 
some other valuable allowances. 

Is not this enough to satisfy all reasonable de- 
mands upon the gratitude of republics? We are 
answered in the negative, (said Mr. M.;) and to 
show us simple republicans how far we are behind 
those great and oppressive aristocracies, we are 
referred to the precedents of the British and 
French navies, communicated to us, to my sur- 
prise, by the Secretary of the Navy—not, I am 
confident, for our imitation or adoption. 

In those navies an admiral (‘‘ senior oficer”) 
receives from seven thousand five hundred dollars 
to nine thousand five hundred dollars, which is 
increased nearly fifty per cent, when they are on 
duty; or, in other words, the princely treasures 
of those kingdoms, ‘‘ gathered from the mouths 
of famine,” are opened to the rapacity of those 
who hold to the maxim of “‘ taking care of the 
rich, and the rich will take care of the poor.” 


placed upon our records as examples for our adop- 
tion at the instance of any American citizen, and, 
for myself, I cannot permit them to influence my 
judgment or action in respect to any provision of 
this bill. To me they are bad precedents; and 
the circumstance of their being before us has, in’ 
no degree, disposed me in favor of the bill which 
uccompanied them. i 

It will be legitimate, however, for me to refer 
to them again, for another purpose. Sir, (said 
Mr. M.,) we are told that the pay of the officers of 
the Navy was established by a law passed in 
1799, since which it has not been increased; while 
the pay in other departments of the public ser- 
vice has been enlarged; and this is urged as a rea- 
son why we ought now to show our liberality | 
with the public treasure, and increase the pay of 
the Navy. Iam aware, sir, (said Mr. M.,) that 
our public servants immediately about the Cap- | 
itol are much in the habit of applying to the lc- 
gislative power to give! give! and that, in the 
better sympathies of our nature, we are too apt 
to yield to such importunities, forgetting the in- 
terests of those multitudes of our fellow-citizens 
far removed from the scene of our action, but 
whose interests deserve the most of our care. It 
should not be forgotten (said Mr. M.) that in 
4799 an Administration existed, under the 
elder Adams, in this country, that, whatever 


guilty of being in favor of low salaries. The 
pay of the captains of the Navy was raised 
at that critical period in our history and in 
our finances, from $75 to $100: per month; and 
it is under that law now, by which these cap- 
tains, through allowances and perquisites, obtain 
the average before stated of $3,493 per annum; 
except that, in 1815, Congress passed a law to 
organize the Navy-board, and establishing their 
pay at $3,500, besides some contingencies. _ 
Mr. Speaker, (said Mr. M.,) E do not perceive 
the force of the reasoning, that because you have 
raised the pay in one branch of the service, you 
must therefore raise another, or the whole. If 
admitted, it would lead to raising the pay under 
this Government, already, in my judgment, too | 
high in every department, to a degree which | 
would exalt the agent above the principal. The | 
officers of the Navy, sir, (said Mr. M.,) in addi- 
tion to pay and emoluments, in time of war are 
entitled to prize money, which is usually the 
lion’s part. This item, during the late war, 
amounted to $1,140,594, divided, according to 
our prize laws, between the gallant officers and | 
rews of the vessels so fortunate in capturing the 
enemy. When we reflect, again, that these offi- 
cers are not called into foreign sea-service more |i 
than about one year in five, I am confident the 
country will be satisfied that there is no necessity | 
for passing this bill; so far, at least, as the thirty- || 
seven captains of the Navy are concerned. __ 
Mr. Speaker, the next item of this proposition 
“to regulate,” raises the pay of the masters 
commandant, or, in the more dignified language, || 
to the title of this item, “ commanders,” (leav- | 


i 


ing the appellative ‘* chief” off for the present.) j| 
They are to receive $2,500 on sea service; on i 
other duty, $2,000. Waiting orders, (that is, i 
engaged to do nothing,) $1,800. There are at |, 
present forty-one of these officers in the service. i 


They are mostly its: active and efficient officers. 
Their rank has not been above actual service; and 
Tam frank to admit, that some of them have not - 
heretofore obtained as much pay as their services 
may have merited when compared with other 
grades in the Navy. There seems to be an’ ex- 
traordinary discrepancy in their pay and allow- 
ances at present, which I ‘cannot well account 
for. For instance, those nine who are in actual 
sea service receive $1,356 25 each; while the nine 
commanding navy-yards, receiving, or recruiting 
stations obtain $2,010 75 each. :On the whole, 
sir, if their pay and emoluments were properly 
distributed, it would seem to me, that better 
justice would be done, and this class of officers 
more equally rewarded, if not better satisfied. 
Sir, (said Mr. M.,) I could go through the de- 
tails of, this bill, in every grade of the service, 
inéreasing the pay as it does, in every instance, 
to a degree not heretofore contemplated by even 
the officers themselves. The committee who re- 
ported it, has made two reports on the subject, 
each differing in principle from the other, and 
brought in three different bills for the same object, 
each varying widely from its immediate prede- 
cessor, and then the chairman before the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, accepts, virtually, a new 
bill, differing essentially from all the other prop- 
ositions, and this is amended, until you find it, 
a deformity upon your table. After. this exhibi- 
tion, what confidence, sir, ouglit the House to 
repose in the doings- of the committee? Why, 
sir, the honorable gentleman ought to suspect his 
own judgment, and distrust himself for having. 
lent his ears too willingly, to those whose inter- 
ests had got the better of their judgments. He 
hasinformed us that he diligently sought the most 
extensive information on this subject—but, sir, 
(said Mr. M.,) although I yi ‘not question the 
gentleman’s diligence,- yet [ am compelled to, 
doubt his, success in the pursuit, and oppose the 
use he proposesyto make of his attainments. 
There are, however, several documents appended 
to his reports, from which I have compiled three 
brief statements, to prove to you the two propo- 
sitions that this bill will increase the pay of the 
Navy far beyond the maximum which the Secre- 
tary and the Navy board, acting in behalf of the 
interest committed to their direction, have asked 
or desired; and secondly, that the present. pay of 
the Navy is, in all the grades except the higher, 
greater than in any other considerable navy in 
Europe. For this last purpose, I have used: part 
of the precedents furnished to us of the pay in 
the British and French Navies. ‘Let me remark 
further, that the document furnished by the joint 
deliberations of the Secretaries of Warand Navy, 
was drawn up in obedience to aresolution of the 
Senate of 3d March, 1833, requesting the Presi- 
dent to ‘¢ cause to be prepared and laid before the 
‘Senate, at the commencement of its session, a ` 
‘ plan for equalizing the pay of the officers in the 
‘Army and Navy, and providing for a fixed com- 
‘pensation for their services, in lieu of present 
‘ allowances.” After the Secretaries had prepared 
this document or plan, they submitted it to the 
Navy board for their consideration; and they 
proposed some modifications, by increasing some 
grades and diminishing others, in a slight and 
unimportant degree. Thus, sir, this plan of in- 


|| crease in the pay of the Navy has the sanction 


of the two Secretaries, the Navy board, as the 


| official representatives of the Navy, and of the 


President of the United States. It is therefore 
entitled to at least as much consideration as the 
opinion of the honorable gentleman, who has 
given us his three different opinions in the shape 
of bills. Gs 

Mr. Speaker, I have taken pains to compare 
the provisions of this bill with the pay thus pro- 
posed under the official sanction, of the high ofti- 
cers charged with this duty, and the pay provided 
by the bill exceeds that proposed in the plan, in 
every single instance except one or two of the 
highest grades. ; 

The brief statements which I present.as-exam- 
ples, exhibit the present ‘pay of the Navy as far 
as the same appears in the documents, the pay 
proposed by the Secretaries and Navy board, the 
increased pay provided in this bill, and the com- 
parative pay in the British and French-navies. 

Here Mr. M. read many of the details in the 
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; visions. of the bill. 


-< documents, and compared them. with the pro- 


GRADES. 


Sec’y Navy and 
‘Navy Board. 
the bill. 


Present average 
pay. 


Pay proposed by 
Pay provided in 


Dolls. .| Dolls. 
3,493 72 | 5,500 | 4,500 


1,940 00 | 3,000 | 3,500 


11. Senior captain at-sea, 
Ditto. on leave of ab- 
Bence, KC..scereeaee 
2. Other capt’s comd’g 
squadrons or acting as 
navy commissioners,) 3,500 00) 4,200 
3. Other capt’s comd’y 
atseaand navy-yards,| 3,466 00 
On leave or waiting or- 
ders..seaceeeeeeeee} 1,940 00 
4. Masterscom’t at sea,} 1,356 25 
Ditto. on other duty...) 2,010 56! 1,600 
Ditto. on leave or wait- 
; ing orders.... 1,176 25 
5. Lieuts. in command ,| 1,296 25 
On other duty ........) 1,292 95 
On leave or waiting or- 
ders... 
6. Midshipmen at sea.. 
7. Chaplains at sea.... 
8. Schoolmaster 


4,500 
4,000 
3,000 


2,500 
2,000 


1,800 
1,800" 
1,500 


1,200 

400 
1,200 
1,200 


1,000 


800 
350 
1,000 
600 


eee ry 


p Frencnu Navy—Pay of Flag Officers. 
Admiral........ Wiese 7,500 00 
Vice Admiral Sekecarices ASAP 2,862 00 | 
Rear Admiral. .....cceecceeeeereevee 1,875 00 
Captain ship of the line, first class. ... 1,125 00 
Captain ship of fẹẹ line, second class.. 1,012 00 
Captain frigate... eeceteeereeesseene T87 50 
Allowances.—These vary at yards and at sea, 
amounting, in some cases, to as much as the pay 
-of these classes of officers.. 
Lieutenant of a ship of the line.........$450 00 
Licutenant of a frigate .........e0e00.4 337 50 
Surgeon of the eleventh class........... 562 00 
Midshipmen of the first class.......... 150 00 
Allowances to the under officers much less than 
` in American Navy. : 
Note.—The pay of the superior grades is in- 
creased nearly Fey per cent. when at sea, 
Britisu Navy. 
Rear Admiral or Commodore of the first 


class. ensen NS ose) DIOTE OaE Ta EEA $4,861 80 
Captain of a flect....... ee eeveeeesee 4,861 80 
Captain first vate ..... ee eens seeveeees 3,542 08 
Commander first rate... 0... ee eee sees 3,042 08 
First Licutenant, seven years’ standing 

ALSt PAtC. . erro eee ervenes seeeeseees 663 78 
All other Lieutenants........ soevesee 531 02 
Master. .....eee. Peai ssssesecseoes 752 38 
Chaplain .essenassesssaserecosasesee 708 03 
Surgeons, arase E E T 15134 00 
Assistant surgeons ...... apices Saleeee s 531 02 | 
Midshipmen. .........00.0cccceeeees 138 52 


Note.—Other grades conform to these rates, 
and this is the pay in first rate vessels, which is 
generally diminished through all the other six 
. classes of vessels belonging to the British navy. | 

After Mr. M. had referred to the details of the | 
pay in the British and French navies, and was 
proceeding to show that in all the grades below 
admiral, it was far lower than the present pay in 
the American Navy, 

Mr. WATMOUGH explained, and said those 
precedents were incorrect, and that the gentleman 
was mistaken, because that pay was increased 
when in service fifty per cent., and that those | 
officers obtained large allowances besides, 

Mr. MANN continued, and said that he was 
aware that the higher grades in the French service, 
when at sea, had such increase, but none of the 

. lower grades. The honorable gentleman has told 
us nothing new. Suppose I was mistaken fifty | 
- per cent., 1t will be easy to add that to the pay | 
of those navies, and then you will not equal 
: the pay of the lower grades in our Navy The | 
honorable gentleman appends documents to his 
- reports for our consideration, and then says they 


are incorrect and cannot be relied upon. Sir, Í 


should wish to know whether any of these doc- 
uments are to be. relied on, or whether the gen- 
tleman will also. stultify the residue? If these 
documents are in any degree worthy of credit, 
then have I proved to you the two propositions 
which I have before made; and now, sir, let me 
ask this House if it is prudent for us, in the dis- 
creet discharge of our duties, to pass this bill, 
thus increasing the pay to a greater extent than 
has been proposed by those officers who have 
had the subject under their careful revision? I 
might here pause, and ask whether the present 
pay of the Navy is not now sufficiently large? 
Shall we outstrip in our career the. vices and 
oppressions of European aristocracies? But, Mr. 
Speaker, I have not yet spoken of the allowances 
now made to our officers, which will be found to 
exceed those in Europe. I have alittle book, 
compiled in 1832, by that most indefatigable and 
valuable officer, the Secretary of the Treasury, 
while he was at the head of the Navy Department, 


which contains many things on this subject, not. 


known generally to the public. The honorable 
chairman has not thought it advisable to make 
this book a part of the documents to his report. 
I will beg leave to read a few paragraphs: 
“Allowance on bills drawn by commander of 


i ‘ships or squadrons. This was two and a half 


‘per cent., but ceased after the 10th November, 
€ 1826.” I am informed thatit is now established 
at one per cent., but I will not vouch for the 
truth of this. Ffit be true, sir, the allowance 
of one per cent. on the expenses of a three year’s 
cruise will sustain the dignity of a captain suf- 
ficiently for a republic. 

“Allowance for cabin furniture. Commanders 
tof vessels in commission will be allowed as fol- 
‘lows in lieu of cabin furniture: 

“Commodore of a squadron thirty dollars per 
t month; captain of line-of-battle-ship twenty-five 
‘dollars sper month; captain of a frigate twenty 
‘dollars per month; master commandant in com- 
‘mand fifteen dollars per month; lieutenant com- 
‘manding ten dollars per month. : 

“ The following articles are deemed fixtures, 
‘and will be provided by the Government, viz: 
‘sofas, sideboards, secretaries, book cases, cur- 
t tains, carpets, wash-stands, basins, covers, and 
‘hanging lamp for cabin. 

«Allowance for chamber money. Two dollars 
‘per week to officers stationed where there are 
‘no quarters. 

“Allowance for detention on special duty. Ten 
‘dollars per day to judges-advocate who do not 
‘belong to the Navy; three dollars per day to 
‘captains and masters commandant; two dollars 
‘per day to surgeons, lieutenants, and citizens 
‘generally; one dollar and a half per day to all 
‘others. 

“The following articles of furniture are allowed 
‘by the Navy Department: Commandants’ 
‘houses (giving items) six hundred and sixty- 
‘six dollars, and oil cloths for passage and parlor, 
t not to exceed two dollars per yard; masters com- 
‘mandant's houses (giving items) three hundred 
‘and nineteen dollars, besides like oil cloths; 
‘houses of lieutenants, sailing masters, surgeons, 
‘and pursers at yards (giving items) one hun- 
‘dred and seventy-eight dollars, besides like car- 
t pets.” ; 

Prone, sir, are not yetall the allowances made, 
but I fear I go too far into detail. {will mention 
fucl, candles, and stationery, travel or transpor- 
tation, (including constructive journeys,) which 
amount to an annual sum to each officer greater 
than the people, or perhaps the Government are 
now aware of. 

Mr. Speaker, (said Mr. M.,) looking atall this 
array of salaries, allowances in kind orin money, 
I am constrained to call it “an abuse,” for I wiil 
not use a harsher term. It needs no comment, 
and I forbear. Let us turn our attention, fora 
few moments, to some of the general provisions 
of this bill, which appear to me objectionable. 
By one of these provisions surgeons, ordered as 
fleet surgeons, are to have their pay increased 


one half, and ‘* when appointed to perform the | 


duties of surgeon general, his pay shall be in- 
creased three fourths.” Now, sir, (said Mr. 


:M.,) I should like to be informed why itis that 


we undertake to do things for the Navy indi- 
rectly, which we do not like to do directly and 


openly? Is it necessary that there should be 
concealment in any of our objects? Why not 
(said Mr. M.) provide openly, under large cap- 
itals, there shall be appointed a new officer inthe 
Navy, (as you have in the Army,) to be called a 
surgeon general, with a salary and allowances 
of $3,000? If such an offiger 1s necessary to the 
service, let it be understood, and the reasons 
shown for it; and is there any doubt that it 
would be favorably considered, if those reasong 
were sufficient? If you pass this bill, (said Mr, 
M.,) you will have such an officer added to the 
long list now in commission, and he will have a 
salary of $3,000. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, are we about to lay the 
foundation of a naval school in the establishment 
of this “ professor of mathematics??? If so, letit _ 
be avowed, and let us understand, openly and dis- 
tinetly, the purpose. The honorable gentleman 
[Mr. Warmoveu] has reported in favor of such 
an establishment. I perceive, by that report, that. 
we have now some schoolmasters attached to the 
service. At Boston thereis one teacher stationed 
upon a salary of $981 75, besides allowances, and. 
he must be a gentleman of considerable import- 
ance, not addicted to labor in. his vocation, for 
he has not (do not be surprised) six pupils l At 
New York there are two ‘‘ professors,’’ and one 
has $981 75, and the other $662 50, with allow- 
ances, and they both have fifteen pupils! At 
Norfolk, one “ professor,” and thirty-one pupils! 
These, sir, must be rare foundations for naval 
schools! But I will not now discuss whether we 
ought to teach our young men how to live at the 
public expense; yet, sir, this ‘‘ professorship of 
mathematics” in the Navy may prove a germ, 
on which we may ingraft an establishment to 
educate favorites, in exclusion to the community 
generally, under the disguise of preparing them 
for the public service, which will correspond with 
that at West Point, under the surveilance of the 
officers of the Army. Before we adopt this “* pro- 
fessor,” I should like to be informed how man 
assistant professors will be necessary to enable 
him to perform his duty I perceive that the 
“ professor of mathematics” at West Point has 
four ‘ assistant professors,” and if the naval pro- 
fessors should require alike number, we might 
as well, perhaps, establish a corps of professors 


“under the command of a bureau, with a salary of 


at least $4,515! This naval ‘* professor,” I am 
given to understand, has heretofore had a calling, 
copied from the English, a “‘schoolmaster;”’ but 
we are now told that this appellation does not 
now correspond with his “dignity,” he being 
an officer of ‘the Government of the United 
States !” and jealous of his rank and title. Now, 
sir, (said Mr. M.,) I have yet to learn that the 
calling or occupation of a ‘‘ schoolmaster” is 
either derogatory or degrading. If it be so, then, 
sir, I am obliged to confess that I have borne this 
degradation in common with many other gentle- 
men on this floor. If, sir, we shall leave this ‘‘ pro- 
fessor,” with his humble calling of a ‘ school- 
master,” without ‘gown and wig,” lam inclined 
to believe he will render youas much and as good 
service as he will if you confer high-sounding 
tides, which imply that he performs his duties 
by deputy. 

There is another provision (said My. M.) 
which should not escape notice. It contains the 
principles, and has the modern objects of ‘‘ brevet 
rank,” which has obtained in the Army. It 
provides, that officers performing duties of a 
higher grade shall be entitled to the pay and 
emoluments of such grade. If the House are 
prepared to sanction the principle and practice of 
‘‘ brevets ” in the organization of the Navy, itis 
probable we shall hear less complaint as to the 
difficulties and delays of promotion. Officers who 
have heretofore been contented in the perform- 
ance of the duties assigned to their grade, will 
soon, like many of your officers of the Army, 
have two or three ‘‘ brevets;” and inthe end the 
coxswain may “pace the deck, and play the 
commodore.”? No provision could well be de- 
vised which would prove more mischievous to 
the discipline of the Navy, or destructive to its 
best interests. Again, sir, I had occasion to re- 
mark the other day, that the second section, pro- 
viding to set apart three per cent. of the pay © 


|| the officers to ** constitute a fund for the relief of 


1835. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


the widows and children of those officers,” was 
virtually an annual appropriation out of the 
Treasury to grant annuities or pensions to those 
persons who have not heretofore come within | 
the pension policy of this country _ The honor- 
able gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Mason] said 
in reply, that I was mistaken in supposing it to 
be an appropriation out of the Treasury; it was 
out of the pay of the officers; and he undertook 
to establish his position. Why, Mr. Speaker, 
who can fail to. perceive, that if you establish a 
rate of pay for your officers, from which you 
deduct annually three per cent., you must make 
that pay three per cent. higher than you would 
otherwise deem necessary? But, sir, (said Mr. 
M.,) I cannot add to what was said on this 
point, and so well said yesterday, by the honor- 
able gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. ALLEN.] Mr. 
Speaker, my two honorable colleagues, [Messrs. 
Warp and Vanpexrroe.,} for whom | entertain 
feelings of habitual respect, have delivered to us 
some warm-hearted culogiums upon the charac- 
ter and services of our Navy and its officers. In 
all they have said in that respect, I most fully 
and sincerely concur; but, perhaps unfortunately, | 
I have been obliged to consider the question 
before us as one of entirely different character, 
wholly disconnected with those brilliant achieve- 
ments which have won so much favor, and com- 
manded so much eloquent admiration. 

Sir, (said Mr. M.,) there are at present one 
thousand and seven officers attached to the Navy. 
Their present aggregate pay is $738,425 25. If 
you pass this bill, sir, their aggregate pay will 

e $973,593 34, making an increase of $235,168 09. 
This statement may not be entirely accurate, 
although it is derived from the most correct offi- | 
cial sources. ‘The pay of these officers, sir, at 
present, is a sum sufficient to support the civil 
administration of any three of the largest State 
governments in this Union, and the increased pay 
provided in this bill is a sufficient sum to support 
the government of either one of them. We are 
then to decide, sir, not whether the Navy has | 
acquired glory in deadly conflict, but whether we 
willenlarge the permanent expenditures of this 
Government, (already complained of in every 
quarter of the Union,) by‘so large a sum annually, 
to be gathered from the fruits“of honest labor, in 
order to increase the salaries of the officers, not 
so much for those who were connected with the 
glories of which my colleagues speak, (for many 
of them have long ‘since made their beds in the 
“ vasty deep,’’) but those who are to succeed, 
and who are now pressing from every quarter of 
the country to gain admission into the service. 
My friends alluded to the pay of the higher 
grades in the British and French navies; and I 
fear those precedents, in the unguarded moments 
of their warm-hearted zeal towards the brave, 
may for once have caused them to forget the in- 
terests of those whose utmost toil, in the heat and 
burden of the day, secures for them but a limited 
poecien against the chills of the winters of their į 
ives, * 

Finally, Mr. Speaker,’ (continued Mr. M.,) 
we need have little apprehension that those who | 
work for the United States will work for nothing; 
neither need we have our repose disturbed for 
fear they will not get enough. Let us remem- | 
ber that this Government derives all its reve- į 
nues, as well as all its powers, from the people; ; 


that it cannot act at all except by agents, whose ; 
self-interest (an all-pervading spring of human 
action) is always against the principle quickened | 
by cupidity and sharpened by avarice; and, for 
one, I conclude there is no danger on their side of 
the question. Sir, (said Mr. M.,) let me add that 
I have always been friendly to the Navy—I have 
appreciated its utility, equally with its gallantry. | 
I would provide liberally to sustain its real and 
true interests, its dignity and reputation abroad, | 
by suitable and general laws. But do not, sir, | 
I beseech, charge the country with so large a 
permanent expenditure to raise our salaries and 
increase our luxuries, lest, through consequent | 
effeminacy, we too soon realize the evils which j| 
Spain found in the mines of the New World. 
Mr. POPE said that he had heretofore abstained | 
from any interference in the progress of the bill 


i| bill to the Committee of the Whole on the state 


before the House He had, however, listened 
attentively to the various propositions of gentle- 


men, and the remarks which had been made on 
the subject. He was satisfied that the present 
compensation to those engaged in the naval ser- 
vice was too low. He was not to be deterred by 
anything which might be urged, from doing en- 
tire justice to, and paying adequately those indi- 
viduals who encountered the perils of the ocean, 
in sustaining and defending the flag and the honor 
of the nation. Te believed that the bill was not 
altogether just in its details; but he would prefer 
taking it with its imperfections, than that no act 
on the subject should be passed. He would 
rather give too much than too little to those en- 
gaged in the naval service of the country. While 
he entertained these views, he was apprehensive 
that the bill, in its present shape, would not re- 
ceive. the assent of the House; and he appealed 
to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. ALLEN] to 
withdraw his motion to commit, for the purpose 
of giving him (Mr. P.) an opportunity to sub- 
mit a proposition, which he indicated, to amend 
the bill, and which he considered necessary to 


insure its passage. 


Mr. WISE hoped his colleague would with- 
draw his motion to commit the bill, and enable 
its friends to remedy its defects, if any should be 
found to exist. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Virginia, said that inasmuch 
as his motion had been superseded, or varied by 
the instructions which had been proposed by the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. Mawnn,] he had 
no objections to withdraw it. 

The motion being withdrawn, Mr. POPE pro- 
posed to amend the bill by striking from the 
following clause, the words printed in italics: 

‘To captains, when commanding squadrons 
on coast stations, and when acting as Navy com- 
missioners, four thousand five hundred dollars.’” 

Mr. PARKER suggested that the words ‘‘ coast 
stations,” be also stricken out. 

Mr. POPE assented to the suggestion as a 
modification of his motion. 

Mr. Ps further moved to amend the bill by | 
striking out $3,700 as the compensation to cap- 
tains “when on other duty” than specially 
stated, and inserting $3,000. 

Also, to strike from the bill all that part rela- 
ting to extra allowances, and to raising a fund by 
deducting three per cent. from the pay of the 
commission and warrant officers, for the relief of 
the relations, &c., of deceased officers. : 

Mr. WATMOUGH was anxious that this bill, 
which had occupied so much of the time of the 
House, should be disposed of. If gentlemen 
would be satisfied with the amendments proposed 
by the gentleman from Kentucky, he would not | 
oppose them, and was willing that they should j 
be adopted. 

Mr. JARVIS remarked that the portions of the 
bill which it was proposed to change, having been 
amended in the Committee of the Whole, and the 
House having concurred in the amendments thus 
proposed by the committee, he did not think that 
the Hguse-could now, without a commitment, 
entertain the proposition of the gentleman from 
Kentucky. 

After some conversation between Mr. MASON, 
of Virginia, and the CHAIR (temporarily filled 
by Mr. Hvgsarp) on the point of order raised by 
Mr. Jarvis, ‘ 

Mr. JONES, of Georgia, moved to commit the 


of the Union, with instructions to strike out all 
afier the enacting clause, and insert in lieu thereof 
several sections, (which he sent to the Clerk’s | 
table,) proposing to establish the ranks of admi- 
ral, vice admiral, and rear admiral, in the naval 
service, and fixing various grades of compensa- 
tion to the individuals employed in the same 

Mr. JONES moved that this amendment be 
printed. : 

Mr. GILLET hoped that the gentleman would | 
include in his motion to print the bill before the | 
House, together with all amendments which had | 
been adopted. It was almost impossible to | 
ascertain the precise shape which it had as- 
sumed. . 

Mr. JONES accepted the modification. The 
motion to print being put, there appeared—yeas 
66, nays 63. A quorum not voting, 


The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
; Wepxespar, January 7, 1835. 
Petitions and memorials were presented by 
Messrs. LINN and BIBB. 
Mr. TYLER presented a petition from citizens 
of Georgetown, praying relief from Congress 
from the pecuniary embarrassments in which that 


| city is involved; which was referred to the Com- 


mittee on the District of Columbia. . 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BLACK, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Eliz- 
abeth Magruder, without amendment. : 

Mr. HENDRICKS, from the Committee on 
Roads and Canals, reportad a bill for the relief 
of Walter Loomis and Abel Gay. 

The bill from the House of Representatives for 
the relief of the heirs of Nathaniel Tyler, was 
read twice, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. « 

The following bills from the House of Repre- 
sentatives were read the fiyst time, and ordered 
to a second reading: 

A bill for the relief of James Young; 

A bill for the relief of Henry Awkward; 

A bill for the relief of Bailey E. Clark; and 

A bill to authorize the Secretary of State to 
issue letters patent to James Jones. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PORTER, on leave given, introduced a 
bill supplementary to the act to authorize the 
people of Louisiana to enter certain back lands; 
which was read twice and referred. 

Mr. WAGGAMAN, pursuant to notice, and 
on leave given, introduced the following bills; 
which were severally read twice and referred: 

A bill for the relief of Wyat Singleton and 
James Andrews; 

A bill for the relief of James L. Stokes, and 
for other purposes; 

A bill for the relief of Abraham Wrinkle; 

A bill for the relief of William L. Cockerel; and 

A bill for the relief of Paul Paisset. 

Mr. LINN, on leave given, introduced a bill 
for the relief of Bartholomew Butcher and others, 
heirs of Peter Bloom; which was read twice and 
referred. 

BILL PASSED. 

The bill for the relief of J. W. Gleason and 
others, was read the third time and passed. 

MR. ADAMS’S ORATION ON LA FAYETTE. 

Mr. CLAY submitted the proceedings of the 
joint committee appointed in consequence of the 
death of General La Fayette, together with the 
correspondence between the chairman ¿of the 
committee and Mr. Joun Q: Apams on the sub- 
ject of the oration delivered by that gentleman 
upon the life and character of La-Fayette, by 
which it appeared that Mr. Apams assented to 
the request to furnish a copy of the oration for 
publication. i 

Mr. C. said, if he was guided by the opinion 
which he had formed of the oration, or of its ex- 
traordinary merit, he could scarcely name any 
number of copies to be printed which would be 
too great. The House, however, had ordered 
fifty thousand copies, and therefore not so many 
would be necessary to be ordered by the Senate. 
A number proportioned to that would be ten 
thousand, which he thought sufficient. He there- 
fore moved that ten thousand copies of the ora- 
tion be ordered to be printed; which was agreed 
to 

IMPROVEMENT OF THE WABASH. 

The bill making an appropriation to improve 
the navigation of the river Wabash came up on 
its third reading. 

Mr. CLAY said he desired to make some 
observations upon that part of the President’s 
message out of which this bill had grown. . 

He would vote with pleasure for the bill, and 
he hoped it would pass the Senate, and meet with 
a kinder fate in the House than it experienced 
last session. The President in his message’ had 


| stated a principle in relation to the power of 


Congress over internal improvements which was 
so novel and so extraordinary in its character 
that he thought it ought not to pass without some 
observation. What was that principle? It was 
this. That the limit given by the Constitution t0 
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the power of Congress over internal improve- 
ments.was that limit which was furnished by 
tide water, and that such improvement could not 
be authorized by Congress which should extend 
beyond a port of entry, and they were generally 
confined to tide water. By.this construction of 
the Constitution, the exercise of the power did 
not depend upon the grants in that instrument, 
but altogether on collateral circumstances. If 
this interpretation were correct, the Constitution 
did not depend upon its own provisions to govern, 
but entirely upon the discretion of Congress; and 
he also complained of the effect of such an inter- 
pretation. What was it? It was to repudiate, 


and entirely to cut off from the benefits of internal | E t ? : 
ji the maps might be here; that if the bill should 


improvements made under the authority of the 


General Government, the whole interior of the j 
Whatever : 


country which lay above tide water. 
might be the fate of this construction, it was im- 
possible that the-country should be contented 
with this*timited extent of power. He had risen 
on this occasion solely for the purpose of enter- 
ing his protest against such an interpretation of 
the power of Congress over internal improve- 
ments, as was held by the President in his mes- 
sage. 

The question being on the final passage of the 
bill, 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, demanded the yeas 
and nays; which were ordered, and are as fol- 
lows: i 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Clay, Clayton, Ew- 
ing, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, Kane, Kent, 
Knight, Linn, McKean, Naudain, Porter, Pren- 


tiss, Robbins, Robinson, Silsbee, Smith, South- ! 


aa Swift, Tipton, Tomlinson, and Webster— 
NAYS— Messrs. Bibb, Black, Brown, Buch- 
anan, Calhoun, Grundy, Hill, King of Ala- 
bama, King of Georgia, Leigh, Mangum, Moore, 
Morris, Preston, Shepley, Tullmadge, Tyler, and 
White—18. i 
So the 
ative. ' 
RIGHT OF WAY— BOYD REILLY. 


The joint resolution giving the right of way to 
the Winchester and Potomac Railroad Company 
through the public lands of the United States at 
Harper’s Ferry; and 

The bill authorizing the purchase of Boyd 
Reilly’s patent apparatus for applying the irres- 
pirable gases to the human body, to be used in 
the Army and Navy of the United States, were 
severally read a third time and passed. 


NORTHERN BOUNDARY OF OHIO. 


The bill. to settle and establish the northern 
boundary line of the State of Ohio, having been 
taken up on the third reading, 

Mr. SHEPLEY said, he believed that, with 
regard to this bill, many gentlemen were acting 
under erroneous impressions. That, in order to 
give the Delegate from Michigan an opportunity 
of faying before the Senate certain statements and 
facts relating to this subject, he would move the 
suspension of the nineteenth rule of the Senate, 
which: forbids. the admission, upon the floor of 
this House, of any person interested in any dis- 
cussion of the Senate. He moved the suspen- 
sion of this rule, in order to have an opportunity 
of making another motion to admit the Delegate 
from Michigan to be heard by the Senate on this 
important subject. 

Mr. CALHOUN observed, that to dispense 
with a rule of the Senate, required unanimous 
consent, : 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, said that the rules of 
the Senate had been then most flagrantly violated. 
For it had been otherwise decided during the last 
session,when he contended that it required unan- 
imous consent. 

Mr. POINDEXTER said, he was disposed to 
extend as ruch indulgence as possible to the 
Delegate from Michigan. That the bill was one 
of great importance to his constituents, and he 
would move, therefore, that the bill be laid on 
the table, in order to give the Delegate time to 
lay his views before the Senate in writing or 

otherwise. 

Mr. EWING did not object to hear the Dele- 
gate, but did strongly object to laying the bill on 
the-table. He was opposed to any delay. The 


question was determined in the affirm-’ 


$ 


subject had been before the Senate for two years 
already. The Delegate had enjoyed the aid of 
an able executive officer in collecting facts on the 
point in dispute. That it rested more on state- 
ments than facts. He would not oppose rescind- 
| ing the rule of the Senate. He wished to hear 
the arguments of the Delegate, but he was op- 
posed to all delay. He wished the bill sent to 
the other House in scason to be fully discussed 
! this session. 

Mr. SHEPLEY replied, that he was informed 
that maps were preparing in New York which 
would show the position of the original line, and 
‘he hoped the motion of the gentleman [Mr. 
Powpexter] would prevail, and in a few days 


pass the Senate by the middle of the month, 
there would still remain forty-five days for its 
passing through the other House. . 
Mr. CLAYTON explained the subject with 
respect to maps. ` 
After some further discussion by Messrs. 


|| SHEPLEY, EWING, LEIGH, and BIBB, the 


| question was put on Mr. Suepiey’s motion; 
| and, on a division, was lost. 

The bill was then read a third time and passed, 
the title having been first amended to read, ‘ An 
act to settle and establish the northern boundary 
line of the States of Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois. ’” 


VACANCIES IN COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CLAY said, that in consequence of the 
resignation of Mr. Spracur, there was a vacancy 
in the Committee of Forcign Relations, and he, 
moved that the Senate proceed to fill the vacancy; 
which was agreed to; when, on balloting. for a 
member, Mr. Porrer was elected. 

Mr. SILSBEE remarked that, by the same 
occurrence there was a vacancy inthe Committee 
on Commerce. He moved that the Senate pro- 
ceed to fill the same; which was agreed to, when 
Mr. Tomuityson was chosen. g 


LAND CLAIMS IN MISSOURI. ; 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a report from the board of commissioners 
appointed under the act for the adjustment of 
land claims in Missouri; which, 6n motion of 
Mr. Pornpexrer, was ordered to be printed, and 
referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, 


NAVY CONTRACTS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT also communicated 
a report from the Navy Department, made in 
obedience to the act of March, 1809, showing the 
amount of contracts of that Department for the 
last year. 
FRENCH SPOLIATION BILL. 


The bill making compensation for French spo- 
liations committed prior to 1800 being announced 
as the special order, 

Mr. TALLMADGE rose and expressed a hope 
that the bill might not be further pressed to-day. 
His colleague [Mr Wricutr] was desirous of 
expressing his views upon the subject, but he 
was now diligently employed examining into it. 
Having heard yesterday that the debate was 
drawing to a close, he was prepared himself, 
and would be ready by to-morrow to deliver his 
sentiments. 

Mr. WEBSTER said he was not authorized 
to put off the bill any longer, but felt himself 
bound to hold to more urgency on the subject 
than he had done. If the honorable member from 
New York could not address the Senate to-day, 
he hoped some other gentleman who intended to 
speak, if any designed doing so, would embrace 
this opportunity. [ 

Mr. TALLMADGE here made some remarks, 
| directed towards Mr. Wersrer, which were not 
heard, and concluded by moving a postponement 
of the special order till to-morrow. 

Mr. WEBSTER expressed.himself anxious to 
have the question taken and the debate finished. 
If the gentleman from New York [Mr. Wricut] 
would be likely to be the last to speak upon the 
bill, he had no objection to the postponement. 

Mr. POINDEXTER remarked that there 
would probably be no amendment offered to the 
bill; and if not, he would suggest that it be al- 
lowed now to be engrossed for a third reading. 


. 


Mr. WEBSTER had no objection. 


. 


Mr. TALLMADGE thought there would prob- 
ably be some objection to the details of tbe bill, 
and be-was opposed to it being ordered to be en- 
grossed now, as that course would cut off all 
amendments, when it came up on its final pas- 
sage. : 

Mr. BIBB was unwilling at this time that the 
bill should be ordered to be engrossed. He had 
thought the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Wraicnr] would have given his sentiments to-day, 
which would have allowed him (Mr. B.) a further 
opportunity of examining the documents, 

Mr. WEBSTER said that the question ‘in- 
volved was a judicial one, strictly speaking, and 
one which required close and strict attention, 
He would be very glad to have the advantage of 
the experience and judgment of the honorable 
member from Kentucky, [Mr. Bizs,] in a ques- 
tion of this sort, and he was willing that the 
postponement should take place, if it was uni 
derstood that the question on engrossing the 
bill could be taken to-morrow, or on Friday at 
furthest. 

The motion to postpone was agreed to 


; EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

On motion of Mr. BENTON, the Senate then 
went into the consideration of executive business, 
and after some time spent therein with closed 
doors, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, January 7, 1835. 
Petitions and memorials were presented, on 


leave, by Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania; Mr. 
MASON, of Virginia; Mr. GILLET, of New 
York; and Mr. REYNOLDS, of Ilinois. 
[Mr. Reyyoxps said: | am requested to pre- 

sent to this House, most strange and singular 

etitions. ‘They proceed froma race of human 

eings that much need the care and attention of 
the Government of the United States—they have 
it in all cases wherein the Governmentisinformed 
of their situation. These petitionsare signed by 
about four hundred and fifty Sac and Fox Indians, 
and pray the Congress of the United States to 
take their situation into consideration relative to 
the payment of their annuities, They state that 
they are poor, which I know to be true, and de- 
pend much on their annuities for support. They 
say, furthermore, that they have not, some of 
them, received any of the annuity whatever of” 
this year, and the others have received only a` 
part of the annuity for the year. That these 
aunuities were paid in bank notes at St. Louis, 
which is a great distance from their resi- 
dence—and paid to some chiefs, who handed the 
amount over to the American Fur Company— 
and the petitioners were not present at the trans- 
action. They pray, that the annuities may here- 
after be paid to each individual, or head of a 
family, in their own villages, and notice given of 
the time and place, which was not given in this 
instance. ] 

Mr. BARBER, of Connecticut, and Mr. AD- 

AMS, of Massachusetts. 

Which petitions and memorials were appro- . 
priately referred. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. McINTIRE, from the Committee on 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Joel Sar- 
tain; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. POLK, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, reported a bill making appropriations for 
the civil and diplomatic expenses of Government 
for the year 1835; which was read twice, and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. j 


PUBLIC LANDS FOR SCHOOLS. 


Mr. CARR submitted the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Cornmittee on Public Lands 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency or 
granting to each tractional township in which 
there is no school Jands located, a quantity of 
land for school purposes, sufficient to make them 
equal with whole townships, in proportion to the 
anne of land contained in said fractional town- 
-ships 


1835. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. C. remarked that in all the new States, he 
believed, by the act of Congress admitting them 
into the Union, the section numbered sixtcen in 
every township, and where such section had 
been sold, granted or disposed, other lands equiv- 
alent thereto, and most contiguous to the same, 
were granted to the inhabitants of such township 
for the use of schools. Mr. C. stated, that upon 
the Ohio river and elsewhere, there were frac- 
tional townships in which there are no lands set 
apart for school purposes, and there were also 
other fractional townships adjacent to a tract of 
country in the State of Indiana which was given 
to General George Rodgers Clark, and the offi- 
cers and soldiers under his command, which is 
called the Mlinois grant, in which fractional town- 
ships there are no school lands. Mr. C. said, 
the resolution which he had submitted had for 
its object nothing more nor less than to grant to 
the persons residing in fractional townships, 
where no school lands are set apart, such quan- 
tity of land as will make them equal with those 
residing in townships, and to whom school lands 
have been granted. He presumed to this propo- 
sition no one could object. 

The resolution was adopted. 


RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED. 


Mr. EVERETT, of. Massachusetts, offered 
the following; which, under the rule, lies on the 
table one day. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be di- 
rected to communicate to this House a copy of 
the report of the board of engineers of the 13th 
of March, 1834, relative to the repairs of Fort 
Independence in Boston harbor, together with 
his opinion of the expediency of executing the 
repairs proposed in the said report. 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, 
it was 
Resolved, That the Committée for the District 
of Columbia be instructed to inquire into the pro- 
priety of establishing a territorial government 
_ within the District of Columbia, and of reporting 
some mode of relief to the said District from its 
present embarrassments, 


Mr. BROWN offered the following; which, 
under the rule, lies on the table one day: 

- Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be 
requested to furnish this House with a statement 
containing the yearly amount of compensation 
to which the post captains, masters command- 
ant,.lieutenanis, masters, surgeons, surgeons’ 
mates, pursers, chaplains, teachers, midshipmen, 
boatswains, gunners, carpenters, sail-makers, 
and clerks in the Navy of the United States are 
severally entitled, and which they actually re- 
ceive under the existing Jaws, and the rules and 
regulations of the Navy Department, designating 
particularly’ the sums allowed and paid for the 
nay and rations of the several officers themselves, 
and for the pay, rations, and clothing of their 
servants; together with the sums allowed for 
house rent, fuel, candles, stationery, furniture, 
commissions upon disbursements and upon bills 
of exchange; and also the additional compensa- 
tion (if any) made to officers while in command 

` of squadrons or single ships upon a home or 
foreign station, or while in command of navy- 
yards, or acting as Navy commissioner; and the 
difference of compensation and allowances for 
services rendered at sea from those which are 
rendered on shore; and also the several sums 
usually allowed and paid for travel, and for ser- 
vice and attendance upon courts-martial, surveys, 
and duties of inspection; and for all or any other 
duties and services not cnumerated or particu- 
larly mentioned in this resolution, so far as the 


same can be ascertained by the Navy Depart- | 


ment. al 


On motion of Mr. A. H. SHEPPERD, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a post route from Ger- 
mantown to the Little Yadkin post office, in 
Stokes county, North Carolina. 

On motion of Mr. PINCKNEY, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of making compensation to Dr. J. E. B. Finley, 
and Dr. È. Harvey Deas, for professional ser- 


vices rendered to certain companies of United 


| ular State or section of the Union. 


States troops, according to a contract made with 
them by Major Heileman, of the United States 
Army, and that the papers accompanying this 
resolution be referred to the same committee. 
_ On motion of Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, 
ib was 

Resolved, That the Committce on Agriculture 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
adopting measures to establish the growth and 
manufacture of silk; : ` 

And also of introducing into each State in the 
Union the practica! improvements made by Ga- 
maliel Gay in the reeling and weaving the same. 


Oa motion of Mr. WHITE, of Florida, it was 

Resolved, Thàt the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Claims be mstructed to inquire inta the ex- 
pediency of allowing to Jesse Potts, of florida, 
a captain in the Continental line in the war of the 
Revolution, his commutation pay under the reso- 
lution of Congress of 1783. 


Mr: HAMER, on leave, submitted the follow- 
ing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
amending the Constitution of the United States 
soas to limit the service of the judges of the Su- 
preme and inferior courts to a term of years. 


Mr. EVANS moved the question’of consider- 
ation. 

Messrs. HUBBARD and MARDIS asked, 
simultaneously, for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. ; ; 

Mr. WILLIAMS moved a call of the House; 
which was@egatived, 

The question was then propounded, ‘* Will the 
House consider the resolution?’ which was de- 
cided in the negative by the following vote: 

YEAS—Messrs. JohnJ. Allen, William Allen, 
Bean, Beaty, Bockee, Boon, Brown, Bull, Burns, 
Bynum, Cambreleng, Campbell, Carmichael, 
Carr, Casey, Chaney, Chilton, Samuel Clark, 
Clay, Clayton, Clowney, Cramer, Day, Dicker- 
son, Dunlap, Ferris, Forester, Foster, Galbraith, 
Gamble, Gillet, Joseph Hall, Thomas I. Hall, 
Halsey, Hamer, Hardin, Joseph M. Harper, 
James Harper, Harrison, Hathaway, Henderson, 
Howell, Hubbard, Huntington, Inge, Jarvis, 
Noadiah Johnson, Seaborn Jones, Kilgore, Kin- 
nard, Lane, Lansing, Luke Lea, Lewis, Love, 
Lyon, Joc! K. Mann, Mardis, Moses Mason, 
May, McCarty, McIntire, McKay, McKim, Me- 
Lene, Miller, Robert Mitchell, Morean, Muhlen- 
berg, Osgood, Pierson, Plummer, Polk, Reynolds, 
Robertson, Shinn, Smith, Standefer, Turner, 
Turrill, Vanderpoel, Van Houten, Wardwell, 
and Whallon—84. ` 

NAYS—Messrs. John Q. Adams, Chilton Al- 
lan, Anthony, Archer, Ashley, Banks, Barber, 
Barnitz, Bates, Baylies, Briggs, Burges, Cage, 
Chambers, Chinn, Claiborne, William Clark, 
Coffee, Corwin, Coulter, Crane, Crockett, Dar- 
lington, Amos Davis, Davenport, Debcrry, Den- 
ny, Dickson, Evans, Edward Everett, Ewing, 
Fillmore, Philo C. Fuller, Fulton, Garland, Gil- 
mer, Gordon, Graham, Grennell, Hard, Hazel- 
tine, Heath, Hiester, William Jackson, Janes, 
William C. Johnson, Eleary Johnsen, Laporte, 
Lay, Letcher, Lincoln, Loyall, Manning, Mar- 
tindale, Marshali, John Y. Mason, McComas, 
McKennan, McVean, Miner, Murphy, Patton, 
Pickens, Pinckney, Pope, Potts, Ramsay, Reed, 
Schenck, Schley, Augustine H. Shepperd, Slade, 
Sloane, Spangler, Steele, Wiliam Taylor, Phile- 
mon Thomas, Tompkins, Trumbull, Tweedy, 
Vance, Vinton, Watmough, White, Frederick 
Whittlesey, Wilde, Williams, Wilson, Wise, 
and Young—90. 


PUBLIC IMPROVEMENTS. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
resolution heretofore offered by Mr. CmiLrton. 

Ms. CHILTON said he had endeavored to 
sustain the position which he had assumed, viz: 
that the funds in the Treasury of this nation 
were paid by the people of this Union, and, of 
course, belonged to them, and not to any partic- 
I am sus- 
tained in this opinion by the President of the 
United States. In his last annual message, the 
President says: ; 

«My views in regard to the expediency of 
‘making appropriations for works which are 


‘claimed to be ofa national character, and: pros :: : 


‘ecuted under State authority, assuming that 


‘ Congress have the right to do-so, were stated in: À 
‘my annual message to Congréss`in 1830, and: . 


‘also in that containing my objections to the 


‘Maysville road bill. So thoroughly convinced : 


“am Í that no such appropriations ought: to be 
‘ made by Congress, until a suitable constitutional 


‘ provision is made upon the subject, and so es-. $ 
‘sential do I regard the point to the highestinter- < 


‘ests of our country, that I could not ‘consider. 
‘myself as discharging my duty to my constitu=. 
‘ents in giving the Executive sanction to any bil: 
‘ containing sucli an appropriation. If the people 
‘ of the United States desire that the public Treas- 
‘ury shall be resorted to for the means to pros- 


; t ecute such works, they will concur in an amend- 


‘ment of the Constitution, prescribing a rile by 
‘ which the national character of the works is to 
© be tested, and by which the greatest practicable 
‘equality of benefits may be secured to each 
‘member of the Confederacy. The effects of such 
‘a regulation would be most salutary in prevent- 


i sing unprofitable expenditures, in securing our - 
us consequences . 


‘legislation from the per 
‘ofa scramble for the favors.of Government, 
‘and in repressing the spirit of discontent which 
‘ must inevitably arise from an unequal distribu- 


| ‘tion of treasures which belong alike to ajl?’ 
Having disposed ‘of the questions of fact and’... 


of law referable to the same, hé now came'to‘the | 


solution of the question, ‘¢ What. distribution of =i 
He would: 


3? 


public funds will be just and equal? | 
not attempt to point out what mode should. be 
adopted, Great injustice had been done to the 
western States by what has been familiarly called 
the American system. A distinguished member. 


| from the western States had. reported: to this 


House a mode of distribution which he (Mr. C.) 
believed to be just: it was, that there should be 
a distribution of the amount remaining im the 


| Treasury to the States, in proportion to their 


population or representation on this foor, But 
this was not adopted. Contributions had been 
made for public works in some sections of this 
Union; while they had been withheld from others 


| which had as important works, and claims as 
strong on Government. : 
that an attempt would be made to dispose of this, - 


It had been intimated, 


resolution by laying it on the table; but if gen- 
tlemen ‘suppose to stifle inquiry in this way, the 


will find it will be the last argument that will. - 
He. would invite attention to ` 


satisfy the people. 


that part of the President’s message in which he 


attempts to explain the reasons which induced 
him to veto works of improvement. He says: < 


“©The desire to embark the Federal Govern: 
‘ment in works of internal improvement. pre- 


‘vailed in the highest degree during the first ses- 
‘sion of the first Congress I had the honor to 
‘mect in my present station. When the bill 
‘authorizing a subscription on the part of the 
‘United States, for stock in the Maysville and 
‘Lexington Turnpike Company, passed the two 
‘ Houses, there had been reported by the Com- 
< mittce on Internal Improvements bills contain- 
‘ing appropriations for such objects, exclusive 
‘of those for the Cumberland road, and for har- 


i “bors and light-houses, to the amount of about 


‘one hundred and six millions of dollats. In 
‘addition to those projects which had been pre- 
‘sented to the two Houses, under the sanction 
‘ of their respective Committecs on Internal Im- 
‘ provements, there were then still pending before 
‘the committees, and in memorials presented, 
‘but not referred, different projects for works of 
‘a similar character, the expense of which can- 
“not be estimated with certainty, but must have 


: c excceded one hundred millions of dollars.” 


Why was it thatthe first year of General Jack- 
son’s administration was selected for the purpose 
of encouraging these works? Why was it that 
the numerous applications were made, on which 
the committees reported favorably, allowing up- 
wards of one hundred millions of dollars and 
others involving the country one hundred rail- 
lions more? There might be those that had not 
taken the pains he had to ascertain the motives. 
Mr. C. said. he was one of the original support- 
ers of the Executive of the United States; he had 
frequently had occasion to refer to this before, 
but he never did it -boastingly, because. 1 was 
not what he was disposed to boast of. Mr. C. 
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proceeded till the orders of the day were called 
for. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


` The SPEAKER laid before the House the 
following communications: : 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, in 
answer to.a resolution of the House of the 12th 
ultimo, transmitting a list of the land offices and 
Jand districts, and the amount of moneys: which 
have been received in each; which, on motion of 
Mr. Cray, was laid on the table, and ordered to 
be printed.” 

A letter from the Secretary of War, in answer 
to a resolution of the House in relation to the 
suspension of the works in thé harbor of Chartes- 
ton, South Carolina; which, on motion of Mr. 
Pincuney, was laid on the table, and ordered to 
be printed. 4 

A letter from the Secretary of War, in relation 
to the canal route in the vicinity of the Licking 
Summit, &c., in the State of Ohio; which was laid 
on the table. 

PAY OF NAVAL OFFICERS. 


The House then eeded to the consideration 
of the unfinished special order—being the bill to 
regulate the pay of the officers of the Navy of 
the United States. 

The question being on the mation of Mr. Jonrs, 
of Georgia, to recommit the bill to a Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, with 

` instructions to strike out all after the enacting 
clause, and insert in lieu thereof a bill providing 
for the establishment of the ranks of admiral, 
vice admiral, and rear admiral, and fixing various 
grades of compensation to the individuals em- 
ployed in the service— 

Mr. JONES, of Georgia, arose and stated, that 
having had a conversation with the gentleman 
from Kentucky, (Mr. Pore,} he did not feel dis- 
posed to press the consideration of his motion 
untif that gentleman should have an opportunity 
to present his amendment. He, however, must 
be understood to retain the opinion, that the well- 
being of the naval service required the establish- 
ment of the higher ranks indicated in his own 
proposition. THe was well aware that this was 
unpopular in the Jouse; but when he connected 
with his own impressions the remarks and ar- 
guments of gentlemen on that floor in relation to 
the support of the dignity of the officer and of 
the country abroad, he was still more convinced 
of the propriety of adding these higher ranks to 
those already cxisting inthe Navy. They were 
calculated not only to obviate the difficulties al- 
Juded to, but, also, to place before the officer 
another object of ambition—another inducement 
for alacrity in the performance of his duties. Not 
that they had ever failed in such performance— 
far from it—their merits were well known to 
him;-—bat as another reward for their faithful 
services, which they have not now in prospect. 
He then withdrew lis proposition for the present, 


for the purpose of giving precedence to the vtro- j 


duction of the motion of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky,] Mr. Porse,} whose amendment was then 
-read and adopted by Mr. J. as a modification of 
his motion. 

Mr. WISE said he was not disposed to offer 
any special objections to this course; but he 
feared, though he did not entertain that belief 
himself, that it would be construed by many into 
anact of hostility to the bill. 

Mr. POPE disclaimed all such hostility. 

Mr. GILLET said he had understood the 
true question before the [Lousc, on the adjourn- 
ment last evening, to be on the printing of the 
bill and amendment. 

The CHAIR explained. 
been withdrawn. 


That motion had 


Mr. GILLET then moved the postponement. | 
of the consideration of the bill till to-morrow, | 


. with the view to have it printed; for he protested, 
he could not himself understand the situation in 
which it stood, and he believed a great number of 
members were in the same condition. 


Mr. WATMOUGHEL said the bill was essen- ; 


tially the same, with the amendments, as that 
already printed. He deprecated delay. The 
friends of the bill had shown a disposition to 
make every possible sacrifice consistent with their 
deep sense of right for the purpose of facilitating 
its passage. 


Mr. JONES, of Georgia, expressed a hope 
that the gentleman from New York [Mr. Giu- 
LET! would waive his motion to print, in order 
to go into the Committee of the Whole, and get 
the bill in a condition to be engrossed. it would 
then be time enough to have it printed for further 
examination and amendment. : 

Mr. GILLET said the difficulty could not thus 
be avoided. A disagreement existed between 
the chairman of the select committee, [Mr. War- 
moucH] and himself as to the construction of 
some of the provisions already passed upon— 
particularly in relation to allowances to com- 
manding officers at sea and on shore. He said 
he also had amendments to propose as well as 
the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Pors:}] and 
in the present confused state of the bill he was 
not sure that he could properly designate where 
they should come in, or what should be their 
exact purport, 

Mr. WATMOUGH said the amendment of 
the amendment of the gentleman who last ad- 
dressed the Chair went to strike out all allow- |! 
ances; so he could sce no difficulty in the way of 
the gentleman which could require the delay in- 
cident to printing. 

The question was then taken on the motion of || 
Mr. Gizer, and rejected. 

Mr. REED fext addressed the House in oppo- 
sition to the motion to recommit the bill. He saw 
no necessity: for it. Tt was already sufficiently 
understood for the action of the House, and for 
all purposes of amendment. The importance of, | 
and the great and stirring interest excited by the 
bill, had been dwelt upon by the gentan from | 
Virginia [Mr. Aten] with great coolness and 
moderation, and he might say, apathy. That 
gentleman had appealed to many voluminous | 
authorities, and among the rest the Blue Book, to 
prove the present pay of the Navy equal to that 
of the Army. He had been corrected by the |! 
gentleman from Pennsylvania on his right, [Mr. 


D 


Warmovuen,] but the same argument was re- 
peated. That gentleman had also said, that most 
of the heroes of the late war, who achieved our 
naval victories, were dead. No, sir, (said Mr. 
R.,) the greater part of those brave men who 
plucked up drowned honors from the deep?’ for 
us, are still living, and others, as gallant as they, 
are ready to imitate the deeds of noble daring of 
their predecessors. Mr. R. said he never had | 
wished to see a comparison between the officers | 
of the Army and Navy. It served but to sunder | 
the ties which ever had, and ever shou!d bind 
them together. But, if such a comparison must 
be made, the services and pay of each would ! 
certainly show no advantage possessed by-the 

Navy. 

He had been surprised to hear the gentleman | 
[Mr. ALLEN] speak of a three years’ cruise as a 
mere jaunt of pleasure—a visit to some watering 
place. It was a great hardship for some gentle- 
men to leave their families for six months, for 
much greater compensation. He believed there 
was not a gentleman on that floor who would 
take the three years’ tour and duty of the officer į 
of the Navy for double the compensation pro- | 
posed. He next adverted to what was denom- 
Inated the penston fund, and justified this part 
of the bill. But, (said Mr. R.,) if the majority 
think proper, let it be rejected; he would still | 
support the bill, for the other good it contained. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. Many} had | 
threatened them with the ballot-box. He hoped | 
gentlemen would do their dat without such fears | 
before their eyes, leaving the consequences with | 
their constituents. Those who rowed and looked |} 
back were in danger of upsetting the boat. That! 
gentleman had next attacked the title of the bill. |; 
‘Though he acknowledges ‘fa rose by any other } 
name would smell as sweet,” yet itis rhubarb to 
him. Sir, the fault is in his taste. 
he thought the title a very proper one. e i 

After some further remarks, Mr. R. contended i 
for the justice of advancing the pay, of naval |: 
officers, on the ground that all other officers of | 
the Government had received an exception of | 
pay. The heads of Departments—the Postmas- 
ter General —the custom-house officers —our hon- | 
orable selves—all, all have been advancing with | 
the growth of the country and its business, ex- 


j 
| 
i 
i 
| 
| 
| 


! national defense. 


Mr. R. said |l- 


| 
cepting the naval officers, who have remained | 
Stationary for forty years. The gentleman [Mr. i 


Many] had made a comparison between the pay 
of subordinate officers in our Navy and in that 
of Great Britain and France. Sir, (said Mr. R.,) 
our under officers are superior to those of any 
other nation, in all their capacities, and deserve a 
correspondingly higher compensation. If the 
gentleman really felt such strong Republican im- 
pulses, Ict him show it by supporting the rights 


„and interests of these commoners aud working 


men of the Navy. But the gentleman appeared 
to be opposed to all things—to the Army, the 
Navy, the Blue Book, all allowances, and all sal- 
aries. Sir, L really fear his zeal and his respect 
for the ballot-boxes have entirely misled his 
judgment. From many positions taken by gen- 
temen, Mr. R. was inclined to fear that the bill 
had, in many points, been miszpprehended; and 
if so, it might be necessary to have it recommit- 
ted. This remained with the House to determine. 


| For his own part, he was content with it as it 


stood. 

Mr. R. said he was truly friendly to our gallant 
Navy. It had been denominated an arm of our 
He would take leave to pro- 
nounce it the right arm. Our country was one 


| which must, from its location, be defended by 


wooden walls. We were not in fear of invasion 
by Jand—all attacks must come from the sca; and 
though we were happily at peace now with all 
the worid, yet the same passions of the human 
breast, which have heretofore produced wars, 
still existed,—and while they did exist, a state 
of preparation for its emergencies was the surest 
way of preserving the blessings of peace. Should 
war be our fate, (said Mr. R.,) how important 
will a strong naval armament be for our defense; 
but if our country should continue to prosper 
under the benign influence of peace, the expenses 
of its support will never be felt nor murmured at 
by a grateful and happy people, Mr. R. next 
dwelt on the importance of our Navy in time of 
peace, in the protection of our commerce, the chas- 
tisement of pirates, and securing to our country- 
men the trade of distant islands. Another argu- 
ment for the increase of these salaries, was the 
great uncertainty and tardiness of promotion. 
Our licutenants might spend long lives in toilsome 
and dangerous service, and yet how very few 
could ever attain a higher rank. He concluded 
by a further defense of the appropriation of three 
per cent. out of the pay for the support of the 
relatives of the pérsons engaged in the service. 

Mr. JARVIS offered an amendment; which 
was read by the Clerk. 

Mr. J. said he professed a friendship for the 
Navy, but he trusted it was an enlightened and 
judicious one. He wished to see some advance 
in the pay of naval officers; but he thought some 
of the provisions of this bill went beyond all 
reason. If passed, he believed it would tend to 
render that important arm of the national defense 
unpopular with the people—with whom it had 
always, up to this day, been extremely popular. 
He asked how their constituents would manage 
this thing, if it were placed dircetly in their own 
hands? Most members of Congress had also 
belonged to their several State Legislatures. 
There was not a State judicial office with a salary 
higher than $2,000. The Governors of five States 
received but $1,000 per annum —five $1,500—and 
five more not exceeding $2,000. He could only 
attribute the liberality of Congress on these oc- 
casions to the zig-zag manner in which the ex- 
pense was defrayed. In the collection of State 


‘| taxes, the tax-gatherer meets you at your door, 


face to face; but not so with a tax collector 
through the customs. Mr. J. said he would ven- 
ture to assert, that if these salaries were to be 
raised by direct taxation, not one member on 
that floor would record his vote for this bill, un- 
les he expected to vacate his seat on that floor 
at the close of the session. The increase proposed 
was more thin suificient to cover the whole ex- 
penses of each of three fourths of the States, and 
more than the average of that of the whole of 
them. Mr. J. here went into an examination of 
the increase proposed to the salary of each ofti- 
cer. He said it was alarming; it seemed like a 
determination to tap the buté of the Treasury at 
both ends, and knock out the bung hole. f 

After some farther remarks from Mr. J. in 
support of his amendment, f 

Mr: CROCKETT said he did not know how the 
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motion he was about to make would be received 

by the House, but his object was to come toa 
determination on this subject, some way or other. 
The House had already spent two weeks on this 
bill, and, to all appearances, were likely to spend 
two or three more, unless some final stop was put 
toit. In the mean time, there was much important 
private business on the table, and among it some 
that greatly concerned his constituents. He there- 
fore called for the previous question. 

The motion for the previous question was lost. 

Mr WISE expressed a desire to address the 
House; but, as the day was somewhat advanced, 
he moved to adjourn. 

The motion was negatived. 

Mr. WISE said: Mr. Speaker, I am in favor 
of the amendments proposed by the gentleman 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Pore,] and would sustain 

them, if I thought we could go into committee 
with safety to this bill, But believing that the 
motion to recommit will be used, not by the 
gentleman himself, however, to defeat this bill 
entirely, I shall oppose the recommitment, and 
support the bill as it is, rather than endanger 
its passage by attempting to amend its minor 
detects, 

My colleague [Mr. ALLEN] who addressed the 

~ House the other day.in opposition to this bill, 
distrusted all legislation which appeals to preju- 
dice or passion—to feelings of national pride or 
glory; to neither of which does this. bill appeal 
so much as to an enlightened sense of national 
justice and policy and individual right, founded 
solely on the just law, that ‘‘the laborer is 
worthy of his hire,” and that the faithful servant 
who labors much, risks much, is responsible for 

` much, and deprived of much, in important pub- 
lic service, should be adequately paid in propor- 
tion to his labor, his risk, his responsibility, and 
his privation. 

Sir, I fear there was no necessity to awaken 
distrust against this proposed increase ofthe pay 
ofthe Navy There was no manner of danger 
that this House was about to be carried away by 
any intemperate zeal—by any passion or preju- 
dice,.or by any feeling of national pride and glory 
for the Navy : 

Far, far from there having heen too much feel- 
ing for this class of public officers—there has 
always been a total want of fecling or-interest in 
their behalf. They have repeatedly come, and 
you have as repeatedly sent them away empty; 
they have cried, and you have heeded not their 
petitions. They have knocked, and the Treasury 
has been closed against them; and this, too, when 
others have come, and you have loaded them 
with gold—~-when others have but whispered, and 
you have nodded your assent—when others have 
taken the keys and opened the door without 
knocking, and you have turned away your heads 
from the robbery of the Treasury, to keep from 
being States’ evidence! The Army pay has 
been increased; the Secretariés hawe been made 
courtiers; their clerks; like candles, are yearly new 
dipped; one Department has learned to take the 
public money without asking, and you have made 
all extra appropriations asked for besides—have 
put your own hands pretty deeply into the pub- 
lic purse, and the very messengers, footmen, 
‘ Columbia’s white slaves” of you all are richiy 
larded with the very drippings of extravagant ex- 
penditures of the public money. 

And look at the Navy pay-list! The very same | 
it was in the time of Paul Jones, and the only 
pay-list of any branch of your service notstained 
with wastefulness, but pale and meager with de- 
grading parsimony. And now, forsooth, you are 
told not to let a sense of national pride and glory 
carry you away, in the midst of all this scene of 
extravagance on other subjects, in preventing the 
elbows of your captains trom peeping through 
their coat-sleeves on the quarter-decks of your 
proudest shigs on foreign stations! Sir, £ do 
invoke the national honor and pride to remove 
injustice, to preserve something like equality of 
pay amongst all public servants, according to 


their duties and responsibilities No one need 
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which has proved to be one of the most faithful 
public servants, to increase the pay of its officers 
for the purpose of gratifying pride merely, when 
your present Secretary of the Navy reports that 
their pay *‘ is altogether inadequate to an honorable 
discharge of their duties.” Yes,-sir, ‘to an kon- 
orable discharge of their duties;’’ and when, too, 
your own committees have reported it to be ‘* de- 
gradingly low.” : 

It is with these reports and this evidence, they 
approach you ‘saying, proving that the-inade- 
quacy of their compensation is killing to their 
spirit, their pride, their honor, and common hon- 
esty, weakening to the Navy’s strength, injurious 
and destructive to the public interest, by degrading 
and corrupting the country’s fighting men. It 
is upon these topics of justice and interest, and 
not of glory, though of national honor and pride 
as connected with justice and interest, that I mean 
to speak; though Í cannot see the unfairness of a 
good and faithful servant’s pointing to his well- 
doings, when he comes to ask justice at the hands 
of those whom he has nobly served, especially if 
he has been more than thrice ungratefully refused 
his just due. He should be paid in some gain, and 
not all in glory; and, if in seeking his due, he 
should happen to speak of his deeds, his solid ar- 
gument of inadequate compensation should hardly 
be impaired in our minds by his stirring up the 
recollections of his past glorious services to the 
country. 

Sir, I wish to present some facts to the House. 
The gross amount of the present pay of the com- 
mission and warrant officers provided for in the 
bill is, in round numbers... se- e.. -e $770,000 
The sclect committee first propose an in- 

Crease Of. .eseecesecere cee + $116,000 
By its second report it proposed 


an additional increase of. ... 84,000 
Allthe amendments in the Com- 

mittee of the Whole and in 

the House have increased the 

paye eisosveecoereeeeseaee 6,000 


Making the whole increase.....-.--.-. 206,000 
The gross amount of pay as proposed 
by this Dill... cscs eee seee coerce ee e. $976,000 


Relying, then, upon the reports of the Depart- 
ment and of the committee, that there should be 
some increase, the sole question is, whether this 
amount of increase is too much ? 

The present pay of the Navy was fixed in the 
eighteenth century. The changes since then have 
been great in every point of view. Though arti- 
cles of family and personal comsumption are 
perhaps lower now than then, yet the wants of 
men have multiplied in a quadruple ratio. Re- 
spectable living is much higher to the officers. 
What was respectable living then is mean now, 
to almost every grade and class of society. 

The Navy itself has greatly increased, and its 
daties multiplied; the responsibilities of its ser- 
vice much more onerous than formerly; the living 
of officers, their duties and responsibilities then 
being to the living of the officers, their duties and 
responsibilities now, as a ship of war then would 
be to a line-of-battle ship now. 

The present pay is said to be ‘* degradingly 
low.” E should think, then, that the sum of 
$20,000 was no very great increase to raise the 
pay of so many officers and men from such a 
condition to that of a respectable footing. This 
sum appears reasonable to me; especially when 


the whole list, with its increase, will gain by} 


comparison with that of any other branch of ser- 
vice. And if the increase of pay is not in the 
aggregate too much, there is nó reason for re- 
committing this bill on account of its form. 
‘The officers of every grade more generally unite 
in approving the pay proposed, and its distribu- 
tion, and are better satisfied with what they call 
the “ symmetry’? of this bill than with thatofany 
othet ever proposed. For this Ihave the authority 
of respectable officers of every grade. And the 


invoke the glorious achievements of your Navy, 


and regulate, but to equalize the pay of ‘the offi- 


cers—not to equalize the pay of the Army and- 


Navy, but to equalize the pay of the Navy by 
itself. It was found wholly impracticable to com- 
are the pay of the Army with that of the Navy 
There can be no assimilation of the pay of the 
two, because there does not and cannot exist 
any relation whatever of grades and duties be- 
tween them, except by the mere arbitrary regu- 
lation of the two Departments, for the idle pur- 

poses of etiquet. 

_ There are and must be more numerous gradeg 
in the Army than in the Navy. And the duties 
of a sailor to those of a soldier can no more be 
assimilated than the fishes of the sea to the birds 


| and. beasts of dry land. But as a comparison was 


instituted by my colleague, I must beg leave to 
set him right as to certain errors of which he was 
guilty, both as to the pay of the: officers. of. the 
Army, and as to the relative pay of Army and 
Navy. By regulation of the Departments alone, 
Commodores rank with brigadier generals; « 
Captains with colonels; ` wows 
Masters commandant with, majors; 
Lieutenants with captains. : 
Now, sir, my colleague, wer 
doubt, but very unjustly to the Navy, took the 
pay of thirty-six captains of the Navy, (a com- 
modore is nothing more than a captain,) and 
compared its gross amount with that of one major 
general, two brigadier generals, and the colonels 
ofthe Army. The balance was large, of course, 


main object of this bill is not only to increase 


honestly no ` 


against the Navy; bat, sir, it was a false balance. . 


There is no grade of the Navy as high, or cor- 
responding with that of major general. Below 
him, to the rank of captain in the Army, with 
whom a licutenant of the Navy ranks, there is a 


most numerous list of superior officers, all rank- ` 


ing higher by brevet than their nominal grades, 
and some of them receiving the brevet pay. 


In the Navy, the highest rank is that of cap- ` 


tain. ‘There is no topmast higher to which: a. : 


sailor may climb. Here promotion in the Navy 
is dammed up; and the number of this rank is, 


of course, comparatively much greater than that: 
of the corresponding rank in the Army. Butas.: 


the first grade of the Navy ranks with brigadier 
generals and colonels, and the second grade with 


majors, we must compare the pay of the Navy ` 


captains with that of all the officers of the Army, 
from major generals down to majors, with whom 
masters commandant: rank. ow stands the 
comparison then? ; 

From major general to majors, according to 
the report of the Secretary of War, ‘there are 
thirty-eight generals and colonels and lieutenant 
colonels, as offsets to the thirty-six captains of 
the Navy. How stands their relative pay? 

Sir, I will not touch that Blue Book, a lie upon 
the calendar. I refer you, sir, to Adjutant Gen- 
cral Jones’s report to Congress in 1832—33. He 
makes the statement of the Army pay, under the 
present law: ; 

Rank. Total pay per year. 

Major general... seer. eres e ee ee $6,912 64 

Brigadier general....eesseceees ee 4,422 32 - 

Colonel. ice sesceeeeceesecsesee 2,941 32 

Lieutenant colonel.s..cecceseeere 2,372 32 

Majors... ccecseeeceerecsscssees 2,106 32 


This table, with the notes, will enable us.to 
ascertain very nearly what the Army pay is. 


“ Note.—Officers are required to keep: their, 


‘ servants and horses, to entitle them to their 
‘allowance. ”? 

‘ Double rations are allowed to officers when 
‘commanding separate posts, and: are to be added 
‘to the above in such cases.” 3 

“ Fuel and quarters are allowed by regulations, 
‘and paid through the Qurtermaster’s department, 


: © and are not included in this table.”’ 


The subsistence or rations of a. Major General 


; per year amount to $1,095. 


Double rations. sees acces eee tet -$2180 
House rent (fuel notincluded) about. . ` 800 
Double rations and rent... esre +e eee $2,988 
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Excluding fuel and’ ‘taking only single rations, 

- the pay oftmajor general is.........$98,607 64 
A brigadier general’s pay at a sepa- 
rate post, allowing $600 for house rent 

and exclusive of fuel, is......-..4++ 5,898 32 
A colonel’s pay at a separate post, al- 
lowing $400 for quarters, exclusive 

: af Labl cis, ous eee dee Bovis sadececdas r 32 
A. lieutenant colonel’s pay, ata sepa- 
rate post, $350 for quarters, exclusive 

of fuel, GC. 18... cc cece cece sees ees 2,806 32 
A majors under same circumstances, 

allowing $300 for rent, iS..... eesse 2,698 32 


But this is not the worst of it. Nearly all of 
these grades, und many of the captains, have sep- 
arate posis. Besides, the brigadier generals are 
major generals—the colonels, brigadiers—the 
lieutenant colonéls, colonels —and the majors are 
lieutenant colonels, by brevet. 

There are notless than five officers in the Army, 
who receive the pay of major generals. 

Their pay and emoluments,.........$44,038 20 
The pay and emoluments of five com- 
modores, commanding squadrons on 


foreign station, IS..........+2..+- 14,700 00 


Balance in favor of Army... +... .++-$29,333 20 


There are now but four captains of the Navy 
commanding squadrons, called commanding by 
‘courtesy, who cach receive, while employed as 
such, $100 per MOND. ..-.eee sees eee HL, 200 00 
16 rations per diem, at 25 cents... ees 1,400 00 
Allowance for cabin furniture.......... YÜ 00 


Per annum. .esseseesseseeeo seee o 2,940 00 


Major general ’s pay per year......... 8,807 64 | 


Brigadier gencral’s pay and emoluments, includ- 
ing fuel, at $150.. cee eeee eee ee ee 6,048 33 

Captain of the Navy, commanding a ship | 
Of the lnlssssssesuseesovseses. e. 2,160 00 


Balance in favor of brigadior general. . .3,888 32 | 


All the brigadiers in the Army receive the pay 
of major generals; and nearly, if not quite all the 
colonels receive brigadier’s pay; while the sea- 


8 captains commanding.........-.-$26,000 00 
9 captains at navy-yards. c...e 40,500 00 
i captain on other duty.. .. 3,750 00 
18 captains waiting Orders .......... 54,000 00 


$134,250 00 


Leaving an excess still in favor of the 
Army 0f.......008 ... $1,154 28 


Sir, this is nearer an equalization of the pay of 
Navy and Army than gentlemen thought, though 
it does not bring the Navy up to the Army stand- 
ard yet; for, besides these thirty-eight officers of 
the Army enumprated, there are quartermasters, 
commissariesand paymasters, numbering twenty, 
whose pay ought to be in addition to that of the 
thirty-eight offsctted against the pay of the thirty- 
six captains of the Navy. 

The masters commandant rank with majors, 
twenty-two in number; and the lieutenants rank 
only with captains, one hundred and thirty-six 
in number, when the first lieutenants hoid the 
same relation to a frigate and crew that a lieu- 
tenant colonel holds toa regiment; the lieutenant 
colonels having no separate responsibilities what- 
ever. 

Sir, it is measuring by comparison the long 
with the short, and you must ailow the lines of 
comparison to radiate. If this rule be attended 
to, and it cannot be neglected without injustice to 
the Navy, you cannot bat decide that the Army, 
without higher responsibilities or rank, or greater 
labor, or more arduous duties, has greatly, out 
of all reason, the advantage of pay and emolu- 
ments over the Navy: 

‘The total number of the Army, officers 


ea rerewe 


And MEI, 18.20 ces cesetee ceeds eee 7,198 
Of the Navy...sscesereceresecce cues 7,355 
Number in the Navy over the Army.. 157 


The pay of the Army is— $ 
Iù the qurtermaster’s department... $613,000 
ln the engineer’s department... -p e. 1,004,000 
In the paymaster’s depariment. .... 1,514,000 
Total in these three departments.. .. . $3,131,000 
Pay and subsistence of the officers and 
scamicn of the Navy. sesse ceeeeeee 1,505,125 


Excess of the cost of the Army.....-. 1,625,874 


PE 


are the breath of the Almighty !—the pestilence 
and the hurricane of piratical seas are still the 
same to the mariner, and those ‘‘ hostis humani 
generis,” the pirates, ever turn their guns against 
every ship of the ocean. 

My colleague says, verily, that if you pass this 


increase of pay for the Navy, the officers of the 


Army wiil be dissalisficd! Sir, what right or cause 
have they to be dissatisfied after the facts I have 
shown, unless they are disposed as the dog in the 
manger? This little, mean, ungencrous jealousy 
between different corps, between Navy and Army, 
officers and mon—this disposition to grasp all, 
instead of to provide fairly for all, has proved . 
the fatal cause of defeat to every bill intended to 
benefit the Army and Navy, which has ever 
failed. I fully understand this opposition from 
the Army. The first proposition of this bill was 
to equalize the pay of the Army with that of the 
Navy. ‘To do this, there was at first an attempt 
to raise the Navy pay, and to reduce the Army 
pay to a medium between them, as at present. 
‘This caused a trembling in the camp. To avoid 
a small reduction to itself, the Army has violently 
opposed a small increase to the Navy. But, sir, 
it was found impracticable to equalize the pay of 
the Army and Navy—the Army has been let 
alone, permitted to hold on to.all it has got; and 
the proposition now is singly to increase reason- 
ably the pay ofthe Navy. Why should the Army 
still continue its opposition? It is ungenerous; 
and a little radicalism may yet teach the officers 
of the Army to repent of their present opposition 
to this bill, in and out of doors. The officers of 
the Navy are now, deservedly enough, taught a 
lesson of justice and fairness on their part, by 
some of the marine corps. That corps had a bill 


i before Congress last winter, which 1 supported 


with all my heart, and which was opposed by 
the naval officcrs with all their hearts. They are 
now paid in their turn, sir; and but for my friend- 
ship to this bill, I would not be sorry for it. 

Sir, both Army and Navy ought to be taught 
a lesson on, this subject, by an honored old sol- 
dier, made generous and noble by seeing actual 
service. The views of my friend, the honorable 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Jonnson,] the 
soldicr and patriot I mean, are the correct views 
on this subject, There ought to be no invidious 
comparison drawn between Army and Navy. 
Each has fought, nobly fought, its own battles 


pay of'a captain of the Navy, with all his allow- 
ANCES, 1S, pEr PEA, oe ee eee cece ee ee ee BR, 160 
Shore pay. csceccecccseenvereese eens oh I3U 
Masters commandant sea pay, with cabin li mate of the Army, because there are so many 
PULPDILULE. cere eres cece ce ereesen eee esl 350 || contingencies of pay to the officers of the Army 
Shore pays cvseecceeececceeceseoneeee ch ETO |] which are never reported in their pay proper. 
Dicttenants.. cee ereeecereeeerevececeee YOU |] But, as far as E am enabled to judge, and from 
Sir, there may be some slight errors in this || the special comparisons I have already made, the 
statement as to Army pay and emoluments, for it i| Army is paid at least third more than the Navy, 
seems there is no other way to ascertain them || though the latter has the greatest number of men 
but by summoning your Adjutantand Paymaster || in its service. Strange, then, strange indced, 

Generals to answer on oath what cach and every || that my colleague should have found so man 
grade of the Army can receive under all the dit- || apologies for the pay and allowances of the Army, 
ferent heads of service. But this may be safely || and that he could not find it in his conscience or 
stated as a most favorable comparison to the |! his arithmetic to support this bill! Yes, sir, to 
+ Army., justify even the extra compensation beyond the 
1 major gencral, at..seeesereeeee. $8,607 64 || rich pay proper of the 2rmy, my colleague entered 


on the land and ocean, and each should now fight 
only for itself, and not against the other. T, for 
one, am so fara friend to both, as to be willing 
to put them and retain them upon a respect- 
able footing. But why did my colleague not ad- 
vert to that extravagant appendage to the Army, 
the institution at West Point? "Why did he or 
the gentleman from Maine (Mr. Jarvis} not tell 
us how many State governments like Rhode Isl- 
and or Delaware the expenses of that academy 
would support?) Why did they not advert to the 
engineer department of the Army, alone costing 
the Government more than the whole pay of this 
bill—the round sum of one million four thousand 
dollars per annum! That, sir, is an éngineer de- 
partment, and my colleague happens to come 
| from that section of Virginia which is made con- 


I have included the three departments of pay- 
master, engineer, and quartermaster, in this esti- 


2 brigadier generals, at............11,796 64 | 


35 othergeneral officers, colonels, and 
licutenant colonels, at $3,000 
CAChasososeessrnosesresane e.. 115,000 00 


38 


$135,404 29 


The thirty-six captains of the Navy, as they 
are now employed, according to the Sceretary of 


the Navy’s report, receive in pay andsubsistance, | 
| 


for 
B commanding. sereersseeeee. ee. $13,360 00 
9 at navy-yardS. esses osessesse 31,340 75 


10 waiting Orders. ..eesesssese.. 30,780 00 
1 on ordnance duty............5 1,930 00 
2 on furlough... .escseeees 3200 00 


_ Excess of pay, &c., to Army .....$51,793 53 | 


The balance in favor of the Navy, according to | 


the present pay, is more than one third.. 
What does this bill propose, according to the 
same service?, 


$93,610 75 | 


into an enumeration of the hardships of its ser- 
vicc, and went so far out of his way as to station 
an officer on your western frontier. Now, sir, 1 
put it to the candor of every gentleman at all 
acquainted with sea-service to say whether the 
hardships, exposure, privations, and dangers of 
the Navy are net much greater, in time of peace 
or war, than those of the Army? Indeed, sir, 
there is very little difference in the service of the 
Navy in peace and war. The sailor, when he 


leaves his port, bound for a foreign station, to | 


protect your commerce in time of peace, is still 


in a floating prison, as in war; when the officers | 


of your Army, on the furthest frontier, may yet 
have his wife, children, wod friends around him, 
and those who are stationed on your Atlantic 
posts may, married or single, enjoy all the delights 
of the society of ladies, ride thrice a week fox- 
hunting, or come as pleasure wills, to these gal- 


and rumors of wars among nations change not 


the order of nature; embitter no more the clements ! 


than in peace; lash no more the Waves, project 
no more the shoals, threaten. no more the ship- 


manis at peace with his fellow-man, for the winds 


i Vert to the doctrine of internal improvements by 


he want of r@ads and canals through mountains 


i and valleys of mud and limestone rock! 


But of what use will his roads and canals be, 
for war or commerce, withouta navy to command 


! respect to our flag upon the high seas, ard to 
i prevent hostile aggression upon our shores? 
| Roads and canals, for national objects L mean, but 


make the way clear for an enemy, when he has 


| once landed, without an opposing Navy. And 

| without a Navy to protect yéur commerce—ay, 

i that commerce which floats the vast product of 

| all the country, all your valleys and hills, of the * 
world of the Mississippi valley, from its head 


sourees to the mouth of the great Father of 


i; Waters—what will become of your exporting 


citics, and, consequently, of your internal trace 
depending upon their commercial prosperity and 


; : |; protection? What would be the cost of naviga- 
leries, to be edified by your sage debates. Wars i 


tion, the price of insurance on exportation? The 
Navy sabserves the interior, even more than It 


- does the sea-board, just in proportiofas the whole 
, country isa greater interest than its coast. In the 
: i || language of our present Secretary, the Navy 18 
wreck; wind and wave are ever at strife When | 


vitally important and indispensable, ‘‘ whether 
‘in defending our property on the ocean from 
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‘aggression, or our flag from insult.” 


And, sir, 
such arguments as were used by my colleague in | 
relation to what the expense of a Navy would 
effect, if applied to other purposes, go only to |! 


strike the flag of the Navy itself. What better |} 
object of reasonable expenditure, liberal expendi- li 
ture, can there be, than a Navy, for a country 
like this! Sir, there was a time when such argu- 
ments availed, and such a question was asked in | 
doubt; but itis too late at this time of day to 
decry the Navy by magnifying its expenditure, | 
when it has fought its way to honor, respect, and 
popularity, has become its own practical argu- 
ment, and when, too, we are on the very’eve of a 
threatened naval war with one of the strongest 
maritime Powers of the world. One million of 
dollars is a great sum, indeed, for a country as 
rich in resources as this, about celebrating the 
payment of its national debt, too, to support your 
entire list of superior and inferior naval officers, 
to contend and cope with the Navy of France! 

Sir, my colleague did hope that this nation 
would wake up from what he calls this dream of 
military glory. For my part, sir, I never was 
in such a dream. But, if he has been in such a 
‘trance, to what has he awakened? A gun-boat 
system! Pardon me for saying, if the country 
is to be awakened to that dream, I hope she may 
sleep on. But I hope, sir, that the nation will 
not go to sleep, and forget that golden rule of 
national safety, “in peace to prepare for war.” 
And if wedo not pass this bill, and a naval war 
with a strong maritime Power shall come, as it 
is imminently threatened, I trast in God that our 
seamen may not have to wake up in foreign dun- 
geons and prison-ships, froma dream of national 
glory once won by your Navy, to scenes of naval 
defeat and national mortification and humiliation, 
caused by weakness in this ** right arm of our 
defense,” for the want of a bountiful nourish- 
ment, to be charged in part to a false economy, 
and in part to a still existing enmity to our 
Navy, which I had thought was obsolete, and 
which I pray may now be defeated and buried ! 
forever. . 

Sir, my colleague objects to the reason as- 
signed by the Secretary of the Navy for this 
increase of pay. Seeming to forget what the 
Secretary says about the compensation being 
inadequate ‘“‘ for an honorable discharge of duty,” 
the gentleman looks only to the reason of ena- 
bling our captains to compete in extravagance 
with the admirals of other nations while on for- 
eign stations. No, sir, although the admirals of 
foreign ships will not at present return gun for gun 
to your salutes—and if ever one of our captains 
returns an unequal salute, I will do all in my 
power to have him broke—all your Navy asks of | 
the people is, as far as is consistent with repub- 
lican simpligity and economy, to value and prize 
the labor, gallantry, and blood of American ofi- 
cers and seamen as high as that of qercenary 
hirelings is prized by monarchs ana déspots. 
My colleague asks what effect this increase of 
pay will have upon our officers themselves? 
Suange question! Why, sir, it will nerve, it 
will strengthen, it will brace, it will inspire them 
with new courage! It will assure them they į 
have a country which setsa value on them. See! | 
a ship of the United States maneuvering for action 
with another Guerricre! Topsails are aback— 
behold them! Is not the blood of that captain 
standing on your quarter-deck as rich, as pre- 
cious, as the blood of yonder admiral, gilded 
with stars and garters? Where your captain 
gets thousands of dollars, that admiral is paid in 
thousands of pounds sterling; and.the rate of pay 
is so down from admirals and captains to powder- | 
monkeys! The broadside is fired— i 

“ Yard-arms aud yard-arms meet, 
Cannons’ mouths each other greet.” 


She strikes!—which? If that American ‘ star | 
and stripe’? comes down, honorsand promotion, | 
pensions and places await the English crew! If 
the ‘ Royal George,” the American crew are 
gradged their prize-money! And captain once, 
always a captain! Yes, sir, my colleague and | 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. Mann] both | 
dared—dared, I say, in the face of all knowledge h 
to the contrary, to compare the pay of the Amer- i 
ican Navy.with that of the English. The Eng- | 
lish ! H 


Such was their character in the days of John 
: Talbot, and they have not lost it to this day. 


The nominal pay of the English navy is like that 
of our Army, much less than the real, which is 
right hard to get at. Besides fifty per cent. in 


allowances, their pay is enormous in provisions į 
| alone. They have not, like our sutler and -pur- 
veying officers, to lay in their own food from a | 


scanty pay and ration, and their own blue cups 
and porringers to be broken by every lee-lurch 
of a ship. : 3 

My colleague next urges, that the officers who 
are now to be benefited by this increase of pay, 
are not those who achieved the victories and ac- 
quired the glory of your Navy. This is an un- 
kind cut, indecd! But, sir, my colleague would 
not have made this assertion, as far wrong as all 
his other facts, if he had made the acquaintance 
of our present naval officers. Though many 


happen not to have shared the fame, yet they are į 


nearly all the very men who, insubordinate grades 
during the war, achieved the victories. Besides, 


the commanders now living who were successful | 


then, the men now commanding are the very 


naval heroes who fought ander the flags of your. 


Hulls, Decaturs, Perrys, Lawrences, Bainbridges, 
Biddies— 
“ Valiant and virtuous, full of haughty courage, 
Such as were grown to credit by the wars ; 
Not fearing death, nor shrinking for distress, 
But always resolute in most extremes.” 

And [I do not fear to pledge myself, that of 
them who did not fight during the last war, there 
will not be wanting those to acquire a fame in 
arms, and those to redeem by deeds of noble 
daring, as by present worth and science, from 
obloquy and reproach, a character once and now 
aspersed by malevolent and undeserved persecu- 
tion. 

But, Mr. Speaker, this Congress does not seem 
very “gloriously”? affected towards the old tars 
who confessedly did literally lead your ships to 
action. During the war, when— 

“The Guerriere frigate bold, 
On the foaming ocean rolled; 
And at the close of the war, when naval 
triumphs were celebrated everywhere, the Navy 
was everything; but it seems that our remem- 
brance of its achievements has passed with the 
forgetfulness of our dangers, and there are none, 
even here, sò poor as to do that old sea-dog, Isaac 
Hull, common justi@e, much less reverence! You 
insultingly turned him out of doors the other day, 
for presenting a just demand, and the glory of 
your Navy must not now be named in asking for 
it but common justice, long delayed! Verily, 


sir, I begin to believe—~and it is a hard lesson to | 


be taught a young man—that 
“ Glory is like a circle in the water, 
Which never ceaseth to enlarge itself, 
Till, by broad spreading, it disperse to naught.” 


My colleague lastly attacked, as he attacked | 


everything in this bill, the last—the three per 
cent. clause. 


other day, said everything which could or can 


be said in defense of this feature of the bill; and | 
I will only add my declaration to his, resulting | 


conclusively from his explanation and argument, 
that there is not the semblance of a pension sys- 
tem in this provision. As the officers themselves 
desire it, and it will be a fund proceeding from 
their own pay, to which the attribute and sanc- 


tion of law merely will be added, I do not object ! 
to.it, though F do as strongly as any object to a i 


pension system. 

Having followed to the end of the chapter the 
objections of my colleague to this bill, I beg 
leave to offer some recommendations of it which 
he did not touch; and at the same time to answer 
some objections made by the gentleman. from 
New York, [Mr. Maxy.] 

This bill abolishes the system of extra pay for 
special services, and the system of allowances, 


leaving a few, in certain cases necessary, but | 


herein specific. This at once deprives the Navy 
Department of that odious power of imposition 
in some cases, and of favoritismin others, which, 
lam credibly informed, has been too often grossly 
and corruptly abused. There is nothing more 
important, in my estimation, Mr. Speaker, than 


Sir, my other colleague from Vir- | 
ginia, [Mr. Mason,] on another occasion, the | 


so to fix and establish by lew the pay and the du- 
ties of your Army and Navy, as to effectually 
deprive the Executive Departments of all unne- 
cessary control over either. Under the present 
system of allowances by regulation, maintained in no 
other way than by the shamefully large and neg- 
ligent appropriations by Congress to contingen- 
cies, the Executive control and power of patronage 
over the Army and Navy is increased without 
limit, and without responsibility. Both Army 
and Navy are perfectly at the will and mercy or 
the Executive, ave made to feel constantly the 
power of that branch of the Government by the 
purse strings and by removal, and have long since 
ceased to fuel any dependence whatever’ upon 
Congress, > 

Sir, I have often heard the truth, and perfectly 
accord with it, that the liberties of no people 
were ever destroyed by a military leader until 
corruption had first cankered the vitals of the 
State, and thus, by debilitating the whole sys- 
tem, made it an easy prey for military despotism. 
And I will add, with respect to the future des- 
tinies of this country, that its liberties will for- 
| ever be preserved inviolate, as long as the repre- 
sentatives of the people and the officers of the Army 
and Navy of the United States are kept pure, 
enlightened, virtuous, and patriotic; and they will 
ever be so, as long us they dre kept independent and > 
Sree from the influence of the Federal Executive, and 
no longer, I do, therefore, fervently desire this 
House to adopt the wise policy of making our 
whole military establishment feel that it is paid, 
and liberally paid, by the representatives of the peo- 
ple; and then I firmly believe, if we ourselves are 
true, and we continue this policy, there never can 
be danger from a bribed and corrupt soldicry, 
sustained, as well as appointed by exceutive favor. 
Nothing can be more dispiriting to the brave and 
proud commanders of your flects and armies, 
than the necessity of flattering and “courting”? 
for their rights; but, as sure as ‘* man is man,” 
where “ thrift follows fawning,” the spirit of the 
proudest and bravest will fly to their necessities; 
and a court beggar will 


“ Crook the pregnant hinges of the knee” 


| to power-yielding places. I consider that this 
bill protects the service from abuses, and its 
officers from temptation and dependence, by 
fixing uncquivocally by law an adequate compen- 
sation, fairly distributed amongst the different 
grades. But this, it seems the gentleman from 
New York would especially avoid. He laid 
down upon this point the most licentious rule of 
false economy and fraudulent radicalism I ever 
beard. ‘*'The interest of ‘the agent,” he says, 
‘is always opposed to that of his principal, and 
there never will be danger that our public servants 
will work for nothing. Their wants will sharpen 
their wils.” 
; Now, sir, in the name of common honesty, 
|| what does this mean? In plain English, it is 
nothing more or less than that he would pay poorly 
| and leave the rest to pillaging. This is his policy, 
i and Heaven forbid it! The allowance, the extra 
|| pay, and the poor and pillaging pay system, costs 
l| this Government ten-fold more, in my opinion, 
i! than the most extravagant fixed salaries would, 
l consiantly violates that clause of the Constitution 
which provides that no moncy shall be drawn 
from the Treasury, except by appropriations by 
law, and is the most busy evil of corruption that is 
now prostituting anid degrading the public service. 
But the most intolerable of all positions yet 
assumed by any one against this proposed in- 
crease of Navy pay, is that by the gentleman 
from New York—the prize-money which officers 
may snatch from the jaws of danger and death in 
wars which may happen. Sir, whatis prize-money? 
The law provides—‘*If the capture exceeds or 
equals the force that captures, then the captors 
: shall get the whole procecds of the vessel cap- 
: tured. If the capture be of less force, then one 
| half goes to the United States for the benefit of 
$ the pension fand.’? In other words, you say to 
i your gallant navy, ‘‘ Go, sail the high seas over, and 
af you can find and seize from the battle or the 
breeze, a prize of superior or equal force, you 
‘| shall have all you get; and if inferior to yourself, 
‘| I will take from your hard carnings one half!’ 
| Is this like pay? Does it take a dollar from your 
|| Treasury? Does it not strip your enemies, and 
i that, too, at the hazard of the fate of war to every 
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naval officer who is thus to be enriched by such 
blood-bought spoils? This, as an excuse for not 
raising their pay, is taunting to men who under- 
stand their rightsas wellas you do, and to whom 


you owe respect at least, if nota debt of grati- | 


tude! To prove to you that they ‘know their 
rights, and knowing, can maintain them,” I will 
read the argument of a lieutenant of your Navy 
on this point, in compliment to the intelligence 
and ability of its officers generally. He says: 

“The chances of prize-money are as the 
t chances of a lottery; and it may be safely said, 
‘that there are not more persons of the Navy 
t who have drawn prize-money, in proportion to 
‘the number of all the crews seeking it, than 
‘persons who hage drawn prizes in lotteries, in 
‘proportion to the number of persons holding 
‘tickets. A vessel has first to be fallen in with— 
‘then be captured—then sent in safety to the 
s United States; and there are nine chances to one 
“of recapture before arriving in our ports, espe- 
‘cially when the enemy are powerful at sea— 
‘which must always be the case with any nation 
$ We are likély to be at war with. Ifthe capture 
‘arrives safely, however, the greater portion of 
‘the proceeds (after paying double duties to the 
© United States for all dutiable articles on board, 
Sand, in case. of an inferior force, half the value 
‘of vessel and cargo) iS eaten up by. the various 
‘expenses, enriching only district attorneys, 
‘marshals, auctioneers, and prize-agents; so that 
£ poor Jack and his officers get but a small slice 
‘ for their shares. Many of our officers, who were 
“thought to be very successful in taking prizes, 
‘realized only from $50 to $100 during their 
‘cruise; and many others were taken themselves, 
“and continued prisoners through the war. But, 
‘again, before prize-money there has to be @ wer; 
tand then along war, ifatall, We are a nation 
‘of peace. Our whole policy is peace. Tt is now 
‘twenty years since officers and crews have had 
‘a chance for prize-money. In the execution of 
‘other duties, your officers have not unfrequently 
‘made captures, when they have been held liable 
*for heavy costs, harassed in suits at law, and, 
‘in some instances, obliged to beg relief from 
‘Congress. The amount of prize-money received 
‘by the most fortunate officer commanding during 
tthe last war with Great Britain, it is confidently 
‘believed, would not exceed ten dollars per 
‘mouth during his whole term of service. The 
‘amount forthe most fortunate junior officer would 
‘not be three dollars per month. 

‘The ideas entertained in relation to prize- 
t money are extremely erroneous—if acquired at 
fall, itis hardty fought for and dearly won—adds 
‘glory to our flag, and has nothing todo with the 
t pay and emoluments of officers, for it never comes 
* out of the pockets of the people. The argument 
“would hold equally good against reducing or 
‘ giving less pay to officers of the customs in còn- 
“sequence of the possibilities or probabilities that 
“may occur for them to detect goods about being 
*smuggled—iaerely because they are entitled to 
‘half the net proceeds, when the goods shall have 
t been tried, condemned, and all expenses paid. Men 
‘of war scidom deem it prudent to weaken the 
‘efficiency of their ships, by sending their men 
‘on board prizes, consequently the great bulk of 
t prizes taken are destroyed.” 

Such is the unanswerable manner in which the 
Navy can reason for itself. In addition to this, 
I bave the pointed authority of Lord Nelson for 

` saying “that prize-money is a saving to the 
State.’ Itis “a saving to tho State,” taken from 
an enemy, and though poor reward, a sharp stimu- 
lws to the courage of crew and commander. 

Bat, sir, such arguments as these would not 
have been required in the year 1816, just after the 
war, Your Navy magnanimously deferred its 
application for increase of pay, then, because of 
the. heavy burden to the public debt, added by 
that war so galiantly and gloriously fought by 
sailors’ arms ‘ for free trade aud sailors’ rights.?? 
You have now eclebrated the extinguishment of 
that debt, your Treasury is a horn of plenty; and 
now, if you stint your Navy and war does come— 

“Look on thy country i 
And sev the cities and the towns defac’d 
Ry wasting ruin of the cruel foe? 


Sin, I beg of you, now, beforehand, to 
“Strike those that hurt, and huri not those that help! 
: One drop of hood drawn from thy country’s bosom 
, Should grieve thee more than streams of foreign gore.” 


“i 


Mr. WAYNE said that important questions, 
like the present, must frequently have their con- 
clusion, upon the same principles which actuated 
the framers of the Government—in the principle 
of compromise. Fle was satisfied that the friends 
of the bill before the House could only accom- 
plish their main objects by a resort to the princi- 


purpose of moving to strike from the bill certain 
passages which appeared obnoxious to some gen- 
tlemen. They were the same, with one or two 
exceptions, which were embraced in the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Pore.], His proposition, he conceived, would 
present a fair ground of compromise, and as no 
member, so far as he had understood, was op- 
posed to giving adequate pay to those employed 
in the naval service, the House would, by mutual 
concessions, be enabled, he hoped, to come toa 
dccisionof the question without further difficulty. 
He, therefore, moved toamend the bill by striking 
out all that part relating to extra allowances and 
to raising a fund by deducting three per cent. 
from the pay of the commission and -warrant 
officers, for the relief of the relatives of deceased 
officers. 

The SPEAKER stated that the motion required 
the unanimous consent of the House. 

Mr. JONES, of Georgia, objected. 

Mr. WAYNE moved a suspension of the 
rules, in order that he might be enabled to sub- 
mit the motion. 

The SPEAKER decided that the motion, 
under the circumstances in which it was pre- 
sented, (there being other motions pending,) 
could only be made with the unanimous consent 
of the House 

After some conversation between the SPEAK- 
ER and Messrs. WAYNE, JONES of Georgia, 
CAMBRELENG, and HARDIN, in relation to 
the mode of proceeding upon the commitment, 
and the several instructions that had been pre- 
sented, the latier gentleman moved an adjourn- 
ment; which was carried. 

The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Trorspay, January 8, 1835. 


Petitions and memorials were presented by Mr. 
PORTER and Mr. EWING. 

MEMORIAL OF GEORGETOWN, D. C. 

On motion of Mr. TYLER, the memorial pre- 
sented by him yesterday, frow citizens of George- 
town, was ordered to be printed. 

CLERKS IN STATE DEPARTMENT. 

The CHAIR submitted a communication from 
the Secretary of State, transmitting a list of the 
officers eraployed in that Department for the 
year 1834, with the compensation given to each: 

VETO POWER. r 

The joint resolution recommending an amend- 
ment of the Constitution, so as to provide that 
when a bill shall be vetoed by the President, it 
may be passed into a law by a majority only, of 
both Houses, was taken up for consideration; and 

On motion of Mr. KENT, was postponed to 


printed. 
NOTICE OF A BILL. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, gave notice, that to- 
morrow he would ask leave to introduce a bill 
authorizing George Whitman to import an iron 
steamboat, in detached parts, free of duty. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Judiciary Commit- 
! tee, reported a bill for the relief of William Tharp; 
second reading. ; 
_ Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of A. 
D. Ostrander. 

Mr. S., from the same committee, reported a 
joint resolution for the settlement of the claim of 
John S. Stiles, under a contract for the supply 
of Navy bread. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 3 

„Mr. EWING, pursuant to notice, and on leave 
given, introduced a bill for the relief of 


and referred. 


ple to which he alluded. He had risen for the | 


Thursday, the 22d instant, and ordered to be | 


which was read the first time, and ordered to a: 


Paine and Bilias Arnold; which was read twice i 


į 
1 


H 


Mr. ROBINSON, pursuant to notice, and on 
leave given, introduced a bill for the relief of 
Wilkinson Godwin; which was read. twice and 
referred. 

The bill for the relief of James Young was read 
a second time, and referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. f 

The following bills were read a second time 
and referred: 

The bill for the relief of Henry Awkward ; 

The bill for the relief of the heirs and legal rep- 
resentatives of Baily C. Clark; and 

A bill to authorize the Secretary of State to 
issue letters patent to James Jones, for an im- 
provement in the manufacture of cotton fabrics, 

The following bills were read a second time, 
and ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing: : 

A bill for the relief of Henry B. Tyler, exec- 
utor of Lieutenant Colonel Richard B. Smith; 

A bill for the relief of McKean Buchanan; 
and 

A bill for the relief of the administrator of 
Michael Hogan deceased. 


he bill providing for the regulation of vessels 
propelled in whole or in part by steam, and 
he bill for the relief of F. Garretson, late 
a purser in the Navy, were severally taken up 
for consideration, and 
On motion of Mr. SOUTHARD, were laid on 
.the table. 


FRENCH SPOLIATION BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill making compensation for French spoliations 
prior to 1800; when 

Mr. WRIGHT spoke at length in opposition 
to the object and principles of the bill. 

When Mr. W. concluded, — 

Mr. WEBSTER rose and remarked that he 
hoped he should not be called on to speak, except 
to reply finally to all the gentlemen who intended 
speaking in opposition to the bill. 

Mr. KING said if the Senator from Massachu- 
setts would pardon him, he would, before the 
question was taken on engrossing the bill, say 
something in justification of the vote he should 
į give. He did not, however, propose to go fully 
| into the subject. He had made no regular prep- 
aration, with a'view of doing so. But some of 
those friends with whom he had been very much 
in the habit of acting, especially on questions 
requiring a defense of the public Treasury, had 
advocated the claims of those interested in the 
passage of the bill, with a degree of labor, zeal, 
and apparent earnestness of feeling which afforded: 
the best possible evidence of their entire convic- 
tion of the propriety of-the course they had 
adopted; and he therefore felt it a respect due to 
them, as well as a justification of himself, to give 
at least someof the reasons why he should differ 
with them upon the present occasion. 

Mr. K gsaid he should be brief, for the reason 
first state® In fact, he did not think the bill 
called for a very wide range of discussion. For 
although the history of the claims was along one, 
and the facts and documents connected with them 
numerous, yet it would be seen from the discus- 
sion, so far as heard, that the facts necessary to 
be known and understood to direct our judgment 
upon the bill, were neither numerous or contro- 
verted; on the contrary, the difference in the 
minds of Senators upon the merits of the claims 
would result from a difference of conclusion from 


. 


| the same admitted facts, and not from any con- 


troversy about the facts themselves. 

What was the proposition, by the establish- 
ment of which the advocates of the bill sought to 
enforce upon the Senate the propriety of its pas- 
sego? If he understood it, it was this: that 
France, on the 30th of September, 1800, was in- 
debted to citizens of the United States, (the 
elaimants,) atleast five millions of dollars. That 
the United States were at the same time under 
treaty stipulations to France, onerous to_them, 
and valuable to France; and that the United 
States, having charge of the claims of their eiti- 
zens, released these claims to France in consider- 
ation of a release of their own treaty stipulations 
to that nation. Hence it was contended that the 
Untited States are liable to their own citizens for 
their claims on France, upon the same principle 


that an agent is liable to his principal if he ap- 
propriate the effects of the latter to his own use. 
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‘The doctrine was sound enough, if the proposi- 
tion were established. But, in prosecuting an 
inquiry into the trath of the proposition, we 
should inguire, and, if possible, asccrtain— 

Ist. Whether, in point of fact, the Government 
of France was, according to the existing rules of 
national Jaw, indebted to the claimants five mil- 
lions, or any other sum, on the 30th of Septem- 
ber, 1800? 

2. Whetber in point of fact the United States 
were at the same date bound by treaty stipula- 
tions onerous to them, and valuable to France, 
which would afford a consideration for the release 
of ibe claims. 

And it might net be unimportant to inquire, in 
th 
is 
ernment in its regular administration, any re- 


sd and were released by the acts of our Gov- 


sponsibility should attach to the Government for | 


obeying the necessary exigencies of State policy? 
Mr. K. returned to the first inquiry. Was 


France indebted to the claimants on the 30th; 


September, 1800? That France had committed 
spoilations which made her liable at one time to 
claimants was not disputed on either side, but 
‘insisted on by both. The claims, he said, arose 
as well by a reckless violation of the laws of na- 
tions as by repeated and sometimes admitted in- 
fractions of the treaty of commerce . between 
the two countries, dated 6th February, 1778. 
Several of the articles of this treaty, connected 
with these claims, had just been read by his 


friend from New York, [Mr. Wricur.] The 
article most material, he (Mr. K.) read. It is as 


follows: 

‘ ArticLe 23. It shall be lawful for all and 
‘ singular the subjects of the most Christian King, 
“and the citizens, people, and inhabitants of the 
‘said United States, to sail with their ships with 
‘all manner of liberty and security, no distinc- 
‘tion being made who are the proprietors of the 
‘merchandise laden thereon, from any port to 
‘the places of those who now are, or hereafter 
‘shail be, at enmity with the most Christian 
‘ King, or the United States. It shall likewise be 
‘lawful for the subjects and inhabitants aforesaid 
t to sail with the ships and merchandise aforesaid 
‘mentioned, and to trade with the same liberty 
‘and security from the places, ports, and harbors 
‘ of those who are enemies of both or either party, 
< without any opposition’ cr disturbance whatso- 
‘ever, not only directly from the places of the 
* enemy aforementioned to neutral places, but also 
‘ from one place belonging to an enemy to another 
* place belonging to an enemy, whether they be 
‘under the jurisdiction of the same prince, or 


‘under several. And itis hereby stipulated that | 
‘free shins shall give a freedom to goods, and that | 


‘every thing shail be deemed to be free and ex- 
tempt which shall be found on board the ships 
‘belonging to the subjects of cither of the con- 
t federates, although the whole lading or any part 
‘thercof should appertain to the enemies of 
‘either—contraband goods being always except- 
‘ed. Itis also agreed, in like manner, that the 
‘same liberty be extended to persons who are 
‘on board a free ship, with this effect, that, al- 
‘ though they be enemies of both or either party, 
‘they are not to be taken out of that free ship 
‘unless they are soldicrs, and in actual service of 
‘the enemies. ”’ 

Another article in the treaty provided that 
a sea-letter of a particular form specified in the 
article, should, on being exhibited, determine the 
neutral or fricndly character of the vessel, 
article was violated in the most flagrant manner, 
by au unexpected deeree, requiring what they 
called a “role d'equipage, which took hun- 
dreds by surprise who had prepared themselves 
with a letter in the form preseribed by the treaty. 
In short, France first violated the treaty, as 
seemed on all hands admitted, and continued her 
depredations from 1793 till the treaty of 1800. 


Nor was our Government remiss in attention to | 


the claims of itscitizens. Every effort was made 
to recover indemnity for them. Envoy after 
envoy was sent to the French court to negotiate 
on the subject; but they were subjected to the 
most degrading conditions as the price of the 
privilege of negotiating, and treated with a con- 
tempt only equaled by that which was paid to 
cur flag, and at last virtually kicked out of the 
country, These indignities were submitted to 
unul~nay, leng after—forbearance ceased to be a 


c third place, whether, if these claims once ex- ! 


This | 


virtue; and, finding negotiation hopeless, we de- 
termined to resort to force. 

Mr. K. insisted that the spoliations which 
were the subject of the bill had caused a war be- 
twecn the two countries—a war, to be sure, of 
limited duration, but still a public war, by which 
the claims were extinguished. The acts of ahos- 
tile nature passed by Congress in 1798, had all 
just been read or referred to by his friend ‘from 
New York, the most material of which were those 
authorizing the capture of the armed vessels of 
France. On the 28th day of May, in that year, 
Congress passed an act authorizing the armed 
vessels of the United States to capture any armed 
vessel of France which had committed: depreda- 
tions on our commerce, or which might be found 
cruising about ourcoasts for that purpose. This 
act has been called defensive, barely in its charac- 
ter. Admitit to beso, (said Mr. K.,) and what 
is to be said of the act of 9th July, 1798? This 
act authorizes the capture of French armed ves- 
sels anywhere on the high seas. In other words, it 
authorized a general maritime war with France. 

And did these acts (inquired Mr. K.) end in 
idle ceremony? Notatall,sir. The President, 
as authorized, issued his proclamation to carry 
them into effect; and from that time the armed 
forces of the two nations understood perfectly 
well the hostile relations in which their respective 
nations stood to each other, and acted accordingly. 
When their ships met, they instantly cleared for 
action; some of the most desperate conflicts en- 
sued—-their masts were cut off by the dexterit 
| of our gunners—their hulls were shattered into 
useless floating wrecks—theirdecks were drenched 
in the blood of their seamen—conquered, cap- 
tured, carried into port, confiscated, sold, and 
distributed as prize. And yet, gentlemen say, 
there was no war in this! The Senator from New 
York, who had just taken his seat, in referring to 
‘this state of things, asked if it could be called 
| peace? ‘* Certainly,’’ he was answered from the 
seat of the Senator from Massachusetts. ** Cer- 
i tainly,” we may call things by what names we 
please; but, in nature, they are not changed by 
the names we arbitrarily give them. We may 
call a declaration of war a proclamation of neu- 
trality. We may calla challenge to mortal con- 
flict a love-letter, or a billetdoux. Or a bloody 
war may be called, as in this case, ‘fa mere mis- 
understanding.” Yet these things would remain 
unchanged in their natures and consequences by 
the names assigned to them. 

But (inquired Mr. K.) why is it that those 
hostilities, carried on by the authority of the 
Government, did not constitute war? He knew 
not what reason the Senator from Massachusetts, 
(Mr. Wezsrer,] who was to conclude this dis- 
cussion, might assign; but other Senators had 
assigned no other reason than that “the negoti- 

ators said there had been no war.” They might 
| as well have “said”? that there never was a 
flood. They might as well have “said ”? that 
he battle of Waterloo was a friendly salutation 
| between the contending armies. Their sayings 
could not change war into peace. Bat the truth 
was, (said Mr. K.,) the French negotiators, 
when the claims were first presented, ‘said ”’ 
there had been war, “and that any indifferent 
nation would say s0,” and that, consequently, 
‘© no indemnities could be claimed.” _ 

It makes but little difference, however, (said 
Mr. K.,) what these gentlemen said in the polite- 
ness of their diplomacy, striving to forget the 
past, and mutually seeking the advantage in 
reviving an extinguished treaty. Mr. Vattel 
said, when he wrote his book on the Law of 
Nations, that “war is that state in which we 
prosecute our rights by force;”’ public war being 
that prosecuted by national authority. Were 
not these acts of hostility by national authority, 
and in the prosecution of our rights’ by force? 
In fact, it was war in a 


yantageous to her. : 5 K 
But it was said that if these claims were extm- 


‘guished by war, they were revived by negotia- 
ition. Me. K. inquired how they could.be revived 


i 


| 


i 


| of acknowledgment was 


l age 
by mere negotiation? - The envoys could not re- 


vive an extinguished claim by merely insisting 


| on it, or taking it into notice in negotiating a 


treaty. They might as well have undertaken to 
revive the edict of Nantz. It was a matter théy. 
could not control without the approbation of the 


| ratifying authority. It was of no consequence 


upon what principle they negotiated, but we should 
inquire upon what principle the Senate ratified. 
But it is said they were recognized as a subject of. 
negotiation in the second article of the treaty. 


i Very well, sir, and did the Senate ratify the sec- 
| ond article? 


Not at all. Their first act, when 
the treaty was presented, was to put the sponge 
uponit. They said, ineffect, let the second article ` 
be blotted from the instrament. Could the Sen- 


| ate have disclaimed more emphatically the notice 


which had been taken of the subject? The ne- 
gotiators had taken the subject into consideration, 
and it was necessary to dispose of it. They, 
therefore, said in. the second article, that “not 
being able to agree” upon the subject, thigy post- 
poned it to a more convenient time. Th second 
article expunged’ by the Senate, the treaty was 


‘sent back to Napoleon, and what did he do? 


Why he agreed to the retrenchment of the sec- 
ond article, ‘* provided’*—provided what, sir ?— 
that the respective nations would pay the claims 
of their citizens respectively? Not at all, sir. 
He never thought of such a thing. For France 
had never paid its citizens for the claims they 
were at the same time setting up against us. But 
he agreed to the retrenchment of the second arti- 
cle, provided cach party renounced the respective 
“ pretensions which were the object of the second 
article.” <‘ Pretensions’? was a very slighting 
term to use in reference to à valid debt. The 
pretensions in his mind most likely were the 
claims of mutual guaranty, and the privilege of 
neutrals; but whatever they were, this was only 
another mode for disposing of them as not sus- 
tainable. So we see, sir, that the ratifying power 
acted on the principle that the claims were extin- 
guished by hostilities, whatever the negotiators 
may have gaid or done in the matter. 

Mr. K. said that, after the second article was 
| expunged, the matter stood precisely in the pre- 
| dicament in which it would have stood if the 
claims had not been noticed in the treaty. And | 
| he supposed it would hardly be contended that if. 
national hostilities had existed, and peace restored 
by treaty, without noticing claims which were the 
cause of hostilities, that these claims would not be 
extinguished. i 

But it is said our own envoys alleged that this 
class of claims was due, and insisted on its pay- 
ment. Certainly they did, sir, and on many 
things else they did not obtain. He understood 
his friend from Maine, [Mr. SnerLer,] who dwelt 
on this circumstance, had much of the confidence 
of his constituents as a lawyer as well as a poli- 
tician. If so, he would ask his friend if he had 
not often insisted strongly that thousands were 
due to his client when he knew there was not due 
to him one cent? Doubtless he had, and did only 
his duty in doing so. The Government and 
envoys acted ona similar principle. They were 
representing American citizens, and they did the 
best they could for them; but not being able to 
recover indemnities from France, it was a little 
hard-their very diligence should be used as a 
reason for charging the United States with the 
claim. 

But it is further said that the French also ac- 
knowledged these claims. Yes, sir, (said Mr. 


| K.,)and how did they acknowledge them? They 


acknowledged them, always coupled with a con- 
dition that would at the same time extinguish 
them, They would negotiate for the payment of 
these claims, provided we would revive an extin- 
guished treaty, and allow them to put their own 
price on its supposed obligations. What kind 
this? and they certainly 


never made any other. You, sir, (said Mr. K.,) 


| make claim oa me for ten millions of dollars. 
| Very well; I may safely answer, “ your account 
| is a false onc, but I will acknowledge it, if you 


will permit me to produce a false receipt for it.” 
“Your debt is barred or extinguished ; but I have 


| claims of greater amount against you of a similar 


character, and { have no objection to settle, if I 
can bring you in debt ”?. Various offers were 
made on both sides, but they were all, when 
closely examined, of this nature; for they were 
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“always “ to renew” the treaties, which implied 
their previous extinction; and these offers of 
renewal were always accompanied with modifi- 
cations and conditions, thought advantageous to 
the proposer. Theclaims, then, (Mr. K. insisted,) 
had been extinguished by the hostile relations 
between the two countries, and had never been 
revived either by negotiations or acknowledg- 
ment. 

Mr. K. then went into the second subject of 
inquiry. Were the United States, on the 30th 
September, 1800, bound by treaty stipulations to 
the Government of France, onerous to the one 
and valuable to the other? Mr. K. thought not. 
The conduct of France had perhaps sufficiently 
discharged the United Statcs from all the obliga- 
tions of the treaties. But, to put the matter De- 

ond doubt in a judicial point of view, Congress, 
on the Tth of July, 1798, passed an act declara- 
tory on the subject, by which (after reciting in 
the preamble, as a justification of the act, the fre- 
quent vjplations of the treaties by France) it was 
enacted@* That the United States are of right 
€ freed and exonerated from the stipulations of the 
* treaties and of the Consular Convention hereto- 
“fore concluded between the United States and 
‘France, and that the same shall not henceforth 
£ be considered as legally obligatory on the Gov- 
€ ernment or citizens of the United States. ” 

One would suppose, (said Mr. K.,) that this 
act would settle the matter; but, to his utter as- 
tonishment, this right in the United States as an 
independent party to the treaty had been denied. 
It was said the consent of both parties must first 
be obtained. There might be some modification 
of the right as between the United States and jts 
citizens claiming the benefit of a treaty; or the 
right of Congress to repeal a treaty by ordinar 
legislation without reasons, might be questioned. 
But this was a judicial act of an independent 
sovereign Power, containing the reasons for the 
decision, which reasons all acknowledged to be 
perfectly true, And when gentlemen were so 
general in their denial of the power of Congress 
on this subject as to include the act in question, 
he scarcely knew how to treat such a position. 
What an extraordinary position we should be 
placed in! Having treaties of peace and com- 
merce with all the world, any nation with whom 

«we had made treaties might violate them at pleas- 
ure, drive our commerce from the ocean, and 
even bring war to the Capitol, and the United 
States could not move against the offender with- 
out breaking the faith of treaties! This would 
be a new principle to introduce into the law of 
nations. 

From the time of Grotius up to the present 
time, it had, he thought, been acknowledged a 
universal principle of national law, that in cases 
of compact between independent nations, there 
being no common judge, cach party had the right 
to judge for itself, “as well of the infraction as 
of the mode and measure of redress.” This prin- 
ciple had been much quoted of late to sustain the 

* rights of the States of the Union, to judge of an 
infraction of the Constitution. He never could 
see the application of this principle to the rights 
of the States in their relation to the Federal Gov- 
ernment; but when applied to the United States 
and France, two nations entirely independent in 
all their exterior relations, the principle was 
piain, and the application casy. Mr. K. saidhe 

had hastily turned to one authority on national 
slaw, which he believed spoke the sentiments of 
all elementary writers on the subject. 

Mr. K. then read from Vattel, book 1], ch. 
13, page 213. 

«Treaties contain promises that are perfect 
‘and reciprocal, If one of the parties fails in 
< his engagements, the other may compel him to 
‘fulfill them. A perfect promise confers a right 
‘todoso. Butif the latter has no other expe- 
‘dient but that of arms to force his ally to the 
£ performance of his promises, he will sometimes 
‘find it more cligible to cancel the promises on 
*his own side also, and dissolve the treaty. He 
thas undoubtedly a right to do this, since his 
‘ promises were made only on condition that the 
‘ally should cn his part execute everything which 
‘he had engaged to perform. The party, there- 
«fore, who is offended or impaired in those par- 
‘ticulars which constitute the basis of the treaty, 
sis at liberty to chose the alternative of either 
scompelling a faithless ally to fulfill his engage- 


‘ments, or of declaring the treaty dissolved by his 
‘violation of it. On such an occasion, prudence 
tand wise policy will point out the line of con- 
t duct to be pursued, ”? 

It cannot be necessary (said Mr. K.) to insist 
that the United States possess the same rights on 
this subject with other independent nations; and 
he presumed it would not be denied that the rea- 
sons set forth in the act for dissolving the treaty 
are perfectly true, and constitute a legal justifica- 
tionof the measure. It might safely be submitted 
to the Senate as an original question, whether 
France had not, by her violation of the treaty, 
justified its nullification by us? The author just 
quoted, (said Mr. K.,) on another page, cites 
Grotius to prove that “every article of a treaty 
carries with it a condition, by the non-perform- 
ance of which the treaty is wholly canceled.” 
I ask Senators, then, (said Mr. K.,) whether 
France did not first violate the treaty? That she 
did so, is the very, first position established by 
them. And here the advocates of the bill found 
themselves in this strange predicament: that 
their first position to establish a claim against 
France, proved at the same time that the United 
States were not responsible for it. Mr. K. would 
not dwell longer on this branch of the subject. 
He considered the treaty clearly canceled, as well 
by the acts of France, as by its nullification by 
the United States for sufficientcauses. He there- 
fore concluded that, on the 30th of September, 
1800,the United States were not bound by treaty 
stipulations to France, and therefore could have 
received no consideration for the release of the claims 
in question. 

But it is said the treaty stipulations were valu- 
able at the date referred to, because the Ameri- 
can negotiators offered for them eight millions of 
francs; and one would be led to think, (said Mr. 
K.,) from the confidence with which gentlemen 
refer to this offer, that they had something 
almost equivalent to the promissory note of the 
Government for at least this amount. He had 
already remarked that these offers in negotiation 
determined nothing unless reduced to treaty and 
ratified. But when we examined this ‘ offer,” 
what kind of an offer was it? It was an offer 
which, if accepted by the French Government, 
would have brought them eight or nine millions 
of dollars in debt! It is said we offered five mil- 
lions of francs for a release from the stipulations 
of the cleventh article of the treaty of 1778, which 
guarantied to France her West India Islands; 
and three millions for the privilege of her priva- 
teers secured by the seventeenth article. ‘The 
better to understand the value of this offer, (said 
Mr. K.,) let us look to the instructions which 
preceded it, and with an evident reference to 
which it was made. These instructions say: 
“On the part of the United States, instead of 
‘troops or ships of war, it would be convenient 
‘t to stipulate for a moderate sum of money, or 
‘quantity of provisions at the option of France. 
‘The provisions to be delivered at our ports in 
“any future defensive war, &c. It was the 
opinion of our Cabinctat that time, that the guar- 
antee in the eleventh article only extended toa 
defensive war; and no treaty renewing it on any 
other than this construction would have been rati- 
fied by the United States. This offer, then, was 
to renew the mutual guarantee, but at the same 
time to settle its construction andits value. For the 
privileges under the seventeenth article we should 
have paid three millions, for those privileges 
were needed by us in our commercial relations 
| with England. ` But the five millions were contin- 
gent upon a future defensive war. This part of the 
arrangement was as valuable to one party as the 
othor;andin fact the contingency had not yet hap- 
pened which would have justified the claim. So 
then we see this valuable offer (said Mr. K.) was 
an otfer of three millions of francs certain, and 
five millions contingent, that we might receive 
fifty millions certain, by way of indemnities, 
: Well might we propose to renew the treaties on 
| such terms. It was not very surprising that 
| France did not accept the generous offer. 
| Mr. K. said it only remained to inquire whether 
| there was any just cause of complaint against the 
| Government, because the attitude it assumed to- 
| wards France may have released these claims. 
, To admit this would allow individuals to control 


‘the policy of nations. If these claims were 


i A mane 
i so released, it was only one of those individual 


sacrifices constantly made to State policy, in the 
necessary operations of Government. We had 
done everything that could bereasonably required 
to secure theirclaims. We had spentlarge sums 
in missions and negotiations before we resorted 
to hostile measures, which were of course'attended 
with heavy expense. Perhaps, (said Mr. K.,) 
if we were to enter into a strictaccount with these 
claimants we have spent more money in pursuit 
of their claims than the amount at which they 
are estimated, without computing the blood of our 
citizens which may be estimated beyond millions 
of treasure. It is for this, among other reasons, 
(said Mr. K.,) that war always relinquishes the 
claims for which it is declared. The blood of a 
single citizen satisfies millions of debt. : 

The attitude which the United States assumed 
then was necessary to the permanent policy and 
honor of the country; and all private interests 
must yield to it. In fact, (said Mr. K.,) it has 
been clearly shown by the Senator from New 
Hampshire, [Mr. Hiut,] that their claims, under 
no circumstances, would ever have been worth 
one cent. It would be recollected that we did get 
the promise, in the treaty of 1800, of. indemnity 
for all prizes not definitively condemned. Did 
Bonaparte pay these claims, for which we held 
his bond in the treaty? Not at all, sir. Not a 
dollar of them would he pay to us; and we never 
should have gota dollar from him, even for these 
acknowledged indemnitics, had not Louisiana been 
forced as it were to auction, to prevent it from 
falling into the hands of the English. And not 
even then, sir, if we had not been cheated out of 
the amount by French diplomacy, by which it 
was gratuitously paid by ourselves, and ten mil- 
lions besides. Bonaparte told his Minister to 
take fifty millions of francs, He obtained eighty, 
with the stipulation that twenty millions were 
to be deducted to satisfy indemnities under the 
treaty of 1800. Bonaparte was delighted at the 
bargain; but mark what he said to Marbois, his 
agent, when the treaty was reported to him: ‘I 
would that these twenty millions be paid into the 
Treasury. Who authorized you to part with the 
money of the State??? He was reminded that he 
still would get ten millions more than he asked, 
besides satisfying the Americans. ‘Ah, ’tis 
true,” said he; “the treaty docs not leave one 
anything to desire. Sixty millions for an occu- 

ation that would not, perhaps, last a day,” &c. 

s it likely, then, (inquired Mr. K.,) that when 
he had uniformly refused to satisfy what he had 
solemnly promised to pay “for captures not defini- 
tively condemned,” that he would have paid for 
captures every one of which had been condemned, 
and for which any treaty stipulation had been 
refused? Sir, (said Mr. K.,) the claims were 
not worth a mill in the dollar atany time. Bona- 
parte pay such claims! No, sir. He, with his 
drum-headed justice, and gunpowder administra- 
tion, robbed everybody and paid nobody. If 
these views be just, (said Mr. K.,) however the 
claims may have been released, the claimants lost 
nothing; for France never would have paid any- 
thing for these claims, every one of which had 
received the condemnation of.her tribunals in 
some form or other, whether rightly or not. In 
the late treaty we had to exclude all cases con- 
demned, however just our complaints of the pro- 
ceedings under which the condemnations were 
made. . 

Mr. K. concluded, then, that France owed no 
part of these claims on the 30th September, 1800, 
which she ever would have paid, or that in strict- 
ness could be insisted on. 

That the United States, on the same date, were 
under no treaty stipulations to-France, a release 
from which would afford a consideration for the 
claims. Claims and treaties, he said, had been 
extinguished, and no act had ever been done by 
the treaty-making power in this country to revive 
them, ‘These views he thought an entire answer 
to the claims. 

As tothe nature of these claims (said Mr. K.) 
which had heen already referred to, he must say, 
they were not such as appealed strongly to our 
sympathies, There were few, it was said, in the 
hands of the original losers, and they were mostly 
in the hands of insurance companies and under- 
writers. These (said Mr. K.) are the weakest 
of all possible claims. It was known that in those 


days, profits were enormous, and increased by 
the risk, which was known to be great, and the 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


tii 


risk and profit regulated the premiums, which 


were also excessively high. 
should be returned, the insurer was enriched by 
high premiums, whilst he had the loss returned to 
him, This, he thought, a tolerably fair business 
for insurers. We are told, to be sure, of ** widows 
and orphans” who await the tardy justice of Gov- 
ernment. He thought it likely there might be 
some, and some very rich ones, too. The widows 
and orphans of the original losers, however, he 
expected were few in number, and only thrust 
forward ih the foreground of the picture, whilst 
rich insurers, underwriters, and speculators, in 
greater numbers, lay back, concealed in its more 
remote and deepening shades. 

Mr. K. said he had been unable to bring his 
mind to the support of this bill. It was but right, 
however, that he should confess, in conclusion, 
(although he could net say he was prejudiced) he 
had a powerful weight of presumptive evidence 
to get rid of, before he could look into details to 
get at the original merits of the claim. He said 
it might be safely assumed that no Government 
in the world was more just to the claims of its 
citizens than that of the United States, and if at 
any time a claim was not allowed when pressed 
upon it, the refusal was a strong circumstance 
against it. This claim had been before Congress 
for thirty-four years, and had not yet got through 
both Houses of Congress, And during a portion 
of that period it was known that we were not 
looking out for ways and means to defray the 


expenses of Government, but actually looking | 


out for waysand means to absorb an apprehended 
surplus. I would say, then, (said Mr. K.,) that 


1800 to 1824, it might reasonably be put down 
as doubtful. If from 1824 to 1832, we might put 
it down as very doubtful; and if it passed through 
the generous year of 1832, without being allowed, 
we might with much reason venture to consider 
it desperate and unworthy the attention of any 
tribunal or Government. He had not, however, 
dependedentirely upon these strong circumstances 
against the claims, but had listened attentively to 
the speeches for and agginst them, and had revived 


his recollection of ihe most material historical | 


facts upon which they rested, and his first un- 
favorable impressions were fully confirmed, and 
he should vote against the bill. ‘Though he fully 
concurred in the sentiments of the Senator from 
South Carolina, that if, notwithstanding the age 
and amount of the claims, they were really just, 
and the honor of the Government were involved 
in withholding them, the appropriation should be 
made, if it took the last dollar in the Treasury, 
and forced us even to make new contributions to 
satisfy it. 

When Mr. K. concluded, 

Mr. BIBB rose and said, that he was desirous 
of giving his views on this question, but he was 
not prepared to do so now. 

Mr. B. then yielded to a motion to adjourn, 
which was submitted by Mr. Kina, of Alabama. 

Mr. WEBSTER was opposed to the adjourn- 
ment, unless the honorable member from Ken- 
tucky desired it. 

Mr. BIBB said he certainly did. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Trorspar, January 8, 1835. 

Petitions and memorials were presented, on 
leave, by A 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina; 

Mr. GORHAM, of Massachusetts; 

Mr. BEATY, of Kentucky; 

{Mr, Beary pwesented the petition of James 
Smith, of Cumberland county, Kentucky, pray- 


ing Congress togrant him a section of land; which | 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands.] |} A 
i| of the probable expense of prosecuting and com- | 
with great accuracy, the astronomical f 
| observations contemplated by the act of Congress || 
of the 14th July, 1832, entitied an act for taking i 
| of certain observations preparatory to the adjust- || 


Mr. WARDWELL, of New York; k 
Messrs. KINNARD, LANE, and EWING, 
of Indiana; 


[Mr. Kixyanp presented the application of John ; 
Griffith, to be placed on the revolutionary pension 


roll; which was referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions. “~ 

Mr. K. also presented additional documents 
in support of the petition of James Calvin. Re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.] 

Mr. BOULDIN, of Virginia; 

Mr. LYON, of Michigan; 


f, then, the loss | 


if this claim was refused by Cover , || athe last session of Congress for the continua- 
s cle efused by Government from ji 


ji pleting, 


Mr. FORESTER, of Tennessee; a? 

{Mr. Forester presented the petition of James 
Francher for a pension.] : 

Which petitions and memorials were referred, 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. KINNARD, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Claims, made an unfavorable report 
on the petition of the heirs of Bernard Lipscomb, 
heir-at-law of Captain Reuben Lipscomb. 

Mr. HARDIN, from the committee on the Ju- 
diciary , reported a bill to alter the times and places 
for holding the circuit and district courts of the 
United States for the district of Kentucky; which 
was read twice and committed. 


Mr. FORESTER, from the Committee on 


| Invalid Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of 


Joshua Columber; which was read twice, and 
committed. 

, RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 

The following resolutions, heretofore offered, 
were, by consent, considered and agreed to: 

By Mr. EVERETT, of Massachusetts: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to communicate to this House a copy of the re- 
port of the board of engineers of the 13th March, 
1834, relative fo the repairs of Fort Independ- 
ence, in Boston harbor, together with his opinion 


l| of the expediency of executing the repairs pro- 


posed in the said report. 

By Mr. BEATY: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be re- 
quested to report to this House whether the whole 
amount or what part of the $30,000 appropriated 


tion of the improvement of the navigation of the 
Cumberland river, has been applied to that object, 
and whether its application was made under the 
direction of the said Secretary or the President 
of the United States, and whether the whole 
amount, or what part of said $30,000 was directed 


i to be laid out upon said river below Nashville, 


and if any part of said sum be left, will it be laid 
out in continuation of the improvement of the 
river above Nashville; if not, the reasons for 
withholding it. 

By Mr. EWING: : 

Resolved, That the President of the United 
States be requested to transmit, or cause to be 
transmitted, to this House, copies of every cir- 
cular letter of instruction, emanating from the 
Treasury or War Department, since the 30th day 
of June last, and addressed to either of the re- 
ceiving or disbursing officers stationed in States 
wherein land offices are established, or public 
works are constructing, under the authority of 
Congress. 


On motion of Mr. MERCER, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee for the District 
of Columbia be instructed’ to inquire into the 
expediency of extending the jurisdiction of the 
Corporation of Washington to the police of the 
bridge now constructing across the river Potomac; 
and that the said committee be also instructed to 
inquire into the expediency of devising by law 
some practicable mode of disposing of unappro- 


| priated or ungrahted lands within the District of 
| Columbia. 


On motion of Mr. STEWART, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and 
Means he instructed to inquife into the expedi- 
ency of increasing the annual appropriation for 
the improvement of the Ohio and Mississippi, to 
be expended between Brownsville and the falls 
of the Ohio, at Louisville. 


RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. LYON, of Michigan, offered the following 


| resolution, which lies over onc day: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be re- 


quested to farnish this House with an estimate 


ment of the northern boundary line of the State 


i 
we l 
of Ohio. | 


. * 
Mr. FULTON offered the following resolution; | 


i 


which, under the rule, lies on the table one day: | 


Resolved, That the Secretary, of the Treasury 
be requested, as soon as practicable, to present 
to this House a list of afl commutation and half- | 


pay claims one at the Treasury Department of 
the United States, under any act or acts of Con- 

ress providing for the payment of such claims; 
in which list shall be specially stated the amount 
of each claim, to whom originally due; to whom 
paid, and by what authority; whether paid to the 
claimant himself, or to his heirs, executors, ad- 
ministrators, or his or their attorney or attorneys 
in fact, with the names of the heirs, executors, 
administrators, attorney or attorneys in fact, as 
the case may be. 


Mr. BYNUM offered the following resolution; 
which, under the rules, lies on the table one day: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be re- 
quested to inform this House whether the com- 
missioners or surveyors have been appointed, on 
the pert of the Government, to lay off and run 
the boundary lines between the Government of 
the United States and the Republic of Mexico, 
than those appointed under the act of 1819, by 
the stipulations made and entered into with the 


| Government of Spain. A 


On motion of Mr. TAYLOR, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions be instructed to inquire into the expe- 
diency of granting a pension to Joel Marshall, a 
soldier of the Revolution. 


On motion of Mr. ALLEN, of Virginia, it was 

Resolved, That the Judiciary Committee be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of author- 
izing the judge of the western district of Virginia 
to prescribe by a rule of court the times of hold- 
ing the several courts now directed by law to be 
held im said district. 


On motion of Mr. PARKER, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 
be instructed t8 inquire into the expediency of 
making an appropriation for securing Flat Beach, 
on Tucker’s Island, at Egg Harbor, in the State 
of New Jersey, from further injury by inunda- 
tions or otherwise, according to an estimate and 
survey made by Captain Hartman Bache, as re- 
ported to the War Department 6th March, 1830. 


_ On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 
1t was ; n 
Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of granting to the State of Louisiana a tract 
of land on each side of the route designated for 
a canal from Lake Barataria to Berwick’s Bay,. 
in said State, to aid the company organized for 
the purpose of executing the work, in effecting 

the object. 


WASHINGTON’S PAPERS. 


Mr. EVERETT, of Massachusetts, on leave, 
introduced a joint resolution, authorizing Jared 
Sparks to retain for the present the papers and 
correspondence of General Washington, now in 
his possession, and to authorize the Secretary 
of State to pay to George C. Washington the 
remainder of the purchase money due him by 
the Government for the papers and documents’ 
referred to; which was read twice, and ordered to 
be engrossed. 


RECONSIDERATION. 


Mr. TAYLOR, of New York, moved to re- 
consider the vote of yesterday, whereby the 
House refused to consider the following resolu- 
tion, submitted by Mr. Hamer: ih, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
amending the Constitution of the United States 
so as to limit the service of the judges of the Su- 
preme and inferior courts to a term of years. 


Mr. HARDIN said he was notin favor of limit- 
ing the tenure by which judges of the Supreme 
Court held their offices to any numbers of years, 
but he was in favor of making such an alteration 
in the Constitution as at the age of something 
like seventy, or sixty-five, or seventy-five years 
they might be compelled to quit the benoh. He 
had no desire to make any particular reference to 
any of the judges now presiding in the Supreme 
Court; but it was a fact well known, that two, at 
least, of those gentlemen were now betweeneighty 
and ninety years of age—perhaps nearer the last 
number—and one of them, he verily believed, 
had been unable to hear any argument for ten 
years past, though he was one who could be 
greatly profited by argument. 

The SPEAKER reminded the gentleman from 
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Kentucky that the question pending being one of 
reconsideration, it was not debatable. 
` “Mr. HARDIN remarked that he had said all 
that he desired to say on the subject. 

Mr. MERCER hoped to be permitted to cor- 
rect the gentleman-in one particular. There was 
but one of the judges to whom he had made ref- 
erence who was over eighty years of age, and he 
was barely beyond that age. 

“Mr WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, demand- 
ed the yeas and nays; which were ordered, and 
‘were as follows: . 

YEAS—Messrs. John Adams, John J. Allen, 
William Allen, Beale, Bean, Beaty, Beaumont, 
Boon, Brown, Bull, Bunch, Burns, Bynum, Cam- 
breleng, Campbell, Carmichael, Carr, Casey, 
Chilton, Samuel Clark, Clay, Cramer, Day, 
Dickerson, Dunlap, Ferris, Forester, Foster, 
Fowler, Galbraith, Gamble, Gillet, Grayson, 
Griffin, Joseph Hall, Thomas H. Hall, Halsey, 
Hamer, Hardin, Harrison, Hathaway, Hender- 
son, Howell, Hubbard, Inge, Jarvis, Richard 
M. Johnson, Noadiah Johnson, Benjamin Jones, 
Kavanagh, Kilgore, Kinnard, Lane, Lansing, 
Luke Lea, Thomas Lee, Lewis, Love, Lytle, 
Abijah Mann, Joel K. Mann, Mardis, Moses 
Mason, May, McCarty, McIntire, McKay, 
McKinley, McVean, Miller, Robert Mitchell, 
Morgan, Muhlenburg, Osgood, Parks, Patterson, 
Peyton, Franklin Pierce, Pierson, Plummer, 
Polk, Rencher, Reynolds, Shinn, Smith, Stande~ 
fer, William Taylor, Francis Thomas, Thomson, 
Turner, Turrill, Vanderpoel, Van Houton, 
Wagner, Wardwell, Webster, Whallon, Wise, 
and. Young—97. 

NAYS—Messrs. John Q. Adams, Heman Al- 
len, Chilton Allan, Banks, Barber, Barnitz, Bar- 
ringer, Bates, Baylies, Bouldin, Briggs, Burges, 
Cage, Chambers, Chinn, Clayton, Coffee, Cor- 
win, Coulter, Crane, Crockett, Amos ‘Davis, 
Davenport, Deberry, penny, Evans, Edward 
Everett, Ewing, Felder, Filmore, Philo C. 
Fuller, William K. Fuller, Garland, Gilmer, 
Gordon, Gorham, Graham, Grennell, James 
Harper, Hazeltine, Heath, Heister, William 
Jackson, Ebenezer Jackson, Janes, William 
Cost Johnson, Henry Johnson, Laporte, Lay, 
Lincoln, Loyall, Manning, Martindale, Mar- 
shall, McComas, McKennan, Mercer, Milligan, 
Miner, Parker, Patton, Phillips, Pickens, Pinck- 
ney, Pope, Potts, Ramsay, Reed, Robertson, 
Schenck, Schley, William B. Shepard, Augus- 
tine H. Shepperd, Slade, Sloane, Spangler, 
Stecle, William P. Taylor, Philemon homas, 
‘Tompkins, Trumbull, ‘Tweedy, Vance, Vinton, 
Watmough, Wayne, White, Frederick Whittle- 
sey, Wilde, and Williams—9Q, 

So the House reversed thoir vote of yesterday, 
and determined to consider the resolution. 

Mr. HARDIN desired to propose an amend- 
ment to the resolution, 

Mr. A. H. SHEPPERD rose toa question of 
order. He. supposed that the vote which had 
just. been taken, placed the subject in the same 
position in which it was before the vote of yes- 
terday was taken; the question then pending being 
that of consideration, it was not competent to 
move an amendment to the resolution until the 
House should first decide in favor of its consid- 
eration. 

The CHAIR decided that the vote which had 
been just taken was tantamount to a decision 
that the House would consider the resolution, &c, 

After some conversation upon the question of 
order between the CHAIR, and Messrs. A. H. 
SHEPPERD, MERCER, and BRIGGS, the | 
decision of the Chair was acquiesced in. 

Mr. HARDIN moved to amend the resolution 1 
by directing the committee to inquire at what age 
it would be proper to declare judges incompetent 
to serve on the bench. 


Mr. HAMER accepted the amendment as a 
modification of his motion. - 

Mr. VANCE moved to amend the resolution 
by directing the committee to inquire into the 
propriety of so amending the Constitution as to 
prohibit the President of the United States from 
making removals from office unless by the con- 
sent of the Senate. 


i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
[i 
i 


The hour allotted to morning business having 
expired, the House, on motion of Mr. PARKER, i 
proceeded to the consideration of the orders of į 
the day, and the bills, &e., upon the Speaker’s | 
table , : $ : 


CLERKS IN STATE DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of State, covering a list of the 
clerks in his Department, and the salaries paid to 
each; which was laid on the table, and ordered 
to be printed. ; 

STATE BOUNDARIES. 


A bill from the Senate to settle and establish 
the northern boundary line of the States of Ohio, 
Indiana, and Illinois, was read twice, and, on 
motion of Mr. Arren, of Ohio, committed to a 
select committce of seven members. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the Senate were read 
twice and committed: 

A bill to provide for the enlistment of boys in 
the Navy; 

A bill to change the titles of certain officers ,of 
the Navy; 

A bill for the relief of J. and W. Beeson, and 
others; 

A bill to improve the navigation of the Wabash 
river; and 

A bill for the benefit of Boyd Reilly. 


RELIEF OF ALEXANDRIA. 


The bill for the relief of the city of Alexandria, 
District of Columbia, was read a third time. 

Mr. MARDIS demanded the yeas and nays on 
its passage; which were ordered. 

Mr. HARDIN had seen no report of the esti- 
mated cost of the canal, in the stock of which 
Congress was asked by the bill to subscribe 
$100,600. The United States had heretofore 
given $100,000 for the purpose of aiding in open- 
ing this canal between Georgetown and Alexan- 
dria. The corporation of Alexandria had added 
to this sum $50,000, and the citizens of that city, 
$80,000, making in all $230,000, all of which’ was 
already expended on this canal. Neither the 
corporation nor the citizens of Alexandria, could 
render further aid in the future progress of this 
work. The city owed a debt of $250,000 in Hol- 
land, to pay the interest on which required a tax 
of seventy-five cents upon the hundred dollars 
worth of property, and it was evident, from the 
complete exhaustion of her means, that it would 
be impossible for Alexandria to prosecute this 
work. Under these circumstances, it was appa- 
rent that it would devolve on Congress alone, if 
they should deem it expedient, to finish this work. 
One question, then, was, would the $100,000 pro- 
posed to be subscribed by the bill, complete this 
canal? If not, how was the necessary sum to be 
raised? Is it expected that Congress will con- 
tinue to vote appropriations for this object until 
itis finished? Ie had conversed with an intelli- 
gent gentleman from Alexandria, and from the 
data which he had received from him, (and which 
Mr. H. recapitulated,) he was satisfied that in- 
stead of $100,000 it would take more than one 
million. ‘There must be some mistake in the 
estimates which had been made on this subject. 
At all events, he for one, was unwilling to give 
another $100,000 in aid of this aqueduct and canal 
between Georgetown and Alexandria, particularly 


| when the broad and beautiful Potomac afforded 


the most natural channel of communication be- 
tween the two cities. 

It had been said that this work was necessary 
to prevent Alexandria from going down. He 
should regret it. But he did not consider it of 
much importance to the citizens of the United 
States, whether a few merchants in Georgetown 
and Alexandria should be deprived of the oppor- 


| tunity of realizing a commission on a few barrels 


of flour. If, however, Alexandria should go 
down, it would-not be owing to a failure to finish 
the contemplated canal. The cause would be ob- 
vious. The commercial advantages of the large 
cities completely overshadowed the prosperity of 
the villages in their vicinity. You might as-well 
expect corn and tobacco to grow and flourish | 
under the expanded branches of an oak, as that 
such a city as Alexandria should enjoy great 
commercial prosperity while situated in the imme- 
diate neighborhood of Baltimore. Congress had 
ropriated some one hundred and thirty or one 
hundred and forty thousand dollars to open a} 
canal in the city of Washington, and he would 
ask what great advantages had been derived from 
ithisimprovement? You might, indeed, occasion- 


with a few cords of wood or some stone, to be 
used in walling that part of the work which was 
unfinished, and now and then in the summer or 
spring a long-boat, Jaden with oysters and white 
cat-fish. Of other advantages, he was ignorant. 

Mr. H. thoughtit highly improper that these ex- 
travagant appropriations of public money should 
be made. e thought that Congress should con- 
fine appropriations to the support of the Army 
and Navy,and the civil list. Ifa general system 
of internal improvements could be adopted, in 
which all sections of the country could partici- 

ate, he might not be found in opposition to it; 
Pat he did object to the partial, if not useless ap- 
propriations of millions of dollars for the benefit 
of this District, or for purposes connected with 
the District, and he should also object to other 
partial appropriations, intended to benefit a par- 
ticular section of the Union, while his own State 
received not a solitary cent. There were bills on 
the Clerk’s table for appropriations to an amount 
sufficient to break it down, were it even placed 
upon itin bank notes. 

Mr. CHINN' said the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Harpry] would allow him to set him 
right on some points of fact. First, in regard to 
the length of the proposed aqueduct. It was true, 
the river at the place of its location was fifteen 
hundred feet wide; but the abutments reduced 
that width to one thousand feet. The archer, 
too, instead of being, as represented by the gen- 
tleman, eighty-two feet span, were in number 
only eight or nine, and were about one hundred 
feet span. Engineers of great talent and expe- 
rience had pronounced arches of more than one 
hundred feet perfectly safe and practicable. Au- 
thorities, demonstrative of this fact, he had be- 
fore him, for the satisfaction of any gentleman 
who might wish to consult them. Mr. C. said 
that he was aware that estimates were generally 
received with many grains of allowance. They 
were so received by himself. But here we had 
demonstrations before us; for, contrary to the 
position of the gentleman, the most difficult part 
of the work was already accomplished; of which 
any gentleman might convigce himself by making 
a visit to the spot. Its practicability had been 
already clearly established, and the work had 
thus far been most judiciously and economically 
managed. 

Mr. C. stated many reasons which should in- 
duce the passage of this bill. He would come 
down toa late period. The history of that great 
work, the Chesapeake and Ohio canal, would 
furnish some facts of a strong character, bearing 
upon this matter. That work was one of im- 
mense importance to the wealth and prosperity 
of the vast extent of country contiguous to it, 
from its commencement to the mouth of the Po- 
tomac. But it seemed that the people of Alex- 
andria were a fated people. The lateral canal 
from Georgetown to Washington had taken from 
them all the benefits they had anticipated from 
that work. Mr.C. was sorry the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Harp] had found it necessary 
to refer to the enormous appropriations made by 
Congress for the benefit of this District. But, 
since he had done so, he would ask how much of 
those appropriations had gone for the benefit of 
Alexandria? The entire appropriation of Con- 
gress amounted to $50,000. Alexandria was not 
alone to be benefited by this work.- Every man, 
woman, and child in this vast vicinity were con- 
cerned—cvery man who put bis produce on board 
a boat at the extremity of the canal, was inter- 
ested in the appropriation provided for in the bill 
The Governmentitself was most deeply interested ; 
and if it were a truism, that that work was most 
useful which spread the most general good, this 
commanded peculiar attention. 

Mr. C. concluded by appealing to the justice of 
Congress to pass this bill, which he conceived to 
be so plainly due, not only to Alexandria, but to 
themselves. It was a last throe—a final struggle 
to recover her commercial prosperity; and he 
trusted in God she would be successful. With 
her, indeed, it was a matter of life and death! 

Mr. VANDERPOEL moved to postpone the 
further consideration of the bill till Monday next. 

Mr. CHINN hoped not, since it had been al- 
ready twice postponed, and he hoped the House 
would now act upon it. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL said, if his memory 
served him aright, the same bill had undergone 
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considerable discussion towards the close of the 
preceding session. The bill was an important 
onc, involving a jarge appropriation; and though 
he should be glad to gratify the gentleman from 
Virginia, yet, under the circumstances of the 
case, public duty compelled him to press bis 
motion. 

The motion to postpone was then put, and 
negatived. ; i 

Mr. MERCER said he had listened to the able, 
lucid, and, to him, convincing argument of his 
honorable colleague (Mr. Cun] with great sat- | 
isfaction. Mr. M entered into an elaborate 
statement of facts respecting the Potomac bridge, 
and the relative costs of that and the aqueducts, 


the former of which would not amount by the |; 


new plan, to more than $250,000. The city of | 
Alexandria had some claims upon the liberality 
of Congress, for she contributed her full quota of 
taxes during the war, and that without repre- 
sentation, contrary to the principle of our govern- | 
ment, and yet had received nothing, or but little, | 


inretarn. Alexandria had suffered greatly by the |; 


cession and had fallen from her former condition. | 
The time was when cne twentieth part of the 
exports of the whole United States was cleared 
from the port of Alexandria alone. The first 
bank established south of the Potomac was there, 


and it was within his recollection that the value |! 


of that stock was doubled inashorttime. In the 
days of the Father of his Country, the collector- 
ship of that port was one of the best gifts in the 
hands of the General Government, and one of the | 


heroes of the Revolution had been rewarded with || 


it.- All this was matter of history, that Mr. M. 
could prove. 


the ground of the increased facility that would | 


thereby be afforded, whether in peace or war, | 


by the transmission of important dispatches and | 
expresses, and said that a delay of two days on | 
the river had not unfrequently occurred. This; 
also applied to the march of armies, in case of war | 
or invasion. With regard to the permanency of 

the work, every assurance was given, grounded | 
on the most conclusive testimony and reasoning, | 
that if the aqueduct should be constructed on the | 
plan proposed, it would be indestructible. This 

was all that was asked for. The town of Alex- 

andria did not ask Congress to complete the 

canal—they lad themselves paid every install- 

ment called for, which was more than the other 

cities had done. 

It had been said that the plan was erroneous, 
because it proposed the construction of a canal 
on nearly a parallel line with the river; but if 
similar plans were to be referred to, Young’s Tour 
and the scientific works of the most celebrated 
engineers of Europe, would show that a river, | 
from the obstructions it presented, and the con- 
tinual variations of the wind, had been abandoned. 
A reference to the great canal of the Duke of 
Bridgewater in Lancashire in England, would | 
testify this fact. Would any man believe it 

` possib'e for a boat to be managed through the 
floods of the Potomac, on a surface ofa mile in 
width, in all seasons of the year? It could not. 
Yet this could be done on a canal. To reject this | 
bill would be little short of laying an edict upon || 
Alexandria, and by whom? By that body from | 
whom alone it could expect relief. After some 
further remarks, and sundry details on the im- 
portance of the proposed measure, Mr. M. con- |, 
cluded by urging upon the House not to reject | 
the bill. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, alluded to the fact |) 
of this bill having been before the House at the ;' 
last session, advocated by the same gentleman, |; 
and on the same principles as now. Mr. M. 
replied at length to the arguments of Mr. Cunwy. 
The gentleman from Virginia had the happy 
faculty of so illustrating every subject on which į 
he turned his attention, as to render it enchanting; »: 
but he hoped the House would not be led away. || 
The gentleman had urged many beautiful aiga- || 
ments, but Mr. M. must be excused for saying | 
that they were of a character that ought not to | 

weigh in matters of the kind now under deliber- 

ation. He had heard the gentleman, as he always | 
did, with peculiar pleasure, becausehe wasalways : 
clear, distinst, and lucid in his propositions, and 
he was sorry that, on this oceasion, he had not 
chosen a subject more worthy of his advocacy. 


i 
i 
i 
i 
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What was the nature of this bil?- Tt proposed Cage, Chambers, Chi 


| millions of dollars. 


den, John J. Allen, Anthony, 


that Congress should subscribe for one thousand 
shares, ata hundred dollars per share, in the stock 
of the Alexandria Canal Company. Now, Mr. 
M. would not for a moment question the principle 
that Congress had exclusive legislation in all 
cases whatsoever; but he begged to inquire where 
was the power, or upon what authority could 
Congress appropriate money for charitable pur- 
poses, for the measure proposed could be desig- 
nated as nothing less than one of charity? If 
Congress could do so in one case, it could in 
another; and the whole revenue of the country 
might fall “under the principle. They had be 
told by the honorable chairman of the committee 
[Mr. Cuinn] that the legislation of Congress had 
been extremely injurious and detrimental to the 
city of Alexandria; but surcly it was to be pre- 
sumed that what had been done, had been done 
by the knowledge and consent of the inhabitants, 
if notat their request, and why should this charge 
be made upon Congress? fF 
Mr. MERCER explained, as we understood, 
that it was within his own knowledge thata large 
majority were opposed to the measure referred to. 
Mr. MANN. The gentleman had stated that 
if this work were completed, two hundred thou- 
sand barrels of flour would pass through the city 
of Georgetown to Alexandria by way of this 
canal. But, Mr. M. would ask, what would this 


| amountto? Why, the profit on its carriage would 


not even pdy the persons necessarily employed 
in taking care of the canal. 

He had scen too much of such works to put any 
confidence in the reports of engineers. They had 


| turned out to be totally fallacious—he could cite 
| a greater number of cases than the time would 
Mr, M. also advocated the appropriation, on | 


allow of. He would ask what assurance we had 
that the persons who may be employed would not 
come here and.ask you to pay them extra allow- 
ances, in consequence of bad contracts? The 
claims for special allowance on contracts, on the 
New York canals, amount to more than seven 
He could sce no good and 
substantial reasons why we should be called on 
to legislate on this floor for the benefit of Alex- 
andria. The expenses that had been paid by the 
United States for criminal courts had been very 
great. 
° Mr. M. said, since he had been here, we had 
given for the Districtof Columbia something like 
three millions of dollars. Then, with whatjustice 
coald it be said that the District had suffered by 
tbe illiberality of Congress? If this bill could be 
assed in this House, you might expect that a 
bin would follow in a very short time for an ap- 


| propriation, not only to pay the interest on the 


debt of the city of Washington, but you would 
soon be asked to give another million for their 
support. After some further remarks, Mr. M. 
concluded by saying that every view he had been 
able to take of the subject convinced him that this 
bill ought not to pass. . 

Mr. ©HILTON said he inclined to the opinion 
that this bill ought not to pass. He had no seru- 


| ples as to the constitutional power of Congress 


to make appropriations for improving the country 
where they were necessary, but this he thought 
would be a useless waste of the public money. 
Here was ene of the finest streams in the world, 
running a:nost straight from Georgetown to 
Alexandria, possessing all the advantages for 
navigation that could be desired, and we were 


! called on to construct a canal alongside of it! 


Could any man acquit himself to his constitu- 


‘| ents, or to his own conscience, if he should vote 
to makca canal parallel with this beautiful stream? | 
Besides, there were works which had claims a 


hundred times as-strong on the Government, the 
funds to complete which were insufficient; and if 


i they passed the bill now under consideration, | 
“with what justice could they reject the others? 


Nor did thé present work present any probable 


advantages which could authorize the appropri- | 


ation. i 
After some further observations, Mr. C. de- 


| clared his determination to voté against the biil, 


and he trusted it would be rejeĉted. i 
The question on the passage of the bill was 
then taken by yeas and nays; and decided in the 


i negative; as follows: 


hd 5 
YEAS—Messrs. John Q. Adams, Heman Al- 
Archer, Banks, 
Bates, Baylies, Beale, Binney, Briggs, bull, 
t np, Willam Clark, Corwin, 


Coulter, Crane, Darlington, Denny, Evans, Ed- 
ward Everett, Ewing, Galbraith, Garfand, Ghol- 
son, Gorhgm, Grennell, Hiland Hall, Hard, 
Hiester, William. Jackson, Ebenezer. Jackson, 
William C. Johnson, Richard M. Johnson, Hen- 
ry Johnson, King, Kinñard, Lane; Laporte, Lin- 
coln, Love, Lucas, Martindale, McKennan, Me- 
Kinley, Mercer, Milligan, Miner, Patton, Dutee 
J. Pearce, Phillips, Pope, Potts, Ramsay, Reed, 
Rencher, William B. Shepard, Sloanc, Spangler, 
Stewart, Francis Thomas, Philemon Thomas, 
Trumbull, Vance, Vinton, Watmough, Wayne, 
Frederick Whittlesey, Wisg, and Young—72. 
NAYS—Messrs. John A ams, Chilton Allan, 
William Allen, Bean, Beaumont, Blair, Bockee, 
Boon, Bouldin, Brown, Bunch, Burns, Bynum, 
Cambreleng, Carr, Casey, Chaney, Chilton, Clai- 
borne, Samuel Clark, Clay, Clowney, Coffee, 
Cramer, Amos Davis, Davenport, Day, Deberry, 
Dickson, Dickerson, Dickinson, Dunlap, Felder, 
Ferris, Forester, Foster, Fowler, Philo C. Ful- 
ler, William K. Fuller, Fulten, Gamble, Gillet, 
Gilmer, Gordon, Graham, Grayson, Griffin, 
Joseph Hall, Thomas H. Hall, Halsey, Hamer, 
Hardin, Joseph M. Harper, James Harper, Har- 
rison, Hathaway, Hazcltine, Heath, Henderson, 
Howell, Huntington, Inge, Janes, Jarvis, Noa- 
diah Johnson, Seaborn Jones, Benjamin Jones, 
Kavanagh, Kilgore, Lansing, Lay, Luke Lea, 
Thomas Lee, Letcher, Lewis, Loyall, Lyon, . 
Lytle, Abijah Mann, Joel K. Mann, Manning, 
arshall, Mardis, Moses MasongMay, McCar- 
ty, McIntire, McKay, McLene, MceVean, Rob- 
ert Mitchell, Moore, Morgan, Muhlenberg, Mur- 
phy, Parks, Parker, Patterson, Peyton, Franklin 
| Pierce, Pierson, Pinckney, Polk, Reynolds, 
Robertson, Schenck, Schley, Shinn, Smith, Stan- 
defer, Steele, William P. Taylor, Thomson, 
Turner, Tweedy, Vanderpoel, Van Houten, | 
Wagener, Wardwell, Webster, Whallon, White, © 
and Williams—123. 
The House then adjourned. 


| 


IN SENATE. 
Frivay, January 9, 1835. ; 

Mr. EWING presented a petition, praying a 
grant of land to the college at Columbus, Ohio. 

Mr. GRUNDY, by direction of the Post Office 
Committee, moved that the committee have leave 
to sit during the sessions of the Senate; which was 
agreed to 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SILSBEE, from the Committee on Com- 
| merce, to. which was referred the bill for the 
relief of Samuel S. Lord and others, reported the 
| same without amendment. f 

Mr. S., from the same committee, reported a 
bill for the relief of Christopher ©. Bailey. 

Mr. POINDEXTER, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, reported a -bill supplementary to 
the act authorizing the State of Louisiana to enter 
the back lands. ; 

Also, a bill for the relief of Wilkinson Goodwin 
without amendment, but with an expression of 
opinion by the committee against its passage. 

Also, a bill for the relief of Nathanicl Tyler, 
without amendment. : 

Also, against the petition of the trustees of the 
Willoughby University, of Lake Erie, for a do- 
nation of land; and the committee were discharged 
| from the further consideration of the same. 
| Also, against the petition of the trustees of the 
public school of the parish of Carroll, in Louisi- 
ana, for a donation of land. : 

Mr. BLACK, from the Committee on Private 
| Land Claims, to which was referred the bill for 
ithe relief, of Wyatt Singleton and James An- 
i drews, reported the same without amendment, 

Mr. WAGGAMAN, pursuant to notice, and 
on leave given, introduced a bill to give effect to 
thd eighteenth article of the treaty with Spain; 
which was read twice and referred. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. TYLER gave notice, that on Monday 
next he would ask leave to introduce a bill to — 
provide a system of laws for the District of Co- 
lumbia. i 


\ 


RESOLUTION SUBMITTED. 


i Mr. BENTON submitted the following reso- 
| lution: , ; 
I Resoleed, That the Committee on Finance be 
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E. l 9, 


January 


instructed to. obtain from the Bank of the United 

States a copy of all instructions, if any, to the 
-branch banks, directing them to collect and remit 

Spanish milled dollars to the mother bank; the 

number of such dollars annually remitted; the | 

rates at which they sold at different periods, say 
~ at or-about the beginning of each quarter of the 
year; whether the Bank of the United States has 
sold such dollars to the United States, and if so, 
how many, and at what rates; how many it has 
sold to others, or exported to foreign countries; 
also, a statement of the amount of gold coin, of 
the amount of silver ggin, and the amount of bul- 
lion remitted to the mother bank, or elsewhere, | 
by her order, annually since the Ist day of April, 
1832; also, a statement showing the amount of 
silver coin and of gold coin remitted by the 
mother bank to each branch since that day; also, 
-the amount of gold coin and the amount of silver 
coin annually sold or annually exported by the 
bank since ihe said Ist day of April; also, a 
statement of the amount of gold received from 
the United States Mint since the Ist day of Au- 

ust last; and a statement of the whole amount 
of gold on hand in the bank and its branches, 
for cach month from April 1, 1832, to the present 
time. f 


BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills were read the third time 
and passed: 

A bill for the. rclief of Henry B. Tyler, exec- 
utor of Colonel Richard Smith, deceased; i 

A bill for the relief of McKean Buchanan; and 

‘A bill for the relief of the administrators of 
Michael Hogan, deceased. 


LIEUTENANT ARCHIBALD S. CAMPBELL. 


The bill for the relief of Lieutenant Archibald 
B: Campbell was called up for consideration, and 
on motion of Mr. 'TarLmapee, laid on the table. 


LOAMI BALDWIN. 


The bill for the relief of Loami Baldwin was 
taken up for consideration. 

(‘The object of this bill was to make compensa- 
tion to Mr. Baldwin for services rendered during 
the administration of Mr. Adams, as a civil en- 

incer, in the construction of two dry-docks at 
harleston, South Carolina.) 

Mr. HILL moved to lay the'bill on the table; 
which was not agreed to. 

Mr. HILL and Mr. BENTON then opposed 
the bill, on the ground that Mr, Baldwin was an 
engineer in the employment of the Government, 
at an annual salary of $4,000; that this allowance 
would be double pay for services rendered by a 
salaried officer; that the claim had been disallowed 
by the Secretary, and afterwards by the Auditor; 
and -thatif a comract had been made with Mr, 
Baldwin for this service, it was no doubt in writ- 
ing, and ought to be shown, 

Some further remarks were made by Messrs. 
SOUTHARD, FRELINGHUYSEN, CAL- 
HOUN, POINDEXTER, and CLAYTON, in 
favor of the bill. , 

The question being on the engrossment of the 
bill for a third reading,» 

Mr. HILL demanded the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered; but before the question was taken, 

Mr. BENTON renewed the motion to lay the 
bill on the table, with a view to make some fur- 
ther examination into it, ` 

The motion was then agreed to. 


FRENCH SPOLIATION BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill making compensation for French spollations 
prior to 1000. 


Mr. BENTON then spoke at length Tn oppo- 
sition to the bill. When he concluded, 

Mr. WEBSTER rose, and said that if no other 
gentleman intended to address the Senate on this 
subject, he proposcd to answer the objections 
which had been urged against the bill, so far as 
the Senate would indulge him, either to-day, į; 
to-morrow, or on Monday. 

[Some gentlemen suggested Monday.] 

Mr. W. gaid, as it seemed to be the wish of 
gentlemen that he should defer his remarks till 
Monday, he would move that when the Senate 
adjourns it will adjourn to mect on Monday next. 

fhe motion being received by unanimous con- 


| and opposed by Messrs. CLAY, EWING, and 


! Lands, made an unfavorable report upon the peti- | 


sent, was agreed to. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOB 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. z 
On motion of Mr. CLAYTON, the Senate then 
proceeded to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness; and, when the doors were opened, the |i 
Senate adjourned till Monday. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fray, January 9, 1835. i 


Petitions and memorials were presented, on 
leave, by Mr. EWING, of Indiana, and Mr. 
HEATH, of Maryland. . 

Wir, CASEY asked leave to introduce the 
report of the engincer appointed by the commis- 
sioners of the fund appropriated by the States of 
Illinois and Indiana, for the improvement of the 
navigation of the Wabash river. 

On leave being granted, Mr. CASEY said, it 
would be recollected by the House that on yes- 
terday the bill which had passed the Senate, 
making an’ appropriation for the improvement of 
the navigation of the Wabash river, was referred 
to the Committee on Roads and Canals. By the 
last mail from the West, through the politeness 
of a friend, he had received the report of the 
engineer appointed by the commissioncrs of the 
fund appropriated by the States of Illinois and 
Indiana for the improvement of the navigation of 
the Wabash. It contained some valuable informa- 
tion in relation to the proposed improvement; and 
as it was desirable that the national Legislature 
should be in possession of every possible informa- 
tion on this subject, he thought it his duty to in- 
troduce this report. It was a subject of deep and 
abiding interest to the people of that section of 
the country, and he did hope that it would receive 
the favor and consideration of Congress. Mr. C. 
concluded by a motion to refer the report to the 
Committee on Roads and Canals, and that it be 
printed; which was agreed to. : 

[Mr. Cray, of Alabama, presented a petition 
from certain members of the Legislature of Ala- 
bama, asking the establishment of a post route 
from Ashville, in St. Clair county, by way of 
Jacksonville, in Benton county, Malama, to 
, in Georgia, and sundry other routes 
through adjacent counties in Alabama; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads.} 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported, without amendment, the bill 
from the Senate authorizing the retinquishment 
of the sixteenth sections of lands appropriated for 
the use of schools, andthe location of other lands 
in lieu thereof: 7: 

Mr. C. moved to postpone the further consider- 
ation of the bill until Monday next. 

Mr. EVANS moved tocommitit to a Commit- 
tee of the Whole. | 
The motion to commit was supported by 
Messrs: EVANS, WILLIAMS, and LANE, 


McKINLEY. 

The motion prevailed—yeas 91, nays 30. 

Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported a bill to change the place of 
holding the District court of the United States 
for the district of Mississippi; which was read 
twice, and ordered to be engrossed for a third |; 
reading. | 

Mr. WARDWELL, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, reported a bill to author- 
ize the Secretary of War to appoint agents to ex- |) 
amine pensions, in order to prevent frauds, and 
for other purposes; which was read twice, and 
committed to the Committee of the Whole on the | 
state of the Union. i 

Mr. INGE, from the Committee on Publie 


H 

i 

tion of R. Young and others; which was laid on i 

the table. f 

Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee of | 
Ways and Means; reported a bill for the relief of | 
Chastelain and Potivert; which was read twice 
and committed. ; f i 

Mr. BOON, from the Committee on Public! 

Lands, reported a bill,for the benefit of Charles 1 

i 

i 


Caldwell, of Arkansas; which was read twice, } 


j and ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


Mr. MARSHALL, from the Committee on i 


ii Revolutionary Claims, reported a substitute for if 


i| powers of the several corporations © 


the bill to provide for certain revolutionary claims; 
which, together with.the original bill, Mr. M. 


| moved to commit to a Committee of the Whole 


on the state of the Union, and that the same be 
made the special order for Friday, the 30th of 
January. 


fter some remarkson the propriety of making 


! the bill a special order, by Messrs. WARD- 


WELL, MARSHALL, MILLER, and LANE, 
the 29th was substituted for the 30th of January, 
and the motion agreed to—yeas 80, nays 44. 

Messrs. MUHLENBERG, DAVIS of Ken- 
tucky, BOON, LEA of Tennessee, GRAHAM, 
and GRENNELL, m&le (from various standing 
committees) unfavorable reports upon petitions, 
&c., which had been referred to them. 

Mr. KINNARD moved to discharge the Com- 
mittce on Revolutionary Claims from the further 
consideration of the petition of Robert Allison, 
and to refer the same to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims; which was agreed to. 

NOTICES OF BILLS. 

Mr. MERCER gave notice that he would, on 
Tuesday next, move to take up the bill author- 
izing a further subscription to the stock of the 
Chesapeake and Ohio Canal Company. 

Mr. CONNOR gave notice that he would move 
to take up, on the 27th instant, the bill to establish 
certain post routes, and to alter and discontinue 
others. 

RESOLUTIONS. 

On motion of Mr. ALLEN, of Virginia, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Claims be discharged from the further con- 
sidcration of the petition of the heirs of Isaac 
Isracl, and that the petitioners have leave to with- 
draw their papers. 

Mr. EVERETT, of Vermont, by consent, 
offered the following resolution; which was 
agreed to: 

~ Resolved, That the Sccretary of War be directed 
tò communicate to this House a copy of any order 
given by him to the Commissioner of Pensions 
directing the suspension of the allowance of pen- 
sions under the act of 7th June, 1832. 
On motion of Mr. LYON, of Michigan, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands 


| be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 


establishing an additional land district for the sale 
of public lands in the Territory of Michigan. 

On motion of Mr. CONNOR, it was. 

Resolved, That the Committce on.the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a post route from Salis- 
bury, by Barringer’s Mills, to Cobourn ’s Stone, 


| in Mecklinburg county. 


Mr. ASHLEY offered the following resolution; 
which, under the rule, lies on the table one day: 

Resolved, ‘That thé Secretary of the Treasury 
be requested to return to this House the report 
referred to him atthe last session, of the commis- 
sioners appointed to examine and adjust private 
land claims in Missouri, with such remarks as 


| he may think proper to make thereon, 


On motion of Mr. HEATH, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 


| directed to inquire into the expediency of making 


an appropriation for defraying the expenses ofa 
special mission to Europe, for the purpose of 
endeavoring to obtain some modification of the 
quarantine regulations in force there. 

On motion of Mr. TAYLOR, of New York, 
it was à 

Resolved, That the Committee for the District 
of Columbia be instructed to inquire into the ex- 


| pediency of disposing, at publie sale or otherwise, 


of so much of the unoccupied public grounds in 
the city of Washington, as may be consistent 
with the public interestand convenience in refer- 
ence to publie buildings; and appropriating the 
avails towards the payment of the interest and 
the extinguishment of the debt of the corporation 
of Washington, contracted pursuant fo an act 
of Congress, entitled “An Act to enlarge the 
f the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes,” ap- 


‘| proved 24th May, 1828. 


GENERAL WASHINGTON’S PAPERS. 
The following joint resolution then came UP 
for its third reading 
Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Repre- 


oe 
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sentutives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of State be, and he 
hereby is, authorized and directed to permit Jared 
Sparks to retain the papers of General Washing- 
ton, now in his possession, in virtue of a contract 


and agreement with the late Bushrod Washing- | 
ton, until he shall have completed the publication | 
of the works of General Washington, on which | 


he is now engaged, or until otherwise ordered by 


Congress; and that the Secretary of State be | 


authorized and directed forthwith to pay'to George 
C. Washington the balance of the money due to 
him under the act approved on the 30th day of 
June, 1834, for the purchase of the books and 
papers of General Washington. 

Mr. GILLET begged to inquire of the gentle- 
man who reported the resolution [Mr. Evererr, 
of Massachusetts,] whether any intimation was 
given last year, when the arrangement was made 
for the purchase of these papers, that there was 
any lien upon them, br any contract by which 
they could be withheld from the hands of Gov- 
ernment as soon as the appropriation was madc? 

Mr. EVERETT replied, that the whole cir- 
cumstances and history of the case, and the pre- 
cise condition and situation of the papers, had 
been fully spread before the House in the docu- 
ments presented last year—the contents of which 
he presumed to be within the knowledge of most, 
gentlemen present. 

Mr. GILLET had perused those documents 
and the report referred to by the gentleman; but 
he had no recollection of anything in the nature 
of alien upon those papers. The question then 
was confined to their value and historical and 
documentary importance, and the purchase was 
regarded, by himself at least, as unconditional, 
and without any contingenciess Not a word 
was said about their being mortgaged, and Mr. 
Sparks’s communication was confined to the sub- 
ject of their value. Mr. G. said he considercd it 
wrong that any portion of the mongy should have 
been paid until the Government had been in pos- 
session of all the papers. He believed Mr. 
Sparks to be as honorable a man as lived; but his 
demise, or many other circumstances, might in- 
tervene to jeopard their security. He was decided- 
ly of opinion that the resolution ought not to 

ass. 

Mr. EVERETT explained that more than one 


half of the papers were already in the possession | 


of the Government, and that the loan of the resi- 
due was asked for only till the completion of the 
work in which Mr. Sparks was engaged, which 
would, in all probability, not extend beyond 
another year—three fourths of it being finished. 

Mr. E. could see no objection to the passage of 
the resolution, for the papers were as safe in Mr. 
Spark’s hands as they would be in the possession 
of their intended depository. All partes desired 
it. The Secretary of State, Mr. Washington, 
Mr. Sparks, and he hoped a majority of the 
House. 


Mr. PARKER agreed with the gentleman from | 


New York, [Mr. GiLLer,] and with him was 
ignorant of the authority of Mr. Sparks to detain 
these papers. They ought now to be in their 


proper custody, and not at Boston, or any other | 


part of the United States. All that ought now 
to be asked by the gentleman should be, that he 
might be permitted at Washington to make such 


an examination of, and take such extracts from | 


them, as might be deemed necessary to the com- 
pletion of his work. Mr. P. raised this objection 


last year, that the money should not be paid till | 


the papers had been delivered, and he trusted that 
me balance would be withheld till that had been 
done, 

Mr. VANDERPOEL had voted last session in 
favor of the appropriation for the purchase of 
these papers, and he did so, as he believed the 
majority did; in the understanding that they 
would come immediately into the hands of the 
purchasers, 
previous contract by which they could be de-. 
tained. They were then told that the documents 
relative to revolutionary claims were alone worth 
double the money. 

Mr. EVE 


on that subject were in the custody of the Depart- 


ment, and, indeed, were in the District of Colum- | 
bia at the time the purchase was mite. i 


He had no idea thatthere existed a | 


RETT explained that all the papers i 


| the House ought not to pay away the money 
j asked for without a full equivalent. He had 
|| been in favor of the appropriation first as relics 
i of the great Father of his Country, and then 
| because assurances were given that their posses- 

sion would be the means of effecting a great 
saving of the public money. For these reasons, 
and others that might be urged, Mr. V. was un- 
willing to vote for the payment of the balance of 
the appropriation until the papers had been de- 
livered up. . 

Mr. MERCER called the attention of the House 
to the fact that Mr. Sparks had been engaged by 
the Government in the compilationof the diplo- 
matic history of the United States, and surely no 
one would conceive these papers to be insecure 
| in such hands. 

Mr. EVERETT would add, that Mr. Sparks 
was not only employed by the Government to 
| prepare this compilation, but he had been per- 
mitted to take out from the Department of State 
all the requisite revolutionary documents; and 
that he had arranged, indexed, and put them in 
regular order. All that was asked the House 
was to grant the same permission that had been 
given by the late Judge Washington, whose rev- 
erence for his great relative would have prevented 
his placing them where their security would be 
hazarded. 

Mr. JONES, of Georgia, begged to ask the 
gentleman from Massachusetts what amount of 
money had been already paid? 

Mr. EVERETT said $20,000 out of $25,000, 
the sum agreed upon. 

Mr. JONES thought enough had been done, 
and he should be unwilling to pay any further 
sum until the papers had been delivered. ‘There 
had been considerable discussion on’ this subject 
jlast year. The possessors of the papers first 
asked $20,000; and as soon as Congress agreed 
|| to give that sum, and a bill had been reported 
‘| for the purpose, they then asked $25,000; and 
| now we find that there is some contingency, or 
lien, by which they are withheld, and will be 
withheld no one knew how long, even after the 
whole sum should be paid. Mr. J. said he felt 
bound to vote against the resolution. 

After a few further remarks from Mr. EVER- 
ETT, Mr. VINTON, and Mr. PARKER, who 
read the act of last session— 

Mr. McVEAN said he could not see what the 
House had to do with Mr. Sparks. The papers 
had been purchased of Judge Bushrod Washing- 
ton, and to him they had to look for them, for 
there was no reservation in the contract that we 
were to receive them of Mr. Sparks. The ques- 
tion was, if they should pay the residue of the 
money until the papers were delivered up, and 
Mr. McV. was of opinion they ought not, and 
should vote accordingly. 

“Mr. MINER and Mr. BATES briefly supported 
the resolution. 

Mr. CLAYTON said if these papers were 
worth anything to the United States, it was plain 
| they had the right to them. From the contract 
made by the late Judge Bushrod Washington with 
Mr. Sparks, this gentleman might retain them as 
long as he pleased, for it was left entirely to him- 
self to say when he had done with them. Ho 
might give them up whenever he thought proper, 
for Congress had no power to take them out of 
his hands, he having, by agreement, a prior claim 
to their possession. 
i tention of voting against the passage of the reso- 
lution. : 

The yeas and nays having been ordered, the 
question was then taken, and decided in the neg- 
ative—yeas 87, nays 101. 

So the resolution was rejected. 


ALEXANDRIA CANAL. 


Mr. BOULDIN said that he had yesterday 
voted under some misapprehension on the bill 
i for the relief of the city of Alexandria. He was, 
‘like many of his constituents and colleagues, 
‘| opposed, from principle, to the system of internal 
ʻi improvements, as a system; but if national legis- 
il lation had inflicted local injury, he would be one 
| of the first to repair it. Such an injury, he was 
| convinced, had been inflicted by the obstructions 
i 


of the channel of the Potomac. He moved to 
reconsider the vote of yesterday, and that it be 


j ; 
Mr. VANDERPOEL was not previously i postponed to the first Monday in February nest. 


aware of that; but sull it appeared to him that 


The question being taken on the motion to 


Mr. C. expressed his in- 


postpone, it was decided in the negative—ayes 75, 
noes 76, 

Mr. MERCER said to avoid along discussion 
on this subject, and at the same time give the 
House an opportunity for its mature considera- 
tion, he would propose that it be postponed to a 
fortnight from next Monday. 

Mr. GILLET moved, that it be indefinitely. 
postponed: 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, asked if this 
question did not require a vote of two thirds of. 
the House to decide upon it, according to the 
rules? 

The CHAIR explained; and, without taking 
the question on the subject of reconsideration, 
the Fiouse passed to the special order of the day, 
being the bill for the relief of Commodore Isaac 
Hull, and the amendment of the Committee of 
the Whole, striking out allowances for compen- 
sation as navy agent. . 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, was in favor 
of the amendment, and in opposition to the allow- 
ances claimed. 

Mr. BURGES foliowed in support of the claim. 

Mr. PARKER opposed it; and 

Mr. BINNEY stated that he wished to address 
a few remarks to the House on this subject, and 
was prepared to proceed if it was the general 
wish longer to continue the sitting; but as the hour 
was somewhat advanced, to try the sense of the 
House, he would move an adjournment. 

The motion was agreed to, and the House 
adjourned. - 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
O Saturpar, January 10, 1835. 


Mr. WATMOUGH, on leave, moved to print 
the bill to regulate the Navy, together with the 


several pending amendments. 
Mr. GILLET moved to include an amendment 


which he had offered in committee, and which he 
contemplated submitting in the House. 

Mr. WATMOUGH acquiesced; when the mo- | 
tion as modified was agreed to. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. POLK, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, reported the following bill: 


A Bill to suspend, conditionally, the receipt of 
the bills and notes of the Bank of the United 
States and its branches, in payment of debts 
to the United States. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That, from and after the passing of this 
act, the bills or notes of the Bank of the United 
States made payable, or which shall have become 
payable on demand, shall not be receivable in 
any payment to the United States: Provided, 
That if said Bank of the United States shall pay 
into the Treasury the full amount of dividends 
of property on the capital stock of said bank 
owned by the United States, heretofore withheld 
from the Treasury by said bank, it shall, upon 
such payment into the Treasury, be the duty of 
the Secretary of the Treasury to authorize the 
receipt of such bills or notes in payments to the 
United States, for a period extending to the ex- 
piration of the charter of said bank, on the 3d 
day of March, in the year 1836. 

‘The bill was read twice, and committed toa 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

RATE OF DOMESTIC EXCHANGES. 


Mr. POLK, on leave, moved to print a state- 
| ment prepared by the Sceretary of the Treasury, 
of the rate of domestic exchange, as charged by 
the Bank of the United States and its branches, _ 
| and the different local banks in the Union. | 
Mr. WHITE, of New York, moved to print 
five thousand extra copies of the statements re- 
ferred to. : . 
The motion requiring the unanimous consent 
of the House, and Mr. BRIGGS objecting, 
Mr. WHITE moved to suspend the rule, in 
order to enable him to submit the motion; which 
was agreed to. a 
Mr. WHITE then submitted the motion indi- 
cated. ` p 
Mr. McKINLEY moved to amend the motion 
by directing that ten thousand extra copies be 
| printed, instead of five thousand; which was 
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agreed to; and, thus amended, the proposition to 
print was agreed to. 

APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. POLK gave notice that he would move, | 
on Monday next, to proceed to the consideration | 
of several appropriation bills—the Navy, Army, 
and pension bills—and, if possible, some others. 
< Mr. P. also stated that he was instructed by 
the Committee of Ways and Means to give notice 
that, on as early a day as practicable, a motion 
would be made to take up the several bills relating 
to the Bank of the United States. Thecommittce 
had hitherto abstained from pressing the consid- 
eration of the bills to which he had referred, 
from a disinclination to interfere with the neces- 
sary business of the House. He repeated that 
the bills would be called up at the earliest pos- 
sible period. 

HOSPITALS ON THE OHIO. 

Mr. CARR presented a joint memorial from 
the Legislature of Indiana, soliciting aid from the 
General Government for the purpose of estab- f 
lishing hospitals on the Ohio river, at such points ; 
as may afford relief to the sick and disabled 
persons who navigate said river, &c.; which 
memorial was referred to tlt Committee on 

- Commerce. 
HEIRS OF JAMES LATHAM. 


Mr MAY moved to discharge the Committee 
of the Whole from the further consideration of 
the bill fot the relief of the heirs of James Latham, 
deceased, and that the same be engrossed. 

The motion was advocated by Messrs. MAY, 
and JOHNSON of Kentucky, and resisted by 
Messrs. LANE and EVANS, and disagreed to. 

REPORT FROM A COMMITTEE.: 

Mr. WHITE, of New York, from the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, reported, withoutamend- 
ment, the following bills: 

` A bill to alter the titles of certain officers of the 
Navy; and 

Ai bill to authorize the enlistment of boys in 

the Navy of the United States. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in obe- 
dience to a resolution of the House, additional 
information on the subject of the Cumberland 
road; which was referred to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of the Navy, communi- 
cating the contracts entered into by the Navy 
board for the year 1834; which was laid on the 
table, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES CALDWELL, 


A bill for the relief of Charles Caldwell, 
Arkansas, was read a third time and passed. 


RESOLUTIONS. 
On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS, it was 


of | 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Of- |! 


fice and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into 
the expediency of establishing a post road from 
Wilkesborough, by Trap Hill, in North Carolina, | 
to Grayson Court-Elouse, in Virginia, and that a | 
petition to that effect from the citizens of Wilkes 
and Ashe counties be referred to the same com- 


|| assert otherwise, and had met with no replya 


| station he now held, the table of that House was | 


mittee, | 
On motion of Mr. EVERETT, of Vermont, iti 
was : | 
Resolved, That the petition of Lydia Parkhurst, : 
presented at the last session, with the accompa 
nying papers, be referred to the Committee or 
Revolutionary Claims. 
On motion of Mr. McCARTY, it was i 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post! 
Office and Post Roads be instructed to inqnir 
iuto the expediency of establishing a post rou 
from South Berd, by Laporte and the Upper 
Crossings of Salt creek, in Indiana, to Ottowa, 
in Hinois. | 
On motion of Mr. REYNOLDS, it was 


o 


bank to. make payment, and at the same time to | 
resume her banking operations. i 


| least to less than they would have if they had been 


PUBLIC IMPROVEMENTS. 

The following resolution, being the unfinished 
morning business, was again taken up: ` 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the subject, 
and report their opinion to this House, of the 
most equal and just mode of applying the reve- jj 
nues of the country to such works of public 
improvement, within the respective States of this 
Union, as may be necessary for the facilitating 
of commerce with foreign nations and among the 
several States; and that they, moreover, report 
their opinion of the best and most practicable 
mode of ascertaining and determining the nation- 
ality and importance of such improvements as 
may be proposed within tie said several States. | 

Mr. CHILTON resumed his remarks by dis- 
claiming any personal hostility towards, or any 
intention or wish of assailing, from the line of 
discussion he had been compelled to pursue, the 
present Chief Magistrate of the United States. 
Mr. C. had been drawn into this discussion as the 
ardent friend of internal improvements. During 
the last session of Congress he had taken occa- 
sion to give his sentiments on this subjeot, and to 
show that the views and hopes of the western, 
country, in President Jackson, had been frus- 
trated, and the pledges of that individual unre- 
deemed. A very worthy gentleman, friendly to 
the Executive, and whom Mr. C. was proud to 
call his personal friend, [Mr. Bynum, we believe,] 
had then‘asserted that General Jackson had re- 
deemed all his promises—which were, to put į 
down the system of internal improvements, abol- 
ish the tariff, and to put down the Bank of the 
United States. Mr. C. then took occasion to 


The fact was, that it was in consequence of the 
expectations excited by the previous course, the 
declarations and pledges of General Jackson, that, 
as soon as that individual was exalted tothe high 


literally loaded with petitions and memorials 
from his friends west of the mountains, praying 
for appropriations for objects of internal improve- 
ment. The people of the West did consider that 
up to that time their claims had been disregarded 
by the course of the former occupier of the presi- 
dential chair. The cry was reitcrated, from day 
to day, and Mr. C. himself responded to it at the 
time, that gross injustice had been done the west- 
ern country, and their interests and welfare had 
been set aside, in carrying on works of internal 
improvement, by the immediate predecessor of 
General Jackson. Mr C. then entered into a | 
review of the course pursued by Mr. Adams, and 
drew a contrast between his Administration and 
that of the present Chief Magistrate in respect to 
the same subject, the former of whom, so far from 
striving to crush the system, did all in his power || 
to foster and promote it. : 
Mr. C. then referred to the call made upon 
General Jackson by Governor Ray, of Indiana, 
previous to his first election, who invited him ex- 
plicitly to give his sentiments on the subject, and | 
(Mr. C. added) if he failed in proving that the 
President had changed his opinions and main- 
tained the reverse of what he formerly did, he 
would immediately surrender his seat on that 
floor, and consent to lose his character for con- 
sistency and truth. He considered himself bound 
to do this to sontrast the opinions of General 
Jackson himself; for if he should be able to show 
that he held one set to-day and another to-mor- | 
row, that he avowed principles one day which. he 
repudiated the next, this effect would be produced, 
that whatever thatindividual’s opinions might be, 
they were entitled to very little influence, or at 


| would invite the attention of the House to the 


this subject, viz: his veto of the Maysville and 


|| That the improvement was local—that it began 
| and ended in the same State. 


uniformly consistent and undeviating. 


Mr. C. 


first act of Gencral Jackson’s administration on | 


Lexington road bill. In his last annual message, 
“in Justification of the course he had taken, what 
were the objections there made to that bill? 


Mr. C. said the | 
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entertain the same opinions when he was in the 
Senate of the United States, as when he vetoed 
the Maysville and Lexington road bill? Mr. © 
advefted to this to’ show that he was but man, 


i and might occasionally find himself in error, and 


change, of course, just as other feeble mortals did. 

Mr. C. here referred to the Senate Journals, 
second session of the Eighteenth Congress, page 
193, to show that General Jackson voted in the 
affirmative on the bill authorizing a subscription 
to the stock of the Delaware and Chesapeake 
Canal Company, and that he also voted in the 
affirmative on the amendment offered to that bill 
authorizing a subscription for the stock of the 
Dismal Swamp Canal Company. If appropria- 
tions for internal improvement (said Mr. C.) were 
constitutional then, they were not less so now, 
for not a solitary amendment had been made to 
the Constitution of the United States since that 
time. The obligations to support the Constitution 
were as binding then as now. Here, then, is one 
of the votes to which the friends of General Jack: 
son in the West were referred when they were 
called on to give him their suffrages, and this 
offered a reason why so many applications for 
appropriations for internal improvement were 
made during the first year of his clevation to the 
Presidency. Let him not be astonished over- 
much, nor his friends here. be astonished over- 
much, that a great many applications were made. 
Mr. C. was proceeding, when 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, called for the 
orders of the day ‘ 


CLAIM OF COMMODORE HULL, 


The House then resumed the consideration of 
the special order of the day, being the bill for 
the relief of Commodore Isaac Hull, and the 
amendment agreed to in Committee of the Whole, 
to strike out that part of the bill providing for the 
payment of $6,500 for extra services as Navy 
agent at the navy-yard at Washington, while 
‘commanding tfe same. i . 

Mr. BINNEY took the floor in opposition to 
the amendment, and in support of the claim. He 
contended that the duties of Navy agent had been 
performed by Commodore Hull, and a spirit of 
equity should impel the House to requite the 
services so rendered, by a fair compensation. 
He continued to advocate the claim in an argu- 
ment of some length-—going into a minute history 
of the origin of the office of naval agent, and the 
duties it has involved, at various periods, from 
the earliest era of the Government. He also 
examined the law of 1804, which provides for the 
government of the navy-yard at Washington. 
That law declares that ‘the commandant at the 
yard shall have the superintendence and care of 
the same—shall perform the duties of Navy agent— 
and receive the pay of a captain commanding a 
squadron,” &c. ‘This law of 1804, he contended, 
should be construed according to the true intent 
and meaning of the law-giver. It was designed 
to apply to the circumstances and exigencies of 
the times in which it was enacted, some thirty 
years ago. It had been tacitly considered inop- 


| erative up to 1829, when a new law was enacted, 


It was unjust, he conceived, to revive it now, 
under circumstances widely variant from’ those 
under whith it was made, and meant to apply. 
Mr. B. continued his argument for more than an 
hour, and was followed b 
Mr. McKINLEY, who opposed the claim. 
He thought there would be great danger in ad- 
nitting the construction of the law contended for 
by the gentleman from Pennsyivania, [Mr. Bin- 
NEY,] as opening the door to favoritism and cor- 
ruption. Mr. Mci. hoped the amendment of 


| the Committee of the Whole would prevail. 


Mr. HARDIN followed on the same side of 
The language of the law was clear 
and definite, and could not be construed otherwise 
than by its strict letter. In the course of his 
remarks, Mr. H. produced a letter from the 
Fourth Auditor of the Treasury, stating that 
Commodore Hull, prior to his entering on the 
duties of his office, wns explicitly informed of the 
nature of all the duties required of him; and that, 
at his own instance, he was allowed an extra 
clerk, of his own selection, at a salary of $1,009, 
Mr. Hf 
said this claif’ was but an entering wedge, and 
would form a precedent of the most dangerous 


character It would be far better to present Com- 
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modore Hull £100,000 as a gratuity, than to-pass 
this bill. 

Mr. REED again addressed the House in favor 
of retaining this claim in the bill; and the ques- 
tion on the amendment of the Committee of the 
Whole to strike out the section was then taken 
by yeas and nays, and decidcd in the affirmative, 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. John Adams, William Allen, 
Anthouy, Bean, Beaty, Beaumont, Blair, Bockee, 
Bouldin, Brown, Bull, Burns, Bynum, Cam- 
breleng, Campbell, Carmichael, Carr, Casey, 
Chaney, Chilton, Chinn, Claiborne, Samuel 
Clark, William Clark, Clay, Clowney, Coffee, 
Cramer, Amos Davis, Daveuport, Day, Deberry, 
Dickerson, Dickinson, Dunlap, Fillmore, Fer- 
ester, Fowler, Philo C. Fuller, William K 
Fuller, Galbraith, Gamble, Gillet, Gilmer, Gor- 
don, Graham, Grayson, Griffin, Joseph Hall, 
‘Thomas H.Hall, Halsey, Hamer, Hardin, Joseph 
.M. Harper, Hathaway, Hawkins, Hawes, Heath, 
Hiester, Howell, Hubbard, Inge, William Jack- 


son, Janes, Jarvis, Noadiah Johnson, Seaborn | 


Jones, Benjamin Jones, Kavanagh, Kilgore, 


Kinnard, Lansing, Laporte, Luke Lea, Thomas | 
Lee, Love, Loyall, Lytle, Abijah Mann, Joel | 
K. Mann, John Y. Mason, Moses Mason, May, 


McComas, McIntire, McKay, McKinley, Me- 


Lene, McVean, Miller, Miner, Robert Mitchell, | 
"Moore, Morgan, Muhlenberg, Murphy, Osgood, | 


Parks, Parker, Patton, Patterson, Dutee J. Pearce, 
Peyton, Franklin Pierce, Pinckney, Plummer, 
Polk, Pope, Ramsay, Reynolds, Robertson, 
Schenck, Schley, Augustine H. Shepperd, Shinn, 


Smith, Standefer, Stoddert, William Taylor, | 
William P. Taylor, Francis ‘Thomas, Thomson, | 
Turner, Turrill, Vance, Vanderpoel, Wagener, į 


and Wardwell—128. 


NAYS — Messrs. John Q. Adams, Heman ! 
Allen, John J. Allen, Archer, Banks, Barber, || 


Bates, Baylics, Binney, Briggs, Burges, Cage, 


Clayton, Crane, Dariingtan, Denny, Dickson, | 


Evans, Edward Everett, Horace Everett, Ewing, | 


Ferris, Garland, Gorham, Hiland Hall, James 


ington, Ebenezer Jackson, Richard M. Johnson, 
Henry Johnson, King, Lane, Lay, Lincoln, 
Manning, Marshall, McKennan, McKim, Mer- 


cer, Milligan, Phillips, Potts, Reed, Rencher, : 


Slade, Spangler, Trumbull, Tweedy, Vinton, 
Ward, Watmough, Wayne, White, Elisha 


Whittlesey, Wilde, Williams, Wise, and Young | 


—61. 

yo the claim was rejected, The bill was then 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading on 
Monday next, as amended, and then 

The House adjourned. i 


IN SENATE. 
Mowpay, January 12, 1835. 


Mr. KING, of Georgia, rose and stated that 
the Hon. ALBERT CUTHBERT, Stnator elect from 
Georgia, was present; that he had lost his cre- 
dentials, but as the case was not without prece- 
dent, he moved that be be permitted to qualify 
and take IMs seat. The motion was agreed to, 
and Mr. Curnusenrr was qualified accordingly, and 
took his seat 


PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 


Petitions and memorials were presented by 
Messrs. TYLER, TALLMADGE, PORTER, 
PRENTISS, WEBSTER, TIPTON, and 
MOORE. ` 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


| 
t 
i 
i 
: ¢ l 
A message was received from the President of || intent to evade this liability. 
i 
t 
ji 
| 
| 
1 
H 


the United States, communicating a report of the | 


director of the Mint, with a statement of the 
operations of that institution for the year 1834. 
On motion of Mr. Beyron, the communication 
was ordered to be printed, 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 


ate a communication from the Secretary of the 


Treasury, in obedience to the resolution submit- 


ted on the 5th instant by Mr. Leren, calling for | 


the correspondence of that Department with the 
receivers of public money, in the course of the 
last year, 

Mr. BENTON remarked that, as the gentle- 
man from Virginia was not in his seat, he thought 
it would be in accordance with his wishes to 
move that the communication be printed, and he 


nena 


! moved that one thousand extra copies thereof be 
| printed. S 

| At the suggestion of Mr. KING, of Alabama, 
| the communication was laid on the table, 

| Mr. LEIGH having shortly afterwards taken 
i his seat, the subject was taken up; and on his 
; Motion theesreport was referred to the Committee 
| on Finance, with directions to consider the report, 
| to inquire into the practice referred to, and 
| whether it be regular and judicious, and if not, 
| whether any statutory regulations be necessary 
| to correct it. 

| The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the 
| Senate a certificate of the reélection of Hon Joun 
| M. Crayton, a Senator from the State of Dela- 
ware for six years from the 4th of March next. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SMITH, from the Jadiciary Committee, 
reported a bill for the relief of David McCord 

Also, a bill for the relief of Thomas L. Win- 
throp and others; which was read the first time, 
and ordered to a second reading. 

Also, a bill for the relief of David Beard; which 
was read the first time, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

Mr. S., from the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims, to which was referred the bill for the 
relief of the legal representatives of Colonel Wil- 
liam Bond and Colonel William Douglass, re- 
ported the same without amendment. 

Mr. S. also, from the same committee, re- 
| ported a bill for the relief of Captain George 
Hurlbrook. 

Also, unfavorably upon the petition of Lieu- 
tenant John Taylor. 

Mr. ROBBINS, from the Library Committee, 
reported a resolution authorizing the purchase of 
fifty copies of the American Diplomatic Code, 
for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. R. also, from the same committee, re- 
ported the joint resolution for the purchase of five 
hundred copies of Carey & Lea’s History of Con- 


| gress. 


Harper, Harrison, Hazeltine, Henderson, Hunt- |! DISTRICT BANKS. 


i) Mr. BENTON here rose and said, that as there 


| were applications now before Congress for a re- 
| newal of the charters of the banks of this Dis- 
| trict, he begged leave to submit to the Senate by 
way of notice,a paper, containing the substance 
of the amendments which he intended to insist 
| on when the bills should come up for considera- 
| tion, . 
1. That no application for a renewal of charter 
i should be entertained in favor of any bank which 
has heretofore failed or suspended payment, until 
lall the circumstances attending such failure or 
| suspension shall have been fully examined, and 
| reported upon bya committee of one of the Houses 
| of Congress. 

Il. That banks of circulation ought to be re- 
duced in number, not increased. 


| granted, or extended, except upon the following 
fundamental principles, (among others:) First, 
| The bank to pay all its currency in gold and sil- 
| ver; the holder to have the right to require the one 
! halfin gold and the other half in silver; second, 
No paper currency to be issued, renewed, or paid 
| out, of a less denomination than twenty dollars; 
and third, The stock-holders, for the time being, 
! to be liable, cach to the amount of his stock, for 
the circulation and deposits, on the failure of the 
bank to redeem its currency, or pay its deposits; 
| with summary process for the recovery; and all 


-| sales and tranfers of stock to be void which shall 


i 
; 
; 
í 
i 


be adjudged, by a jury, to have been made with 


On Mr. B.’s motion the paper was ordered to 


Mr. TYLER, pursuant to notice, and on leave 
| given, introduced a bill to provide a system of 
‘Jaws for the District of Columbia; which was read 
twice and referred. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 


| 
$o Mr KING, of Alabama, pursuant to notice, 
; 
i 


and on leave given, introduced a bill to authorize 
| George Bidwell to import an iron steamboat, in 
i detached parts, free of duty. 

BANK OF THE UNITED STATES. 

| The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 


Ill. That no charter ought to be renewed,. 


Bsnron, and lying on the table, was taken up for 
consideration: 
_ Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be 
instructed to obtain from the Bank of the United 
| States a copy of all instructions, if any, to the 
branch banks, directing them to collect and remit 
Spanish milled dollars to the mother bank; the 
number of such dollars annually remitted; the 
rates at which they sold at different periods, (say 
at or about the beginning of each quarter of the 
year;) whether the Bank of the United States has 
sold such dollars to the United States, and, if so, 
how many, and at what rates; how many it has 
sold to others, or exported to foreign countries; 
also, a statement of the amount of gold coin, of 
the amount of silver coin, and the amount of bul- 
lion, remitted to the mother bank, or elsewhere, 
by her order, annually, since the Ist day of April, 
1832; also, a statement showing the amount of 
silver coin and of gold coin remitted by the mother 
| bank to each branch since that day; also, the 
amount of gold coin and the amount of silver 
coin annually sold, or annually exported, by the 
bank, since the said ‘Ist day of April; also,a 
statement of the amount of gold received from 
the United States Mint since the Ist day of 
August last; and astatement of the whole amount 
of gold on hand in the bank and its branches, 
| for each month, from April 1, 1832, to the present 
i time, : 

Mr. TYLER said he destred to say but a word 
on this subject. He had no sort of objection to 
the inquiry, and wished to be so distinctly under- 
stood. The material allegation in the resolution 
was in reference to the conduct which the bank 
had pursued relative to the currency and coin of 
the United States; the call was for information 
: on this subject. And he begged leave to say to 
| the Serate, that this matter was made the subject 
of specific inquiry by the committee of investiga- 
tion of 1832. The Committee on Finance, during 
the last summer, having ascertained that the sub- 
ject was fully inquired into in 1832, carefully 
examined and analyzed the report, and he was 
ready now to affirm that the counter report, 
which was then made, was so conclusive that it 
had relieved the committee from the labor of 
prosecuting their inquiries into that subject. In 
reference to the bank bartering in the currency of 
the country, he thought that charge had been 
answered by the exhibit appended to the report 
of the Committee on Finance. He thought that 
by that exhibit it was shown, that this traffic 
| could not have been carried on. But if the honor- 
able gentleman from Missouri thought that any~ 
thing could come out of the inquiry, he had no 
objection to it. He (Mr. T.) was ready to con- 
demn the bank in all things in which it should 
have erred; he was no friend of the bank, and 
when we came to measure facts, it would be seen 
that he stood so high in opposition to the bank 
that he was not to be shgken by anything which 
should yet take place. Tt was not necessary for 
him to make this disclaimer, but it came in his 
way, and he had given utterance to it, But the 
honorable gentleman from Missouri might have 
| information which the committee did not possess, 
and he (Mr. T.) was willing it should be shown. 

Mr. BENTON asked leave of the Senate to 
amend the resolution by correcting a date in it, 
All the returns asked for came up to the 3lst of 
January, 1831. He wished to insert that day 
instead of the Ist of April. As to the subject- 
matter of the call, he would only say that it would 
be hardly right to mention the information on 
which he made the call. He might, to be sure, 
be.mistaken in his information, and if it should 
so appear, he would have no more to say on the 
subject. As to the honorable gentleman’s situ- 
ation with reference to the committee and the 
bank, he (Mr. B.) prayed God to grant him safe 
deliverance—his situation seemed something 
worse than walking on eggs, (to use an old max- 
im,) or treading on burning plowshares. But 
it was probable. we should be able to measure 
facts before long. 

Mr. TYLER replied, that the honorable gen- 
tleman from Missouri need not feel the slightest 
: concern for his deliverance. He was delivered 
‘from Jacksonism—he thanked God-he had got 
i rid of that. He had, from his mother’s lap, been 
taught an old adage, which he should cling to 
through life, that in all matters, political as well 
las others, ‘honesty was the best policy. 
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J anuaro, 


Mr. BENTON did not doubt the disinterest- 
edness and integrity which had always governed 
the honorable gentleman from Virginia. He 
(Mr. B.) had heard him make several speeches 
during the time he had the pleasure of associating 
with him on this floor, and in all of them the 
gentleman commenced and ended in the same 
strain, upon his own high-wrought integrity and 
. disinterestedness. So with regard to this matter, 
of which there was no occasion to have made 
any observation relative to his integrity. Butan 
opportunity would be afforded for measuring 
swords before long. He. took this occasion to 
make a public apology to the honorable member 
from Kentucky just before him, (Mr. Rrss,] 
which he had made the other day privately. It 
was for addressing the Senate upon the French 
spoliation bill, when that gentleman was entitled 
` to the floor. He was impelled by a sense of 
duty to speak when he did, although much 
against his personal wishes and inclination. 

Mr. TYLER said, that he would only say to 
the honorable gentleman, that if he often made 
declarations of honesty, they were such declara- 
tions as he meant to work out his redemption by. 
As to measuring swords in debate, (he under- 
stood the honorable gentleman in that sense— 
Mr. Benton nodded assent,) he knew that gen- 
tleman was much his superior, but be would be 
always ready to meet him. 

Mr. BENTON hoped this conversation might 
be finished by an admonition, though a homely 
one, which he begged leave to offer to the honor- 
able gentleman—* not to halloo till he was out of 
the woods.”? ; 

Mr. TYLER rejoined. That was precisely 
the advice he would give the honorable gentleman 
from Missouri. ` 

The resolution wasadopted, after being amend- 
ed by Mr. Benron, so as to require a statement 
of the gross amount of profits made by the bank 
from the time it commenced operations, up to the 
ist January, 1831. 


FRENCH SPOLIATION BILL. 


The Senate then resumed the consideration of 
the bill making compensation for French spolia- 
tions prior to 1800, l 

Mr. WEBSTER having the floor, spoke about 
two hours in support of the bill, and in reply to 
the arguments which had been advanced against 
it. When be concluded, 

Mr. CALHOUN spolo briefly in opposition to 
the bill, and was replied to by 

Mr. CLAY, in support of it. 

Mr. WEBSTER also replied briefly to Mr. 
CALHOUN. 

Mr. BIBB then rose, and expressed a wish to 
be heard upon the question; when, 

On motion of Mr. CLAY, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, January 12, 1835. 

Petitions and memorials were presented by-— 

Mr. JARVIS, of Maine; 

Messrs. OSGOOD and GRENNELL, of Mas- 
sachusetts; ` 

Messrs. TRUMBULL and YOUNG, of Con- 
necticut; 

Messrs. JANES, SLADE, and HALL, of Ver- 
mont; 3 

Messrs. CAMBRELENG, WHITE, WARD, 
FILLMORE, HAZELTINE, WARDWELL, 
PAKSON, TURRILL, and DAY, of New 

ork; 

[Mr. Warp presented the petition of J. A. 
Smith and T. E. Beckman. j 

Messrs BANKS, MUHLENBERG, CLARK, 
and DENNY, of Pennsylvania; 

Messrs. TURNER, STODDERT, and Mce- 
KIM, of Maryland; 

Messrs. CHINN, MASON, and PATTON, 
of Virginia; 

Mr. W. B. SHEPARD, of North Carolina; 

Messrs. CLAYTON and GAMBLE, of Geor- 

ias 

k Messrs. BEATY, LYON, HAMER, and 
MARSHALL, of Kentucky. 

{Mr. Lyon, of Kentucky, presented the peti- 
tions of Benjamin Fields and Thomas Ravens- 
craft, officers of the Hlinois department, in the 
Virginia State line, praying to be allowed half 
pay for life, upon the same principle which. 


allowed half pay to the officers of the Illinois 
regiments, having performed similar services, 
and claiming to be embraced in the provisions of 
the Virginia resolution of 1799. 

Mr. Beary presented the memorial of sundry 
citizens of Pulaski county, Kentucky, praying 
Congress for an appropriation to improve the 
navigation of Cumberland river; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 
Also, the memorial of sundry citizens of the 
same county, praying Congress to establish a 
port of entry at Portageville, on the Cumberland 
river, at the mouth of Laurel river.] 

Messrs. FORESTER and POLK, of Tennes- 
see; 

Messrs. CRANE, VINTON, MITCHELL, 
SLOANE, WHITTLESEY, CHANEY, AL- 
LEN, and LYTLE, of Ohio; > 

Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana; . 

Messrs. McCARTY and KINNARD, 
diana. 

(Mr. Kinnarp presented the petition of Wil- 
liam J. Posey, claiming compensation for a horse 
lost in military service in the late war with Great 
Britain; which was referred to the Committee of 
Claims. Also, the petition of Robert Morrison, 
praying the correction of an error in the entry of 
certain lands.] 

Mr. CLAY, of Alabama; 

Mr. ASHLEY, of Missouri; 

Messrs. MAY and REYNOLDS, of Illinois. 

[Mr. Reynotps presented the petition of 
Messrs. Anderson and Greathouse, stating that 
they settled some lands in the county of Macou- 
pin, Illinois, which are situated in the prairie, 
some miles from timber. They pray a credit of 
ten years to be given in the purchase, in consid- 
eration that they raise a certain quality and quantity 
of timber. 

Also, the petition of some citizens of the frontier 
of Illinois and Michigan, stating their losses of 
property by the hostile Indians in 1832, and 
praying remuneration for the same. 

Mr. R. remarked that he was on the frontier 
in that year, and knew that much damage was 
done the frontier inhabitants by the hostile In- 
dians, and hoped remuneration would be given 
them. 

Mr. LYON, of Michigan; 

Mr. SEVIER, of Arkansas; 

Mr. BURGES, of Rhode Island. 

Which petitions and memorials were appropri- 
ately referred. 

LAND CLAIMS IN MISSOURI. 


The following resolution, heretofore offered by 
Mr. Asniey, was, on his motion, and by consent 
of the House, taken up, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That ‘the Secretary of the Treasury 
be requested to return to this House the report 
referred to him, at the last session, of the com- 


of In- 


| missioners appointed to examine and adjust pri- 


vate land claims in Missouri, with such remarks 


“as he may think proper to make thereon. 


COMPENSATION TO NAVAL OFFICERS. 


The following resolution, heretofore offered by 
Mr. Brown, was, on his motion, considered and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be 
requested to furnish this House with a statement 
containing the yearly amount of compensation to 
which the post captains, masters commandant, 
lieutenants, masters’ surgeons, surgeons’ mates, 
pursers, chaplains, teachers, midshipnen, boat- 
swains, gunners, carpenters, sail-makers, and 
clerks in the Navy of the United States are sev- 
erally entitled, and which they actually receive, 
under the existing laws, and the rules and regu- 
lations of the Navy Department; designating par- 
ticularly the sums allowed and paid for the pay 
and rations of the several officers themsclves, and 
for the pay, rations, and clothing of their ser- 
vants, together with the sums allowed for house- 
rent, fuel, candles, stationery, furniture, com- 
missions upon disbursements and upon bills of 
exchange; and also, the additional compensation 
(if any) made to officers while in‘ command of 
squadrons or single ships, upon a home or for- 
eign station, or while in command of navy-yards 
or acting as navy commissioner; and the differ- 
ence of compensation and allowances for services 
rendered at sea from those which are rendered on 
shore; and also, the several sums usually allowed 


and paid for travel, and for services and attend- 
ance upon courts-martial, surveys, and duties of 
inspection, and for all or any other duties and 
services not enumerated or particularly mentioned 
in this resolution, so far as the same can be ag 
certained by the Navy Department. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CARR, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, made an unfavorable report upon 
the petition of William Marberry; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. C., from the same committee, reported a... 


bill for the relief of the heirs of Louis Patterson; 
which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. C., from the same committee, made an 
unfavorable report on the petition of Greenwood 
Leflore; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. C., from the same committee, reported a 
bill for the relief of Zebulon Baxter; which was 
read twice and committed. : 

Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill for the relief of John Tice; 
which was read. 

Mr. A. briefly explained the object of the bill, 
and moved that it be read a second time and 
ordered to be engrossed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. CHAMBERS, from the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief 
of the heirs of Jean Charles Boudrean; which was 
read twice and committed. | 

Mr. BINNEY, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported a bill making appropriations 
for the Military Academy of the United States 
for the year 1835; which was read twice and 
committed. 

Mr. CHILTON, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of Noah 
Miller; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. BANKS, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of Stephen Critten- 
den; which was read twice and committed. 

Messis. MARSHALL, CHILTON, FUL- 
TON, McINTIRE, JANES, SCHENCK, and 
TOMPKINS, each made unfavorable reports 
from. standing committees, upon various peti- 
tions, &c.; which were ordered to lie upon the 


table. 
Mr. THOMAS, of Louisiana, moved to sus- 
pond the rule of the House, in order that the 
tates and Territories might be called for resolu- 
tions; which was agreed to—yeas 116, nays 16. 


RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


“Mr. MANN, éf New York, offered the follow- 
ing resolution; which lies over one day: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be re- 
quested to communicate to this House an abstract 
of the items of all accounts and claims for the 
compensation and allowances of every kind for 
the two last fiscal years, distinguishing each 
year ending 30th September, 1834, of the gener- 
als, colonels, majors, and captains of the Army; 
and also, of all the officers attached to the engi- 
neer and topographical corps, which have been 
actually paid and allowed; with a general state- 
ment showing also the aggregate pay and emolu- 
ments, including all stated and special allowances 
paid and allowed to each commission officer of 
the Army, name and rank of every grade for 
each year aforesaid, and the aggregate of the 
whole. 

On motion of Mr. ANTHONY, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Pensions be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of granting a pension to Robert 
Martin, an officer of the Revolution. 

On motion of Mr. McKENNAN, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of granting tothe heirs of Colonel George Morgan, 
an officer of the revolutionary army, the five years’ 
fall pay, in licu of half pay for life to which he * 
was entitled, and that they have leave to report 
by bill or otherwise. 

On motion of Mr. DUNLAP, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military 
Affairs inquire into the expediency of establish- 
ing an arsenal at or near the town of Memphis, 
on the Mississippi river. 

On motion of Mr. McCARTY, it was 

Resolved, 'Ehat the Committee on Public Lands. 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
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moneys. 

Mr. McCARTY offered the following resolu- 
tion; which lies on the table one day: 

Resolved, That the President of the United 
States be requested to transmit to this House 
copies of all letters and correspondence of all 
Indian agents and sub-agents, and other persons 
connected with the Indian department, now in 
the executive or War Department, or in the office 
of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
connected with, or relative to, the survey, loca- 
tion, sale, and transfer of all Indian reserves of 
lands, since the year 1825, up to this time; and, 
also, all the orders and communications from the 
Exccutive of the United States, through the War 
Department, or General Land Office, or other- 
wise, in reference to said surveys, locations, sales, 
and transfers of Indian reserves; together with 
maps and plots of said surveys, and of the tracts 
approved and confirmed by the President under 
said transfers and sales, and what remains unap- 
propriated that have been reported and submitted 
for his approval, together with the evidence -of 
title. 


On motion of Mr. DICKSON, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of granting a pension to William Rodney. 


On motion of Mr. BURGES, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs 
be instructed to inquire into the justice and expe- 
diency of directing that the pension allowed and 
granted to Rhoda Newcomb, widow of Licu- 
tenant Henry S, Newcomb, who died in the naval 
service of the United States, shall commence at 
the time of his death, and that they report by bill 
or otherwise. 


Mr. DEBERRY offered the following resolu- 
tion; which lies on the table one day: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be requested to communicate to this House a 
statement showing the amount paid each year 
towards the extinguishment of the public debt, 


including principal and interest, from the year || 


1817 up to the Ist of January, 1835; and also the 
amount of revenue paid into the Treasury each 
year since the year 1817 up to January, 1834; 
and the estimates of the amounts receivable for 
1834, together with the balance remaining unap- 
propriated in the Treasury at the close of each 
of those years. : 


Mr. LYON, of Michigan, offered the following 
resolution; which lies on the table one day: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be directed to furnish this House with a copy of 
the decision of the Commissioners on all private 
land claims at Michilimacinac, Green Bay, and 
Prairie du Chien, together with connected plats 
and copies of the ficld notes of all such claims as 
have been surveyed at cither of the aforemen- 
tioned places. 


On motion of Mr. SEVIER, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a marine hospital at the mouth of 
White river, in Arkansas, and that the memorial 
of the Legislature of Arkansas Territory upon 
this subject be again referred to that Committee. 


On motion of Mr. MERCER, it was 

Resolved, That the memorials presented at the 
last session of Congress, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals, respecting the west- 
ern section of the Chesapeake and Ohio canal, 
together with the resolution of the General As- 
sembly of Pennsylvania, on the same subject, be 
again referred to the same committee. 


On motion of Mr. EWING, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads be instructed to inquire 
into the expediency of establishing a post route 


from Bradford, Lawrence county, via Obadiah T. | 


Barker’s, Slinkard’s Mills, and Benjamin Staf- 
ford’s, Green county, to Caledonia, in Sullivan 
county, Indiana. 

On motion of Mr. WHITTLESEY, of New 
York, it was e : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of placing Solomon Case on the pension list. 


On motion of Mr. TOMPKINS, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 
be ‘instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a port of entry at Bowling Green, on 
Big Barren river, in the State of Kentucky. 


On motion of Mr. BLAIR, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of allowing the claim of James Fuller for arrears 
of pension, and that the petition and evidence 
presented at the last session be again referred to 
said committee. 


On motion of Mr. STANDEFER, it was 

Resolved, Thatthe Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a post route from 
McMeanville, Tennessee, to Dallas, in the same 
State. 

On motion of Mr. DUNLAP, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a post route from the 
town of Bolivar, in the State of Tennessee, the 
nearest and most practicable route to intersect the 
mail route from Natchez, to Nashville, at or near 
Canton,.in Madison county, in the State of Mis- 
sissippi. 

On motion of Mr. REYNOLDS, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a mail route from 
Equality, by Monroe, Dow’s Mills, and Bain- 
bridge, to Brownsville, from Paducah, in Ken- 
tucky, by Copeland’s, in Illinois, to Vienna, and 
from Belleville, by Talbot’s, to Pinckneyville, in 

inois. 


On motion of Mr. LYON, of Michigan, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads be instructed to inquire 
into the expediency of establishing a post route 
from Whitesford, in the county of Monroe, 
Michigan Territory, to South Bend, in the State 
of Tidings also, a post route from Toledo to 
Dundee, both in the county of Monroe, in said 
Territory. 

Mr. HUBBARD, by consent, offered the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to furnish this House with an estimate of the 
cost of finishing the removal of the obstructions 
to the safe navigation of the Arkansas river, 
together with a copy of Captain Shrieves’s report 
upon that subject. 

On motion of Mr. BEAN, it was 

Resolved, That the memorial of the town of 

over, New Hampshire, presented at the last 
session and not acted on, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 


On motion of Mr. FULTON, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions be instructed to inquire into the propriety 
of placing Hiram Saul, Jr., a soldicr of the late 
war, on the pension roll. 
The following resolution was submitted by Mr. 
PEARCE; which lies on the table one day: 
Resolved, That the Secretary -of the Navy be 


| directed to communicate to this House a copy 
y 


of the report made to the Navy Department 
John N. Reynolds, October 9, 1829, describing 
a number of the islands, reefs, and shoals, in the 
Pacific ocean, and on the northwestern coast of 
America. 

The following resolution was submitted by Mr. 
MANN, of New York; which lies on the table 
one day: ; 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be 
requested to communicate to this House an ab- 
stract of the items of all the accounts and claims 
for compensation and allowances of every kind 
for the last two fiscal years, distinguishing cach 
year, ending 30th September, 1834, of the cap- 
tains, masters commandant, lieutenants, pursers, 
and navy agents of the Navy, with a general 
statement, showing also the aggregate pay and 
emoluments, including all stated and special 


allowances actually paid and alloweđ. to cach 
commissioned officer of the Navy, by name and 
rank, of every grade, and where stationed (excep- 
ting midshipmen) for cach year aforesaid, and the 
aggregate of the whole. 


Mr. MARTINDALE offered the following 
resolution; which was rejected: 
| Resolved, That the:Committee on Roads and © 
| Canals be instructed to inquire into the expédi- 
ency of causing to be surveyed and laid out; a 
national road, with a view tthe future construc- 
tion thereof on the McAdam plan, leading from 
the city of New York, through the tier of coun- 
ties cast of the Hudson river, to the city of Troy, 
thence in the most direct and practicable route to 
the village of Whitehall, at the head of Lake 
Champlain, and thence down the western margin 
| of said lake to the northern boundary of the 
| United States, with an estimate of its probable 
cost. 


_ Mr. LANE, of Indiana, submitted the follow- 
ing resolution: 

Resolved, Thatthe Committee on Public Lands 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
appropriating a portion of the refuse public lands 
to aid the State of Indiana in constructing a canal 
from the national road in said State, down the 
valley of White Water to Lawrenceburg, on the 
Ohio river. 

Mr. McCARTY suggested that the subject 
embraced in the resolution had been heretofore 
referred to a standing committee. 

The resolution was then rejected. 


REPORT FROM THE MINT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a mes- 
sage from the President of the United States, 
transmitting a report from the Director of the 
Mint, of the operations of that establishment for 
the year 1834; which, on motion of Mr. Poix, was 
laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. POLK remarked, that the operations of 
the Mint had greatly increased during the last 
year, and he thought it desirable that an extra 
number of copies of the report of the director 
f should be printed. He accordingly moved to 
| print five thousand additional copies; which was 
agreed to. 

DISTRICT PENITENTIARY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a mes- 


sage from the President of the United States, 
transmitting the sixth annual report of the. In- 
spectors of the Penitentiary in the District of Co- 
lumbia, made pursuant to law; which, on motion 
of Mr. Cain, was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 


WORKS AT PRESQUE ISLE HARBOR. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of War, in response to a res- 
olution of the 2d instant, in relation to the-works 
on Presque Isle Harbor; which was laid on the 
table. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the Senate were read 
twice and committed: 

-A bill for the relief of Henry B. Tyler, execu- 
tor of Colonel Richard Smith, deceased; 

A bill for the relief of McKean Buchanan; and 

A bill for the relief of William Hogan, admin- 
istrator of Michael Hogan, deceased. 


POTOMAC BRIDGE. 

The bill amendatory of the act for the con- 
į struction of a bridge across the Potomac, at 
| Washington, came up on its third reading. 
| Mr. HARDIN said he was in favor of this bill, 
but he had been requested by a gentleman whose 
property bordered on the Potomac, and the site 
of the intended bridge, (Colonel Mason, who was 
! apprehensive, if the proposed plan should be 
‘ adopted, that his property would be injured,) to 
move its postponement. 

After a few words from Mr. MERCER, the 
| motion to postpone the further consideration of 
| the bill till this day fortnight was agreed to. 


j 
i 

| BILLS PASSED. ae, 
| The following bills were read the third tim 
| 

i 


and passed: nade 
A bill to change the place of holding the district 
! courts of the United States for the district of 
| Mississippi; and ` 

| A bill for the relief of Commodore Isaac Hull 
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January 18. 


RELIEF OF ALEXANDRIA, D. C. 


> Phe motion to reconsider the vote rejecting the 
bill for the relief of the city of Alexandria, was, 
on the suggestion of Mr. Mercer, farther post- 
poned to this day two weeks. 


APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


My. POLK moved that the House resolve itself | 


into a Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, in order to take up the appropriation 
pills. 
p Mr. WATMOUGH said he was as desirous as 
any gentleman thatthe appropriation bills should 
be taken up and considered; but he hoped the 
bill to regulate the pay of the Navy would be 
allowed to progress, since it would occupy very 
little time. 

The motion to postpone all the orders of the 
day was then agreed to—ayes 63, noes 57. 

A question of order was then raised by Mr. 
WISE, as to whether two thirds or a bare ma- 
jority were requisite; and, after some conversa- 
tion’ between Messrs. WISE, BRIGGS, and 
WATMOUGH, ; : ; 

The CHAIR decided the motion to be carried. 

The House then, on motion of Mr. POLK, 
resolved itself into a Committee of the Whole on 


the state of the Union, (Mr. Husnarp in the. 
up the bill (No. 566) making ap- |; 


chair,) and took 
propriations for ; 
and other pensioners of the United 
year 1835. : i 

Mr, POLK made a brief explanation, and the 
bill was considered, agreed to, and ordered to be 
reported to the Flouse without amendment. 

The committee then took up the bill (No 599) 
making appropriations for the naval service for 
the year 1835, and after some unimportant amend- 
ments, it was laid aside, and the committee took 

up the bill making appropriations for the Indian 
department for the year 1835. 

r. ASHLEY moved to amend the bill by 
adding, “ For the pay of a clerk for the office of 
superintendent of the department of Indian affairs 
at St. Louis, $1,000.” 

Mr. POLK said he concurred in the propriety 
of the proposed item. A clerk was certainly ne- 
cessary, and the reason of the omission in this 
bill by the Committee of Ways and Means, was 
because the subject had been referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs.. He was willing that 
the amendment should be adopted, if the com- 
mittee thought this bill the proper place for it. 

Mr. GRENNELL suggested that this would 
be a departure from the usual practice, since it 
seemed to be the settled policy of the House that 
the Committee of Ways and Means should re- 
port appropriations only for existing laws and 
existing otlices; and the effect of adopting the 
proposed amendment would be tantamount to 
creating a new office. 

After a few remarks from Mr. ASHLEY, in 
explanation, the question on his amendment was 
taken, and lost—ayes 35, noes 89. 

The bill was then ordered to be reported to the 
ILouse, without amendment. 


The committee then took up the bill making 
appropriations forthe support of the Army for 
the year 1835. f 

Mr. MANN, of New York, begged to inquire 
of the honorable chairman of the Committee of 
Waysand Means whether any appropriations in 
this bill were greater than heretofore ? : 

Mr. POLK. Ican answer the gentleman; there 
were none of a greater amount than in former 
years, but, on the contrary, considerable reduc- 
tions. 

Mr. MANN would be glad to know what they 
were. 

Mr. POLK referred particularly to the contin- 
gent expenses, which were last year $344,000, 
and this year $328,000. The aggregate decrease 
in the expenses of the Army-by the present bill 
would be $500,075. Mr. P. proceeded to refer 
to,various other items which had been curtailed. 
He then moved to amend the bill by adding, after 
the eighth line, ‘‘ for arrearages of the pay depart- 
ment of the Army, §608,055,” and produced 
various documents from the War Department, 
and from General Macomb, which were read by 
the Clerk, going to sanction the proposed amend- 
ment. : : 

Mr. MANN thought this claim, which was for 


the payment of the revolutionary 
States for the 


i| better be left to the ordinary and usual legislation 


| 


extra services rendered by General Macomb, had 


of the House—the Comnfittee of Claims— by 
which it would undergo careful and rigid exam- 
ination. . 

Mr. POLK remarked that the gentleman’s re- 
marks did not apply to the present bill, but to 
one reported from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and passed at a former session. P 

Mr. MANN madesome further remarks, which 
were not distinctly heard; reiterating the dangers 
which he apprehended from this constant increase 
of salaries and perquisites of office. . 

Mr. WILLIAMS opposed the amendment— 
notthat he was in possession of any facts whether 
the claim were just or not, but because (as we 
understood him to say) it was presented in an 
irregular manner Before the award should be 
made by the House, it should be investigated by 
one of its standing committees.” . 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, said the claim 
of General Macomb had been investigated by 
the Military Committee, who were convinced of 
its justice. He hoped it would not be rejected 
because it had not undergone all the requisite 
formalities, since it had been found correct and 
equitable both by the War Department and a com- 
mittee of that Flouse. 

The question on the amendment was then put, 
and rejected. 

Mr. POLK then offered one or two other verbal | 
amendments; which wereadopted. The bill was 
then, with the amendments, ordered to be reported | 
to the House. 

On motion of Mr. MANN, the committee then | 
rose, and the chairman (Mr. Husgarp] reported | 
the bills to the House. 

The bill making appropriations for the Navy 
Department, for the year 1835, was then, on} 
motion of Mr POLK, taken up in the House, 
the amendments of the committee agreed to, avd 
the three bills ordered to be engrossed for a third | 
reading to-morrow. ` j 

The House then adjourned. 


“IN SENATE. 
Turspay, January 13, 1835. 


Petitions and memorials were presented by 
Messrs. HENDRICKS and TYLER. 

Mr. HENDRICKS presented a memorial from į 
the General Assembly of Indiana, praying an 
appropriation by Congress for the establishment 
of a line of hospitals on_ the Ohio river; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. | 


Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported unfavorably upon the petition 
of the Sac and Fox Indians, complaining of the | 
manner in which their annuities were paid. 

Mr. &V. said that the committee thought the 
laws in existence provided a sufficient remedy 
for any inconvenience which existed, with regard | 
to the payment of Indian annuities, and on his 
motion the committce were discharged from the | 
further consideration of the subject; and the peti- 
tion was referred to the Secretary of War. 

Mr. W. also, from the same committee, re- 
ported unfavorably upon the petition of Charl& 
Loosan, and were discharged from the further 
consideration of the same. . , 

Mr. W. also, from the same committee, to 
which was referred the bill for the relief of Col- 
onel Gad Humphreys, reported the same, and 
gave information that when the bill came up, he 
would move for.its indefinite postponement. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, from the Commit- 
tee on Revolutionary. Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill for the relief of Colonel John Thorn, 
John Henderson, and others, reported; which 
was read the first time, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

Mr. TYLER, from the Committee on Finance, 
reported a bill for the relief of Charles J. Catlett; 
which was read the first time and ordered toa 
second reading. 


Mr. LEIGH, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Robert Joyce, deceased; 
which was read the first time, and ordered to a 


second reading 


Public Lands, to which was referred the bill for 
the relief of James L. Stokes aud others, reported 
unfavorably upon the same. 


RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 
The following resolutions were submitted: 


By Mr. WAGGAMAN: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
providing by law for the establishment ofa marine 
hospital in the city of New Orleans 

-By Mr. HILL: 

Rescived, That the Secretary of the Navy be 
requested to communicate to, the Senate so much 
of the correspondence of his Department, with 
Loammi Baldwin, as relates to his compensation 
as superintendent of dry-docks and inspector of 
navy-yards, together with copies of all accounts 
rendered by him connected with his services in 
the inspection of navy-yards. 

NOTICE OF A BILL. 

Mr. HENDRICKS gave notice that to-morrow 
he would ask leave to introduce a bill for the 
relief of William O’Neill 

BILL POSTPONED. 

The bill for the relief of the owners, officers, 
and crew of the private armed brig Neptune and 
Fox, was taken up for consideration; and, 

On motion of Mr. ROBBINS, it was postponed 
till to-morrow. 


BILLS ORDERED TO A THIRD READING. 


The following bills were considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading: 

A bill for the relief of Samuel Bragdon and 
David Chase; 

A bill for the relief of Charles Gordon; 

A bill for the relief of Humphrey B. Gwath- 
may; 

A bill for the relief of Peter H. Green and 
William Emerson; and 

A bill to increase the pay of the marshal of the 
district of Delaware. * 

ROAD FROM LYME CREEK. 

The bill making an appropriation of $20,000 to 
complete the road from Lyme creck, in Alabama, 
to Chatahoochve, opposite Columbus, came up 
for consideration. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, briefly explained the 
necessity which existed for this appropriation— 
that the road led. directly from the seat of gov- 
ernment to New Orleans, and was indispensable 
for the transportation of the great southern mail. 

Mr. POINDEXTER made a few remarks in 
favor of the bill; when 

` Mr. KING, of Georgia, expressed a disposi- 
tion to vote against the bill in its present shape, 
on the ground that the two per cent. fund, re- 
served for such purposes, was laying idle in the 
Treasury—this amounted to about $1 15,000. But 
he declined entering into an examination of the 
matter now, and moved to lay the bill on the 
table, to enable him to prepare an amendment, 
requiring the appropriation to be taken out of the. 
fund alluded to. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, made some explana- 
tion of the nature of the two per cent. fand spoken 
of; but did not oppose the motion to lay the bill 
on the table; and it was then agreed to 


FRENCH SPOLIATION BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill making compensation for French spoliations 
prior to 1800. . 

Mr. BIBB commenced by observing that he 
fully agreed with the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. Wessrer,] that this question was 
truly a judicial question; one to be determined 
by the law of nations. He helieved the justice 
of those claims turned wholly on the guaran- 
tee. That if France had large claims against ` 
us, justly due to her in consequence of, and 
growing out of the guarantee; and if these claims 
of France had been exchanged for the claims 
of our citizens—if this was the true state of the 
case he would acknowledge the justice of the 
bill before the Senate. But he did not believe it 
could. be maintaingd —he did not believe the 
rights of our citizens had been bartered away 
by the Government— he did not believe that 
France had any ‘ustelaims against us, arising from 
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the guarantee. Mr. B. was well aware that the 
interests of individuals ought to be supported by 
their Governments to a certain degree, but he did 
not think that Governments were bound to push | 
such interest to the extremity of war—he did not | 
admit that the rights of the whole were to be: 
jeoparded by the ciatms of individuals—the safety | 
of thecomnimnity was paramount to the claims of | 
private citizens le would proceed to see if the | 
interests Cf our ciizens had been neglected by this f 
Government. These claims have been urged, said | 
Mr. B., from year to year, with all the earnest- 

ness and zeal due from the nation. But they went ; 
on froin bad to worse, ull negotiations were iti vain. | 
We then assumed a hostile position. During the 

year 03 more than twenty laws were passed by || 
Congress upon this very subject—some for raising | 
troope-——some for providing arms and munitions | 
of war—some for fitting outa naval force, and so ' 
on. Was this negotiating the claims of our cit- : 
izens? Wewent as far ag the interests of the i 
nation would permit. We prosecuted these claims | 
to the very verge of plunging into that dreadful | 
wer then desolating Europe. The Government i 
then issued its proclamation of neutrality and non- | 
intercourse. ; i i 

Mr. B. next proceeded to show that France had | 
no just claims upon us, arising from the guarantee. |į 
Tins guarantee, said Mr. B., was not considered 
binding, even by France herseif, any further than 
was cousistent with our relations with other : 
nations; that it was so declared ty her Minister; i 
and, moreover, that she acknowledged the justice ' 
of our neutrality. These treaties had been violated | 
by France, and the United States could not surely || 
be bound by treaties which she had herself viola- 
ted; and, consequently, we were under no obliga- | 
tion on account of the guarantee. . i 

Mr. B. went on to show that, by the terms of 
the treaty of 1800, the debis due to our citizens | 
had not been relinquished; that as the guarantee || 
did not exist, arid as the claims had not been 
abandoned, Mr. B. concluded that these claims | 
ought not to be paid by this Government. Ete | 
was opposed to going back thirty-four years to | 
sit in judgment on the constituted authorities of || 
that time. There should be a stability in the | 
Government, and he was not disposed to question | 
the judgment of the man (Washington) who has | 
jusily been called the first in war and the first in j 
peace. Weare sitting here to rejudge the decis- ;] 
lens of the Government thirty-four years since. 

When Mr. BIBB concluded— 

Mr. SELEPLEY moved an amendment to the. 
bill providing chat the five millions appropriated : 
shall be in full satisfaction of all the claims for 
French spoliations prior to 1800. 

Mr. WIEBSTER said he saw no objection to 
the amendment. The five millions in the bill was . 
not an arbitrary sum, but he thought it bore the | 
same proportion that the appropriation did for: 
satisfaction of the Fiorida claims. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PRENTISS said that as he was a mem- | 
ber of the committee which reported this bill, į 
it might be expected that he wouid give an ex- || 
pression of his views upon the subject of it. He || 
forbore to enter into the inquiry whether war | 
l between the United States and France, 


existed 
or not, because all this was superseded by the 
treaty of 1800. We were bound to look to the 
basis on which that treaty was finally concluded. 
He thought the whole matter neither complex 
nor difficult. The justice of the claims upon | 
France never had been denied by that Govern- | 
ment; and it was fully proved, if a doubt existed |) 
on the subject, by the tone and language of | 
the public journals of the day. Having admit- | 
ted them, France set up counter claims on her | 
part, and her claims relative to the islands, gave |) 
rise to great uneasiness and trouble to the Govern- 
ment of the United States. France continued to 
press her claims, until, by the treaty of 1800, it 
was conceded the claims of both nations were sub- 
sisting. And the final consummationof the whole 
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was that the release of the claims on the one side 
was a release of those on the other. This was 
Mr. Madison’s opinion, and he was fully compe- 
tent to form a correct jadgment on the subject. 
No one, he thought, who would examine the doc- 
uments on the subject, could deny the justice of 
the claims, and if they were released, it followed 
that the Government of the United States had 
appropriated private property to public use, and 
of course were bound to make compensation there- 
for. Mr. P. disclaimed any interest or partiality 
for the claims, as he did not believe that a single 
citizen of his State had one cent to receive from 
them should they be allowed. He believed they 


| were founded in justice, and, therefore, he would 


vote for the bill. 

Mr. WEBSTER said he did not wish to pro- 
tract the debate. Some gentlemen who desired to 
vote upon the question were absent from indis- 
position, and, therefore, he would move to post- 
pone the farther considcration of the bill to Mon- 
day next, with the expectation that a vote upon 
the question might be taken at that time. 

The motion was agreed to. 


FRENCH RELATIONS. 


Mr. CLAY rose and said, that he had yielded 
to the solicitations of his friends, by moving to 
postpone the consideration of the report and res- 
olution of the Committee on Finance upon our 
relations with France, which was made the special 
order for this day, till to-morrow. His sense of 
the necessity of a prorapt disposition of this sub- 
ject was so strong, that he gave notice that he 


| would then insist upon its being taken up. 


The motion was agreed to. 


On motion of Mr. WHITE, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business; 
after which 


The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tursvay, January 13, 1835. 
Petitions and memorials were, by consent, pre- 


| sented by— 


Messrs. LYTLE and CRANE, of Ohio; 

Mr. HEATH, of Maryland; and 

Mr CHINN, of Virginia; 

Which petitions and memorials were referred. 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on the 
Public Lands, reported a bill for the relief of the 
heirs of John Brahan, late receiver of public 
moneys at Huntsville, Alabama; which was read 
twice and committed, 


Mr. CORWIN, from the Committee of Ways | 


and Means, reported a bill making appropriations 
for certain roads, and examinations for surveys 
for the year 1835; which was read twice and com- 
mitted. 

Mr. CORWIN, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported the following resolution; 


| which was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
purchasing six acres of ground adjoining Fort 
McHenry, in the State of Maryland, for the use 
of the United States. 


Mr. BOON, by consent, submitted the follow- 
ing resolution, which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a post route from Proc- 
torsville to Mount Prospect, in Crawford county, 
Indiana. . 

Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, reported a bill to authorize a writ of error 
in certain cases relating to patent rights, to the 
Supreme Court of the United States; which was 
read twice and postponed for two weeks. 


Mr. EVERETT, of Massachusetts, from the 


i 


Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported a bill 
authorizing the payment of an outfit, and to pro- 
vide for certain expenditures of Nathaniel Niles; 
which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, from the Com- 
| mittee on Military Affairs, reported a bill to au- 
| thorize the Secretary of War to purchase certain 
land near Baltimore; which was read twice and 
committed. ` i 

Unfavorable reports upon petitions, &c., were 
made by Messrs. WILLIAMS, GILMER, and 
! SLADE; which were laid on the table, 
| Mr. McCARTY moved to reconsider the vote 
of yesterday, rejecting the following resolution 
| submiited by Mr. Lane: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public 
Lands be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
| of appropriating a portion of the refuse public 
| lands, to aid the State of Indiana in constructing a 
canal from the National Road in said State, down 
the Valley of White Water to Laurenceburg, on 
the Ohio river. . 

Mr. McCARTY remarked, that when this reso- 
lution was offered yesterday, he was under the 
impression, as he suggested at the time, that the 
subject-matter embraced in it had been previously 
referred to a standing committee, Upon exami- 
nation, he discovered that he was mistaken; and 
he had therefore moved a reconsideration of the 
vote; and hoped the resolution would be adopted. 

Mr. LANE said, he regretted he could not, in 
, justice to himself, accept the kind aid of his good | 
| feeling colleague, (Mr. McCarry,] in the motion 
| he had made to reconsider the vote of yesterday, 
rejecting the resolution he had the honor of pre- 
senting to the House for adoption. That it was 
his intention to present it anew to the House, 
locating its commencement. 

That he had made no effort to carry the resolu~ 

tion on yesterday, after the statement of his col- 
| league, (Mr. McCarrr,] “thatthe subject embraced 
| cin the resolution had been heretofore referred to a 
i < standing committee.” He supposed the state- 
| ment true, for he had not supposed it possible for 
i his colleague, or any other gentleman on this 
| foor, to hazard any statement of which he was 
| not fally apprized. ` Buton examination, said Mr. 
| L., he had become satisfied that no such resolu- 
| tion, as supposed, had been referred. 
i The resolution under consideration, called for 
an inquiry into the propriety of appropriating a 
portion of the refuse public lands to aid the State 
in constructing a canal from the national road 
down the valley of White Water, the Ohio, at 
Laurenceburg. The resolution of his colleague 
[Mr. McCarry] was an inquiry into the proprie- 
ty of “ a grant of each alternate section of the unap- 
“propriated lands on each side of a road leading from 
| e Laurenceburg to Fort Wayne, in Indiana.” à 

Mr. L. said, that upon the route of the road in 
this resolution for the first seventy miles, so far as 
his information extended, there would not be on 
either side of said road, one acre of publicland to 
set apart for the road. 
| "That the resolution he had the honor of present- 
| ing, and which had been rejected upon the ob- 
jection and statement of his colleague, was to aid 
the State in constructing a canal connecting the 
national road with the Chio, passing through the 
valley of White Water, the richest, and oldest, 
and most populous portion of Indiana. 

The question, said Mr. L., is with the House 
i for their decision; but that he would prefer pre- 
; senting the resolution anew to their reconsidera- 
i tion. 

The motion to reconider the vote rejecting the 
| resolution, was then negatived. 


i 
Mr. GAMBLE asked the consent of the House 
! 


i to take up a resolution, heretofore offered by him, 
calling upon the Secretary of the Treasury fora 
for the safe-keeping and dis- 


lan, if practicable 
Beene i without. the 


bursement of the publie moneys, 
agency of a bank or banks. 


Objection being made, Mr. GAMBLE moved 
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to suspend the rule for the purpose of taking up 
the resolution; which was negatived. 

The following resolution, heretofore offered by 
Mr. CHILTON, was again taken up: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the subject 
and report their opinion to this House, of the 
rhost equal and just mode of applying the revenues 
of the country to such works of public improve- 
ment within the respective States of this Unionas 
may be necessary for the facilitating of commerce 
with foreign nations, and among the several States. 
And that they moreover report their opinion of 
the best and most practicable mode of ascertaining 


and determining the nationality and importance of- 


such improvements as may be proposed within 
the said several States. 

Mr. CHILTON continued the line of argument 
he pursued when he last addressed the House, by 


referring to the respective votes given by General | 


Jackson and Mr. Van Buren, in the Senate of the 
United States, in the Eighteenth Congress; the 
former of whom invariably voted in support of, 
and the latter in opposition to, objects of internal 
improvement. Mr. ©. 
Cumberland road bill, and the amendment pro- 
posed to that measure by Mr. Smir, and others, 
and read many extracts from the Journals of the 
Senate; all of which went to show, among other 
things, that if Mr. Van Buren preserved his consist- 
ency he would make a very indifferent President 


for the interests of the western country, and which | 


he trusted would be borne in mind elsewhere, if 
not in that House. General Jackson, in Mr. C.’s 
opinion, was then right; but if so, he could not 
now be right, unless both sides of the question 
could be right, for he now opposed what he then 
supported. It was not for him, however, to ac- 
count for the strange inconsistencies of public 
“men, nor for the strange union that sometimes took 
place, all of a sudden, between men heretofore of 
opposite principles. 
and proved them upon the testimony of undeni- 
able record. He hoped he had been successful in 
showing that the course advocated Ky General 
Jackson in 1823-74, had been precisely the reverse 
of the course he pursued now; and he had finished 
this branch of his argument. Tle disclaimed any 
personal feeling on the inconsistency of that gen- 
tleman, but he had experienced that the man who 
adhered to bis principles, and refused to fly from 
them, was denounced, and sacrificed under the 
character of an apostate, while the man who could 


Jead thousands after him, might renounce his | 
former principles, pursue an opposite course, and | 


be eulogized to the skies. ‘ 

Having said as muchas he intended on the 
course of General Jackson, it would not be amiss 
to inquire how the public money had been dis- 


posed of and distributed during the present Ad- : 


ministration. The public Treasury was the com- 
mon property of all; and no one portion or section 
of the country was entiiled to preference over 
another. It would be seen that gross partiality, 
of the most invidious character, had been exercised 
in its distribution for objects of internal improve- 
ment; so much so, that he had rather see it sus- 
vended, or forever abandoned, than carried on as 
it had been. Fe was for equal justice, and for 
seeing its benefits equally diffased throughout 
every portion of the people. Mr. C. said he had, 
at considerable labor, from a close comparison of 
the different reports made to that House, prepared 
a table showing the different sums expended for 
fortifications, ight-houses, and works of internal 


improvement generally, which would show the: 


mode and manner in which this system had been 
carried on. He invited the attention of members 
toat particularly; for every member had constit- 


vents, and those constituents were all interested 


in this question. 

(Mr. C. here read a statement, exhibiting the 
sums that had been appropriated by Congress for 
the three objects above referred to, classed under 
thedifferent States and Territories, and announced 
his intention of publishing it hereafter, in a cor- 
rected form.] ae 

From this, said Mr. C., it would be perceived 
what gross injustice had been done to several 
States. Large amounts had been expended for 
the eastern States; while, in some cases, none, 
and in most of the western States very little had 


quoted the votes on the | 


He had only stated facts, | 


been appropriated for them. What apology was 
there for this invidious distinction? He knew of 
none that could be urged, but this, that the west- 
ern country, from its peculiar position, not being 
on the sea-board, having neither fortifications, 
harbors, light-houses, &c., nor needing any, there- 
fore required no portion of these appropriations, 
or were not entitled to any. All that we needed in 
aid of our commerce was the construction of roads 
and the improvementofourrivers. Now, he would 
call upon every one, from the President down to 
| any one. of his friends, either in that House or 
out of it, to exhibit that constitutional authority 
which authorized improvements by the General 
Government on the sea-board, which did not apply 
equally to those inland? In what part, or in what 
‘clause of the Constitution of the United States, 
| was the distinction drawn? I assert this position, 
| said Mr. C.: Hither that the whole or both are 
| constitutional, or that they are unconstitutional. 
There was no distinction of cases whatever; there 
was no half-way course between them. If one 
was constitutional, the other was equally so. He 
should be glad to hear any gentleman point out 
the distinction, or refer to a solitary section or 
law in the Constitution of the United States, that 
authorized the making of one class of improve- 
ment, that did not equally authorize the construc- 
tion of others. No such distinction did exist— 
and he would defy the most finished or acute lati- 
tudinarian to point it out. Ele had heard it assert- 
ed, that those improvements had been made under 
the authority of that clause of the Constitution 
which says that Congress shall have power “ to 
regulate commerce with foreign nations,” but how 
could it have escaped the observation of gentle- 
men that the same clause has these words also, 
“and among the several States?” the two powers 
were identical, granted under one and the same 
clause of the Federal Constitution, and no man 
could assert that any distinction existed. If then 
itbe not under that power, under what other power 
was it derived? Was it under that clause which 
impowered Congress, ‘ to provide for the common 
defence and general welfare of the United States?” 
{f it be claimed under this clause, no man could 
dare say that the President of the United States 
or Congress had provided for the “general wel- 
fave”? by squandering all the public money ufon 
|| the exterior States, to the almost total exclusion 
of the interior. The clause embraced every part 
of the Union, and was intended to reach each and 
every State equally, and without partiality or 
prejudice. The conduct that had been pursued 
resembled that of a man possessed of a fine estate, 
who should expend the whole of his means in 
adorning the exterior, while he left the whole of 
the interior a barren wilderness. Mr. C. was 
proceeding with his remarks, when 

Mr. POLK moved for the orders of the day; 
which motion prevailed—ayes 65, noes 56. 


The SPEAKER iaid before the House the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United 
States: 


| 


Wasniweron, January 13, 1835. 


| To the House of Representatives: 


In compliance with the resolution of the House 
of the 6th instant, requesting copies of any circu- 
lar or letter of instructions emanating from the 
Treasury or War Departments since the 30th day 
of June last, and addressed to either the receiving 


‘ 
i 
| 

s 


land offices are established, or public works are 
constructing under the authority of Congress, I 
transmit herewith reports from the Secretaries of 


j 
j 
j 
{ 
i 


the information sought for. 


ANDREW JACKSON. 


On motion of Mr. POLK, the message and 
accompanying documents were laid on the table 
and directed to be printed. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing communications: 


A letter from the Secretary of War in answer 
toa motion of the House, transmitting an esti- 
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|t in Boston harbor; which, on motion of Mr. E. 
| EVERETT, was committed to a committee of 
U the whole on the state of the Union. 


or disbursing officers stationed in States wherein | 


the Treasury and War Departments, containing | 


| mate of the cost of repairing Fort Independence, | 


A letter from the Secretary of War in answer to 
a resolution of the House of the 24th ultimo, in 
relation to the improvement of the navigation of. 
Cumberland river; which, on motion of Mr. MER- 
CER, was referred to the Committee on Roads 
and Canals. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, in response 
to a resolution of the 9th instant, relative toa sus- 
pension of allowances to pensioners, &c., which, 
on motion of Mr. GRENNELL, was laid on the 
table and ordered to be printed. 

And a letter from the First Comptroller of the 
Treasury, transmitting a list of the balances due 
by receivers of public land offices, prior to 30th 
September last; which was laid on the table. 


BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 


The following bills were read a third time and 
passed: ‘ 

A bill for the relief of John Tice; 

A bill making appropriations for revolutionary 
and other pensioners of the United States, for the 
year 1835; 

A bill making appropriations for the current 
expenses of the Indian department for the year 
1835; . 

And a bill making appropriations for the naval 
service for the year 1835. 


THE ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House resumed the unfinished business of 
| yesterday, being on the amendments proposed in 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, to add an appropriation for “ arrearages in 
the Pay Department of the Army, $6,080 05.” 

Mr. POLK said he had but a tew words to 
address to the House on thisamendment, and if he 
failed to convince every member on that floor of 
the justice of that item, he was perfectly willing 
the subject should be sent to one of the standing 
commitiees of the House. He regretted that the 
honorable chairman of the Committee of Claims 
(Mr. WuirrLesey] was not then in his seat, ashe 
believed the documents he held in his hand would 
be perfectly satisfactory to him, and would ob- 
viate all his objections to the amendment. Mr. P. 
stated that this amount of arrearages accrued 
between the years 1818, and 1821, while General 
Macomb was commanding at Détroit, and was the 
differeace between his ordinary pay asa Brigadier 
and his pay as a Major General by brevet. This 
allowance had been made to Generals Scott and 
Ripley at the same time, and under similar cir- 
cumstances. Mr. P. here produced various docu- 
ments from the departments, and the opinion of 
the Attorney General, which were then read. He 
concluded by expressing the belief that the ex- 
planations which he had submitted to the House 
would be perfectly satisfactory, and that no further 
objections would be urged against the appropria- 
tion. If such objections, however, still existed, 
| he had no personal feelings in the matter; it might 
go to a standing committee. But should that 
course be taken, Mr. P. suggested that it would 
probably prevent the action of Congress on the 
subject at its present session. 

Mr. MANN said he had not yet had sufficient 
time to examine the effect of this amendment, 
since it was placed before the Elouse last evening. 
He wished to know. the difference between the 
brevet and the ordinary pay. In order that mem- 
bers might have some opportunity for investigation, 
'| he hoped the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means (Mr. Pox} would suffer it to lay on 
the table at least another day. 
| Mr. WILLIAMS wished to advert to one fact 
li which did not seem to have struck the attention 
| of the House. A simple resclation of that House 
| could give no po ver to the Secretary of War to 
| pass upon and pay the claim of General Macomb. 
| It would require a joint resolution to confer such 
|a power. But, Mr. W. said, he was opposed to the 
;amendment because the subject seemed to de- 
mand the investigation of a standing committee 
of the House. Nothing, he contended, should 
ever be ingerted in an appropriation bill, unless it 
were of the most indubitable character. On the 
i justice of this claim there seemed to exist se- 
ricus doubts among various members of the 
House. : 

Mr. McKINLEY followed with some genera 
‘! remarks on the claim, which seemed to be founded 


1 
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a 
investigation of a committee, 


Mr. MINER saw no necessity of sending this 

k; 
bad been allowed by the proper accounting offi- | 
cers, and seemed to bea proper subject for appro- | 


item to a committee for further investigation. 


iation. He should vote for the amendment. 


pr 


Mr.WARDWELL asked why, when Generals | 
Scott and Ripley received this extra pay—as it | 
had been alleged they did—why did not General ; 
< Macomb also receive his at the same time, and in | 


the same manner? 


Mr. POLK again explained. He had this morn- i 


ing inquired into the reason why this claim had 
not been passed upon at an earlier period. 


time, aware of his own rights upon the subject. 
It was well known, how adverse persons con- 
nected with the Departrnent were to revive the 


acts of their predecessors; hence the subject had |; 
He | 
again adverted to the favorable decision made | 
upon the claim by the officers of the Government, |; 


been turned over to the action of Congress. 


which appeared perfectly conclusive. The only 
question he apprehended was as to the time and 
place of making the appropriation. 


this claim, under the act of 1218. 


this very reason he wished the whole matter to go 


through the searching investigation of one of the | 


giauding committees of the House. He thought 
it very remarkable that General Macomb should 
have suffered this claim of $6,080 05 to stand so 
long without making a demand on the Govern- 
ment. He had endeavored in vain to ascertain 
the amount of that officer’s present pay under the 
Government. What that amount was he could 
not tell, nor could he find any gentleman who 
could tell. 

Mr. BRIGGS thought the only question before 


the House to be, ‘* Is, or was, General Macomb ` 


entitled to the sum specified by the laws of the 
land?’ If so, the appropriation was certainly a 
proper one, and the amendment ought to be 
adopted, 
the subject, and could not resist the conclusion that 
this was a valid claim. He referred to the specific 
terms of the law of 1818, which clearly fixed the 
principle of allowing the pay corresponding to the 
brevet rank. The gentleman from New York 
{Mr. Mann] had referred to the presen pay of 
the officers, and stated that he could not ascertain 
its amount. 

the question. 


which were fixed and sanctioned by law. 
should vote for. the amendment. 


Mr. PARKER opposed the amendment. It $ 
was due to the House that the claim should go to `; 


a standing committee for examination. He looked 
upon itin the light of any other private claim, and 


the appropriation bill was not the proper place to `! 
settle a private claim of fourteen years’ standing. | 
He disavowed all prejudice against the claim, but © 
he wished to see it come here in the shape and on | 
He would therefore vote |: 


the ground of all others. 
aganist the amendment. 

Mr. HUBBARD addressed the Houseat some 
length against the amendment. 
injusticethat would be done to any by a reference 
of the subject to a committee. : 


Mr. LANE asked where theclaims of Generals ji 


Scott and Ripley were investigated? Whether it 
on that floor, or by the Departments? He 
ired information on this subjeci, as those claims 
were said to be analogous to this. 

Mr, WiLLIA MS again opposed the amendment 
and was in favor of referring the matter to a com- 
miitee. Fle eancluded that there was no proof of 
this officer’s having held the command which en- 


tried him, by the law of 1818, to the extra com- : 


pensation demanded 
Mr. GRENNEL 


L was also in favor of having 


the light which (he investigation of a commitiee : 


might throw upoa this clan. The sum was far 
from being an inconsiderable one; and what would 


be much worse than the allowance of an unjust ; 


claim-~the insertion of this item in the appropri- 
ation bill might establish a precedent of the mest- 
dangerous character, 


He: 
did not know that General Macomb was, at the | 


Mr. B. said he had carefully examined ;; 


Mr. B. said this, with him, was not | 
It was, whether an officer should : 


be paiu for specific duties performed, the prices of | 
He: 


He could see no `: 


Messra, BRIGGS and HUBBARD each made 
a few additional remarks. 

Mr. POLK wished the amendment read by the 
clerk, in order that the House might see what they 
were about. g = 

The amendment having been read— 

_Mr. P. said he had called for its reading for the 
simple purpose of showing to the House that it 
was of the same character as all former items in 
appropriation bills providing for arrearages, and 
also to meet the objection of gentiemen who thought 
this bill an improper place for it. The item was 
for nothing more than arrearages of pay in th 
Army, which had been called for by the Secretary 
of War, and presented itself in this character: it 
came within the line of duty of the Committee of 


| of the House. 
retary of War, which set forth that he considered 
i this claim in the light of a subsisting and standing 
debt, and requested the committee to insert it in 
the biil. Mr. P. haped, after this, that every gen- 
: tleman would dismiss from his mind the consid- 
-; eration that if this claim were well founded the bill 
‘| before them was not the proper place for it. 


e i| Another objection that had been urged was, that | 

Mr. MANN said it had been assumed that the | ) 
duties had been performed, which would sanction ; 
This, he con- : 
tended, remained yet to be proven; and it was for | 


the amendment was pressed with too much perti- 


concerned. Re had never been desirous that the 
House should act precipitately on any matter, 
however his own judgment might be at variance 
with the opposition to it. On the present subject 


i had only presented itasa matter of duty. This 
ii was a claim presented to the House, which had 
_ received the favorable adjudication of the Second 
Comptroller, the Secretary of the Treasury, and 


t should be paid 
of the Attorney General in favor of the proposed 
mode of liquidating the claim. Mr. P, did not 
deny but that the Elouse might withhold the appro- 
priation, because it might decide that the officers 
referred to had been wrong in their construction 


| of the law; but he had done his duty in present- i 


i ing it for their consideration 


| and said, that although the decision of the Mili- 
tary Committee had changed its character, yet, in 


therefore, at present, vote against the amendment. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, called for the yeas 
and nays; which were ordered. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG asked if he understood 
the honorable chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means correctly, that the claim was founded 
: upon a law, and that he had read that law to the 
House? : 

Mr. POLK replied in the affirmative. 

il Mr. CAMBRELENG. Then I shall vote in 
« favor of the amendment. 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment, and decided as follows: Yeas 57, nays 131. 

So it was lost. 


third reading to-morrow. 
‘| Mr. POLK then asked leave to move that the 


|i papers in relation to the claim of General Macomb || 


might be referred to the Committee on Military 
| Affairs. 


| Mr. WATMOUGH moved their reference to | 


the Committee of Claims. 

The first motion was put and lost—ayes 62, 
noes 70; and they were accordingly referred to 
the Committee of Claims. 


(| his resignation of his seat. 
Ordered to lie on the table. 
On motion of Mr. MERCER, 
The House then adjourned. 


aura 


IN SENATE. 
Wrepwespay, January 14, 1835. 


Petitions and memorials were presented by 


i 


‘and BUCHANAN. 


| Ways and Means to introduce it to the attention | 
Mr. P. read the letter of the Sec- | 


nacity. But it was not so, so far as Mr. P. was: 
‘| he had no private opinion, or bias whatever; and |; 
i 


he Secretary of War; and the question was how | 
Mr. P. also read the opinion | 


' Mr.WHITTLESEY, of Onio, referred at some | 
i length to the former proceedings on this claim, || 


! his opinion, itought to undergo the further exam- |: 
ination of a standing committee; and he should |, 


i| The SPEAKER communicated a letter from |; 
! the Hon. James W. Wayne,a Representative in i; 
‘| Congress from the State of Georgia, announcing | 


Messrs. WHITE, BIBB, WEBSTER, RENT, |: 


The CHAIR laid before the Senate a communi- 
i| cation from the War Department, accompanied by 
i! a report of the Chief Engineer in relation to. the 
repairs of the Cumberland road, east. of the 
if Ohio. 
Also, a communication from the Navy Depart- 
i; ment, showing the number of clerks employed in 
that Department, for the last year, and the com- 
pensation paid to each. 


Mr. WEBSTER presented a petition from citi- 
zens of Boston, praying for the erection of a cus- 
tom-house in that city; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McKEAN gave’notice that to-morrow he 

| would ask leave to introduce a bill for the relief of 
ii Captain Morrow. 
Mr. POINDEXTER gave notice that to-mor- 
i; row he would ask leave to introduce a bill granting 
an additional quantity of land in satisfaction of 
revolutionary bounty land warrants. 

Mr. SH EPLEY, fromthe Committee on Claims, 
reported unfavorably upon the petition of Salvator 
Innis. 
| Mr. HENDRICKS, pursuant to. notice, and 
on leave given, introduced a bill for the relief of 
| William O’Neiie; which was read twice and re- 
+ ferred. $ 
‘i Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee on Claims, 

i to which was referred the bill for the relief of 
{| Simon Powers, reported unfavorably upon the 
| same. = 

, Mr. TYLER, from the Committee on the Dis- 
i| trict of Columbia, to which was referred the bil! to 
| providea system of laws for the District, reported 
‘| the same without amendment. 


The following resolutions, submitted yesterday, 
and lying on the table, were takea up, considered, 
i and adopted: 


‘|| By Mr. WAGGAMAN: 


‘Resolved, T'hat'the Committee on Commerce be 
i! instructed to inquire into the expediency of pro- 
viding by law for the establishment of a marine 
i, hospital in the city of New Orleans. 


By Mr. HILL: s 


i 


A biil for the relief of Com. Isaac Hull; 

A bill making an appropriation for payment of 
evolutionary and other pensioners of the United 
tates, for the year 1835; ` 
| A bill making an appropriation for the Indian 
; department for the year 1835; 

A bill making an appropriation for the naval 
service for the year 1835; 
A bill for changing the place of holding the 
| United States district courts for the State of Mis- 
|| sissippi; 
! A bill for the relief of Charles Colwell; and 
i A biil for the relief of John Tice, assignee of 


~ 


ii The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for a ': 


The following bills were read a third time and 
passed: 
| A bill for the relief of Samuel Bragdon and 
| David Chase; 

A bill for the relief of Charles Gordon; 

A bill for the relief of Humphrey B. Gwath- 
mey; 
© Å bil making additional compensation to the 
i; Marshal of the district of Delaware; and 
| A bill for the relief of Peter H. Green and Wil- 
‘liam Emerson. 

i ree 

© Phe following resolution was submitted by Mr, 
|. WHYTE, and, on his motion, was considered and 
| agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and is 
rereby, authorized and required to investigate all 
he facts and circumstances connected with a claim 
of Col. Gad Humphreys to indemnity on account 
i of supposed losses, said to be sustained by extend- 


y 
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ing the northern boundary line of the United 
States and the Seminole Indians, under the pro- 
visions of the treaty made at Camp Moultrie on the 
18th September, 1830, so as to include his plan- 
tation and expelling him from possession thereof. 
` That he ascertain said facts and circumstances by 
the testimony of disinterested witnesses, and re- 
port the same to the Senate, with his opinion 
whether said Humphreys has sustained any loss 
for which he ought to be compensated, and to 
what amount. 


The following resolutions were considered; 
which lie one day: 


By Mr. WAGGAMAN: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of pur- 
chasing for the President’s House certain oil 
paintings now on sale in this city; and also into 
character and value of said paintings 

By Mr. BLACK: : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of placing 
on the pension list the names of Daniel McInnis 
and Francis Patterson, of the State of Missis- 
sippi. . 

-By Mr. HILL: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be requested to communicate to the Senate any 
informatian in his department in relation to the 
claims of the owners of the brig Despatch and |i 
cargo for restitution of the amounts paid by them 
for discriminating duties on the said brig and 
cargo, that may go to establish or invalidate said 
claim. 


By Mr. HILL: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be 
requested to report on the claim of the owners, 
officers, and crews, of the private armed vessels | 
Neptune and fox, whether they were by losses 
entitled to the bounty of 25 dollars each upon 69 
prisoners captured by said private armed vessels; 
and if so entitled, why said claim has not been ad- 
mitted and allowed by said Department; also, any 
other information that may existin the Department 
tending to elucidate the validity or invalidity of 
said claim. | 

By Mr. KANE: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate do || 
cause to be made out, and laid before the Senate, 
a statement, showing the amount of money paid in 
each year by order of the Senate, for printing, and 
the purchase of books for the use of the Senate, 
from the Ist session of the 18:h Congress to this. | 
time; designating in all cases where the amount 
paid shall exceed $500, the object for which, and 
the persons to whom, the money was paid. Also, |! 
astatement, showing the amount of printing or- 
dered by the Senate, which has not bgen com- || 
pleted, and an estimate of the sum or sums of 
money which will be due when such printing shall | 
be completed. 


i proper or necessary to go at large into a discussion 


| committee entirely coincided in opinion with the 


| anxiety to obtain the appropriation, and when he 


| and ingenuous, but to say that he confided in the 


a protracted discussion of the subject; nor did | 
he deem it necessary to say much to enforce the | 
arguments embraced in the report‘in favor of the 
adoption of the resolution. In the present pos- į 
ture of our relations with France, it seemed to 
the Coramittee that the course proposed was the 
proper one—that it was most expedient to await 
the action of France at the present session of the 
Chambers; and, therefore, he thought it was not | 


of the questions embraced in the report. In all 
questions connected with our foreign relations, it 
was always necessary to present to the world the 
existence of undivided councils. Before the hap- 
pening of a rupture, examination and discussion 
may be required; but after a rupture shall take 
place, whatever of unanimity and of influence we 
have, should be exerted to give to our arms the 
utmost vigor which the resources of the country 
are capable of. He was very certain that no such 
measures were at present necessary with France. 
That our claims were founded in justice, that we 
ought to pursue them by all just and honorable 
means, and that we must ultimately obtain satis- 
faction for them, were sentiments in which the 


President, and he had no doubt that it was also 
the sentiment of the people of this country. The 
committee also entirely concurred with the Pres- 
ident in his views relative to the treaty with 
France. Butif the President had stopped after 
the expression of the statement of the case, and 
had abstained from the recommendation of the 
measures which he deemed necessary to be taken 
in the contingency indicated by him, there could 
have been no difference of opinion between him 
and the committee. But when he said that the 
Executive of France was honest and sincere in his 


disclosed his purpose of abiding by the action of 
the French Chamber, it seemed to the committee 
an inconsistency that there should be at the same 
time the recommendation of a measure, the exe- 
cution of which could only be rendered necessary 
by a doubt of the ulterior purposes of France. 
Confidence and distrust were unnatural allies. 
Confidence should at all times be free, full, frank, 


sincerity of the King, and that he would suspend 
any recommendation of a hostile measure, and 
then suggest a measure of reprisal, appeared to the 
committee, with all respect to his patriotic purposes | 
as the Executive of the United States Government, 
to bea course calculated to produce most mischiev- 
ous results. It seemed necessary to the commit- 
tee, therefore, that there should be some expression 
of opinion on the part of Congress after such an į 
expression on the part of the President, which 
should be likely to meet any possible contingency 
likely toarise. Ist. It was possiblethat the French 
Chamber might make the appropriation before 
the receipt of the President’s message. 2d. The 
appropriation might be made after its receipt and 
notwithstanding the tone and language of the mes- 
sage. 3d. The Chambers might, after the receipt 


The bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Moses Shepperd, deceased, was taken up for | 
consideration, when ii 

Mr. HULL spoke briefly in opposition to the bill, |: 
and Mr. HENDRICKS supported it. ji 

When the hour arrived for taking up the special |: 
order, Mr. CLAY moved to lay the bill on the; 
table; which was agreed to. 


FRENCH RELATIONS. | 


The Senate then proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the Report of the Committee on Foreign | 
Relations, aud the resolution appended, concern- | 
ing our Relations with France, ia the following ! 
words: 

Resolved, That it is foexpedient, at this time, to 
pass any law vesting in the President authority 
for making reprisals upon French property, in the 
contingency of provision not being made for pay- 
ing to the United States the indemnity stipulated | 
by the treaty of 1831, during the present session | 
of the French Chambers. 


Mr. CLAY rose and said that is was not his | 
purpose, at the present stage of the consider- |! 
ation of the resolution, nor, indeed, did he deem it |: 


necessary at any other singe of it, to enter inte ti 


of the message, refuse to make the appropriation 
until after that part of the message which might | 
be exceptionable to them should be withdrawn or 
explained; or they might, 4chly, altogether and 
absolutely refuse to pass the appropriation and | 
again reject the bill. Now, in any one of these 
four contingencies, an expression of Congress was |! 
indispensably necessary to the passage of the bill 
and the paymentof the money. But suppose the 
Chambers should pass the bill before the receipt | 
of the message, and the money should be placed | 
in the French Treasury, in pursuance of it, to 
meet the stipulations contained in the treaty, it |! 


if the Chambers should reject the bill-on this 
ground, they wouid place themselves in the wrong, - 
because they had acted on the recommendation of 
one department of the Government before it was 
ascertained that the other departments concurred, 
and they would then hasten to repair the wrong. 
If they should speedily pass the bill, and after- 
wards should discover that Congress did not con- 
cur with the President, they would find that the 
recommendation of the President, although he 
maintained a strong hold upon the affections of 
the people, was an inchoate recommendation and 
not perfect. Under all circumstances and in every 
contingency, therefore, the resolution seemed 
adapted to the occurrence of any oneof them, and 
seemed eminently calculated to secure the objects 
of the treaty. .As he had premised that a pro- 
tracted discussion was not necessary, he would 
resume his seat, expressing, however, a disposi- 
tion to modify the resolution in any form which 
was consistent with the object he had in view, and 
he hoped that it would receive the unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate, as such a vote would have a 
most happy effect;-but he would consent to no 
modification which did not say that Congress did 
not deem it expedient to legislate on the subject at 
this time. , 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, rose and submitted the 
following amendment as a substitute for the res- 
olution reported by the committee: 

“ Resolved, That as the French Chambers have 
‘been convened earlier than was expected by the 
t President of the United States at the opening of 
‘the present session of Congress, it is inexpedient 
‘to pass any law relating to the treaty of 1831, 
‘until further information shall be received from 
' France.” 


The amendment having been read— 


Mr. KING said he agreed perfectly with the 
honorable chairman of the committee, that length 
discussion was not called for, or perhap just hed, 
He also differed so little with the honorable chair- 
man on the subject of the report and resolution, 
that he should say but very little in favor of the 
trifling changes which he proposed to make in 
the form of the resolution offered for the sanction 
of the Senate. Ele had agreed in committee, and 
still agreed, to the report, with a few trifling 
exceptions in its details; and he had, and still 
agreed to the general conclusion to which the 
committee came, that it was inexpedient at this 
time to legislate on the subject of the treaty of 
1831. The tone and tenor of the report, with the 
exception referred to, met his decided approba- 
tion, though he had reserved to himself the right 
.which he now exercised of offering amendments 
to the form of the resolution, and expressing his 
dissent to a few of the details of the report itself. 

Sir, said Mr. K., what is the tone and charac- 
ter of this report? He did not believe that it was 
intended by the chairman who drafted it as a party 
paper. It was not proposed to the committee, or- 
by the committee adopted, as a party paper. It 
was not presented to the Senate as a report of 
that character, and he did not believe it would be 
received by the people of the United States as a 
party paper, unless the public press and party 
politicians of the country should wrongfully suc- 
ceed in stamping upon it that character. As just 


| observed by the honorable chairman, it sustained 


the most important positions of the President 
throughout. The President was treated with the 


| most entire respect. The motives of the President 


were treated with full respect, and even his rec- 
ommendation was treated with respect; so much 


| SO, that the intimation is clear in the report that 


the difference between the President and the com- 


would throw on the King a high responsibility if 
he should be required to pay the money üll the | 
recommendation in the message was explained. 
in the second contingency, by the passage of the 
resolution, we should take a course that would be | 
highly gratifying to the feelings and the pride of || 
France, which we ought to promote by all honor- 1| 
able means. If they then should pass the bill || 
they would see that there was confidence reposed || 
on the part of Congress, that there would be a 
compliance with the assurances of the French | 
Government. Jt was indispensably necessary that |! 


H 
H 
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the other two contingencies he had supposed. But ii 


mittee probably arose from the difference of time 
and of circumstances under which they deliberated. 
From the rémarks he had made on the subject of 
the character of the report, the ol:ject of the first 
part of the amendment was sufficiently obvious. 
it was to connect more closely the report and the 
resolution, and sustain the appearance of harmony 
between the two branches of the Government, by 


| referring to the probable reason of the difference 


between the recommendation of the President and 
the action of Congress. ‘There were, to be sure, 


yi | several reasons that might be gathered from -the 
i such a measure should be adopted in reference to |! 


Teport; but this was most prominent, and he 
selected it because it was the one more especially 
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mentioned in the report. Mr. K. read from the 
report, page 18: ‘It is not improbable to suppose 
‘that the President would have abstained from 
tany such recommendation, if he had known 
‘what recent intelligence from France shows, that, 
‘in point of fact, the Chambers assembled on the 
tist of December, instead of the 29th, the day on 
‘which it was believed by the President they 
‘would meet.” 

The object of the latter part of the amendment 
was also obvious. Ele did not wish to stand com- 
mitted, or hold out the idea to France that we 
would, under no circumstances, take any steps 
during the present session of Congress, however 
we might be justified by future information re- 
ceived. He was very far from wishing to con- 


nect himself or the Senate to any future specific || 


mode of action, or to any action atall. At pres- 
ent, we agree that legislation was inexpedient. 
But he was unwilling to commit ourselves to the 
inexpediency of legislation at this seesion, pro- 
vided future information, before the adjournment, 
should call for legislation upon the subject. 

Mr. CLAY replied that he was glad to see the 
honorable member from Georgia animated with 
the best spirit on this subject—that he was frank, 
open, and unreserved, in the expression of his 
sentiments; and he was happy to find in his resolu- 
tion that there was no ground for serious difficulty. 
between them. But he thought the gentleman’s 
resolution was objectionable in two of its provis- 
ions. The report was an argutnentative docu- 


ment, and it was not usual in resolutions appended | 
to such papers, to reiterate the reasoning in the | 
His first objection to the resolution was, | 
that it assigned one of the reasons contained in | 
the report, for *he adoption of the resolution, and | 


report. 


he thought that not the strongest one. If oneo 


the reasons in the report might be drawn down, 


he thought all might, and each Senator migh 
require the introduction into the resolution of th 
reasons which governed his vote. 
Minister had said, ina part of the correspondence 
that a bill would be prepared for the appropria 
tion, and submitted to the Chamber the next day 


but the committee came to the conclusion that we | 


ought not to reproach them for not doing so, 
because they were the most proper judges of what 
was the proper time for its presentation; he could 
not, therefore, assent to one of the reasons being 
introduced into the resolution. There was one 
other part of the resolution, ‘ that it was inex- 
‘ pedient to act till further information should be 
‘received from France,” an expression which he 
viewed in the light of a menace, and implied that 
if their further action was not.of a satisfactory 
nature, then we were prepared to resort to the 
measure recommended by the President. Now, 


he (Mr. C.) would not say what he would do, if: 
France should not make the appropriation at the : 
present session of the Chambers: ‘ Sufficient for ‘i 
the day is the evil thereof.’’ Let us have all the: 


circumstances before us. He was for having Con 
gress freeto deliberate upon war, open, undisguised 
war—upon commercial restrictions or reprisals, 
unfettered in the event of any contingencies. 
was anxious for all the circumstances—whether 
the King had abandoned the claim, or intended to 
go on pressing it. 
would be seen that the propriety of this course was 
more apparent when we considered that this Con 


> t 
gress terminated on the 3d March, when a new | 
Congress would come in; that they oughtto remain | 
free when the awful- alternative of a rupture or : 


submission to wrong shall be presented; he, there 
fore, moved to strike out the parts of the amend 
ment which he had indicated as objectionable. 


Mr. WEBSTER thought that the importance || 


of unanimity on this subject was so great, and 
the practical difference between the two resolu- 
tions was so small, that pains should be taken to 
throw them into a shape that the resolution could 
be adopted. The prevailing sentiment seemed to 
be a concurrence in the views of the President, of 
the nature of the controversy with France, of the 
clear right of this country, and the utter impossi- 
bility that the councils of the United States can 
depart from the just expectation of a reasonable 
fulfilment of the stipulations by France. He 
thought there did seem to be an objection to the 
nonorable member’s amendment, becanseit place] 
the action of the Senate on one of several reasons, 


The French i 


He: 


But if we looked further, it | 


| 


and left the inference that on other reasons given 
in the report, the action of the Senate might be 
otherwise. It founded the action of the Senate 
upon a reason which might cease to exist to-mor- 


tow. Suppose the Chamber should reject the bill, 
and the Executive Government of France should, 
for that cause, dissolve the Chambers and call a 
new one; he did not wish to form an opinion 
what the Government of the United States might 
f do upon such an event occurring. It was, there- 
fore, desirable to leave this Government free from 
any indication or intimation of what its action 
might be, in any event. The sentiment of the 
| country was, that we were right, and that France 
|| Was wrong; and this sentiment was not likely to 
| be altered. 
| _ Mr. BUCHANAN said he should be exceed- 
| ingly rejoiced if we could adopt any form of words 
i which would unite the vote of the Senate on this 
|| Occasion. He would go as far as any man to make 
i 
{ 


not involved, for the purpose of presenting our- 
| selves to the world as a united nation. However 


of internal policy, we ought always to exhibit a 
bold and united front to foreign nations in defend- 
ing the interests and honor of the country. He 
(Mr. B.) felt great pleasure in doing justice to 
the frank and conciliatory spirit of the report of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. It was a 
statesmanlike production, and worthy of its dis- 
tinguished author; but, he must be permitted to 
say, that if this were the proper occasion for 
such a discussion, he thought he could success- 
fully controvert several of the positions which it 
contained, and show that they were founded in 
error. Fle would greatly prefer that the resolu- 
tion proposed by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Kine] should stand as he had introduced it. It 
contained upon its face the reason, and the only 
i reason which would induce him to vote for any 
resolution of this character. 


| was the unanimous determination of the King’s 
{ 


with its treaty and its bill in hand, and that its 
intention was to do all that the charter allowed 


new presentation of the rejected law. On the faith 
of this assurance, the President rested satisfied, 
and did not present the subject to Congress at its 
last session. How has France redeemed this 
‘| pledge? Has that Government hastened, as much 
as possible, the presentation of the rejected law? 
At the first meeting of the new Legislature, the 
law was not presented; and, in the face of this 
engagement, the Chambers were prorogued, not 
l: to meet in the autumn, as they might have done, 


which custom had sanctioned. If this assurance 
had any meaning at all, it was that the Chambers 
should be convened at least so early in the season 


to the President before the meeting cf Congress. 
The President, at the date of the message, was 
not aware that the Chambers would assemble on 
the first of the month. No such information had 
been communicated to him. The French Gov- 
ernment had never informed him such was their 
il intention. It now appears that they did assemble 
i on that day: and, for his own part, he was willing 


'' to wait until the result of their deliberations could 
‘be known. What effect this circumstance might 
| have produced on the President’s determination, 
| he was not prepared to say. Every gentleman 
| could judge for himself. He was not possessed 
i| of any information on that subject. 

ii There is a point, said Mr. B., in the intercourse 
| 

| 


| between nations at which diplomacy must end, 
and a nation must either consent to abandon her 
After having rie- 


i rights or assert them by force. 


treaty to redress the wrongs of our injured citi- 


| 
| 
| 
Í 


| concessions, in any matter in which principle was į 


|| we might differ amongst ourselves, as to matters | 


It was simple, be- |: 
cause the French Chambers had been convened |. c 
earlier than was expected by the President of the | 
United States at the commencement of the present |; 
session of Congress, that he would give his sup- 
i port toany such resolution. He should, therefore, || 
i be gratified if this preamble could be retained. i| 
: France had, before the close of the last session of 
i Congress, communicated to the President, that it 


Government to appear before the new Legislature 


to hasten, as much as possible, the period of the 


but, on the 29:h of December, the very latest day | 


as to afford sufficient time to communicate the fact | 


gotiated for a quarter of a century, to obtain a ; 


zens—and after the French Chamber has once | 
deliberately rejected that treaty, will not tius point 


fuse to make the appropriation? If this be go, is 
i it not right, is it not fair,to present this alternative 


complain if we did not adopt this very. course? 
To inform her frankly and fairly that we have 
| arrived at this point, I am solemnly convinced, ia 
the best diplomacy to which we can resort, to. re- 
dress the wrongs of the injured claimants. France 
„will then have the alternative distinctly presented; 
and it will be for her to decide whether she will 
invole herself in war with her ancient ally, rather 
| than pay those claims which the executive branch 
| of her own Government has determined to be 
| just, by a solemn treaty. Such an attitude on the 
i part of the United States will do more to accom- 
| Plish the execution of the treaty than any tempo- 
i rizing policy which we can adopt. I never was 
| more clearly convinced of the truth of any propo- 
| sition. 

France, from the tone and language of the Pres- 
| ident, will bave no right to consider this a menace. 
j Itis no more than to say, diplomacy has ended, 
and the treaty must be executed, or we shall, 
however reluctantly, be compelled to take redress 
| into our own hands. We cannot, we dare not, 
abandon the just rights of our own citizens, how- 
i ever painful it may be for us to assert them. France 
‚is a brave and a chivalrous nation; her whole 
| history proves that she is not to be intimidated, 
| even by Europe in arms, But France is wise as 
| well as warlike. To inform her that our. rights 
| must be asserted, is to place her in the serious and 
solemn position of deciding whether she will, for 
| the sake of a few millions of frances, more or less, 
|| resist the payment ofa just debt by force. When- 
| ever sheis convinced that this result is inevitable, 
i the money will be paid; and although I hope I 
| may be mistaken, I believe it will never be paid 
|| before. France has never appeared to regard the 
| question in this serious light. 

It has been asked what would the American 
ongress .do, placed in similar circumstances ? 
Would they appropriate the money with a menace 
i| impending over their heads? I answer no, never. 
li But it would be no menace, if, after Congress had 
i| twice refused to vote an appropriation to carry a 
| treaty into effect, a foreign Government, in. the 
|| spirit of candor, in language mild and courteous, 


j| us they could not abandon their rights, and, 
f 


|| however painful it might be, they should be com- 
il pelled, by a sense of duty, to assert them by 
| force. a 

Mr. B. concluded, by saying he felt it due. to 
himself thus to explain the vote which he intended 
to give. 

Mr. CUTHBERT said he had not. arisen to 
enter into any exposition of his opinions on this 
: subject, but simply to suggest that such phrase- 
| ology might be used as should unite the votes of 
|| every honorable Senator now separated only by a 
i| slight shade of difference. Mr. C. read the reso- 
|i lation, and said, if it was so worded as to express 
ii that, ‘under existing circumstances,” or, ** the 
| state of circumstances now existing,’ it might 
| meet the views of all parties, and enable the Sen- 
| ate to pass its unanimous vote upon the subject. 


Mr. KING, of Alabama, congratulated the Sen- 


‘| both sides, and said he wasone of those who was 


|| such as that used by the President, were to inform- 
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| have been reached, should the Chamber again re- ` 


to France? Would she not have just :caŭse to` 
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Mr. LEIGH wished to have both amendments 
read, in order that the Senate might see if there 
was any essential difference between them. 

[The amendments were read accordingly.] 

Mr. LEIGH resumed, by saying that he could 
perceive no, or very little difference between the 
propositions of the Senators from Kentucky and 
Georgia, [Mr. Cray and Mr. Kine, ]if any, it was 
trifling, and of the two, he preferred that of the 
former gentleman. Both, however, came exactly. 
up to his (Mr. L.’s) idea of what was wise, politic, 
and just, for the United States, and respectful to- 
wards France. They had been told by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania that he was well satis- | 
fied. the true mode of negotiation with France | 
would be to indicate distinctly, that unless she did 
justice, we would take the matter into our own 
hands, and seek that redress which she ought to 
grant. 

Mr. BUCHANAN explained. There was a 
period when negotiation must cease, and one or 
the other alternative must be adopted. <i 

Mr, LEIGH continued. Then was he to un-' 
derstand the gentleman, that there was a period | 

„in diplomacy, and that that period or crisis had | 
arrived? If thatbe the genlleman’s opinion, Mr. i 
L. must beg to differ with him entirely and abso- | 
lately. He was not prepared, at that time, to | 
adopt the President’s proposition, so far as he had | 
heard it, nor did he believe any one was, What, | 
then, was the mode most likely to accomplish this Í 
object? Either force must be resorted to, or we | 
must confide in the justice of the French nation. : 
The last was, in his opinion, the best. Mr. L. 
was, however, for making our expression as ab- | 
solute and dignified as possible, and not to commit . 
ourselves by declaring that there was no circum- ; 
stances in which we will not hazard a war with | 
France. On the contrary, he was for presenting || 
a bold front, 

After some further remarks to the same pur- 
port, Mr. L. said he concurred in the sentiment of 
the gentleman from Alabama, that it would be 
inexpedient to adopt any legislative measure ‘at | 
this time;?’? mark that ‘at this me,” for in that | 
consisted the main sum and substance of his affirm- 
ative tu the proposition. 3 

Mr. CALHOUN expressed a hope that the 
question would be taken without further discus- 
sion, and that the phraseology might be so 
amended as to meet the views of every gentle- 
man, so that tle voice of the Senate might be 


unanimous. lj 


Mr. KING, of Georgia, said that to the various 
suggestions and propositions from different paris 
of the Chamber, he had only a word in’reply. 
And that was that he was willing to accept any 
modification of the resolution that would unite a 
vote upon the subject. He would, however, 
whilst up, say a word in explanation of the 
amendment, and answer some objections which 
had been made to it. He said in answer to the 
Senator from Kentucky, he would say that he 
selected the one reason as that which separated the 
Committee from the President, and not only be- 
cause it was that mentioned in the report, but be- 
cause it seemed to include all the rest. It had 
been said by the honorable Senator truly, that 
France had promised to do several things which 
she had not performed, besides an early assem- 
bling of the Chambers, some of which might with 
equal propriety be referred to. True; but the as- 
sembling of the Chambers being in general neces- 
sary for the performance of the other promises, 
we were led to hope that the Chambers being 
now convened, the pertormance of all her other 
promises would follow, And he wished further 
distinctly to convey the idea to France, that asthe 
Chambers had assembled, we expected that they 
would do all that was necessary, before they were 
prorogued, to fulfil the execution of the treaty. 

lt was objected, he said, to the ianguage of the 
amendment, that we seemed by it pledged to ac- 
tion, when further information might be secured 
from France. He had no such intention; and if 
such constructidn were found, he would be willing 
to change the language, and say, ‘unless further 
nformation from France shall justify legislation. ”? 
&s. He said there was not a Senator in the hall 
more unwilliog to commit himself or the Senate to 
specific action on this subject than himseif;. but i 


i 


| the harmony which seemed to prevail. ! 
time the report was made to the Senate, he took | 
the- opportunity to express his approbation of | 


whilst “he did not wish to commit himself to act, 
he did not wish to commit himself not to act,.if ac- 
tion should be called for. He would not even at 
this time commit himself to hostile action, if there 
should be another simple refusal by the Chambers 
to make the appropriation. But he said_there 
was a large portion of the people of the United 
States who thought that France had already treat- 
ed us with much indignity, and if there should be 
another refusal, coupied with an acknowledged in- 
sult, he would not say even then what should be 
done. It would be time enough to decide upon 
the mode of action, when action might be thought 
necessary. But for the present he would say, that 
the United States were now out of the nursery, 
and although, as a nation, we may not have ar- 
rived at the years of maturity, we were at least in 
a condition to act for and take care of ourselves. 


He concluded by saying he had no material ob- |; 
ection to the modification proposed, if it would | 
unite both parties in the vote, and unless some |! 
gentleman objected, he should take it for granted | 


J 


that there was a general acquiescence. 

Mr. CUTHBERT rose to explain the differ- 
ence, in his own opinion, between the resolution 
proposed by himseif, and that offered by his col- 
league, {Mr. Kinc,] as amended. That resolu- 
tion merely expresses the opinion that it is inex- 
pedient to pass a law on the subject at this time. 
It does not, said Mr. C., leave the Senate at lib- 


erty to change its opinion with a change of cir- , 
H there be no difference, the gentle- |! 


cumstances. 
‘man from Virginia [Mr, Leran] can have no 
objection to the amendment. 
the subject presented in such a form that no one 
could object. We should kindle in our own 
bosoms, said Mr. C., the old American feelings 
that produced union amongst us—feelings that 
cure all the cancers of party strife. Whatever dis- 
sensions may divide usat home; however we may 
wrangle with each other, when the stranger steps 
in let us be united; when the contest is with a for- 
eigner, we should be one. 

Mr. CLAYTON said that he was not willing to 
adopt the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Geo.gia, |Mr. Curnpenr,] ‘that under 
present circumstances it is inexpedient.”? He 
should vote for the resolution as amended by the 
chairman of the committee, (Mr. Cray.] 

Mr. CLAY rose again, be said, not to prolong 
the discussion. He wished to acknowledge the 
commendation of the report, made by the honor- 
able Senator, (Mr. Bucuanan.] fe would not 
now attempt to defend the errors mentioned by the 


gentleman; but at some future time he hoped to be |: 


able to establish anything advanced in the report. 


Mr. BUCHANAN said he did not pretend to 


measure himself with the eloquent gentleman from į; 


Kentucky. ‘But he was so well convinced of the 
truth and justice of the remarks in regard to the 
report, that he would not shrink from a contest, 


even with the distinguished Senator himself, rather | 


than abandon the opinion he had formed. 


Mr. TALLMADGE said he rejoiced to see the | 
unanimity which seemed to pervade the Senate on | 
the subject of our relations with France, and he | 


was unwilling to introduce any topics into the dis- 
cussion at this time, which wouid tend to interrupt 


At the 


some portions of it, and his dissent from other 
portions. Ele was then of opinion that it were 
better that the committee should make no report, 
and that Congress should not, act on the subject 


till further information was received from France, || 


and that the whole matter be left where it was left 
by the President’s message. He was still of 
opinion thatthat would have been the better course. 
But the majority of the committee thought other- 
wise, The report is before the Senate, and must 
receive that consideration which is due to its im- 
portance. He wag rejoiced to see the manifesta- 


tion of a general disposition to adopt such a course : 


as should tend to unite all parties on this question 
as it was there presented. He rejoiced to see that 
however muéh we might differ about cur own local 
and internal affairs, there was but one feeling 
when the honor of the nation was concerned, 

It was a gratifying spectacle to witness the inter- 
est manifested by the citizens, who, on this occa- 
sion, crowd this Chamber, and still more gratify- 


He wished to have |: 
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ing to believe and know that but one sentiment 
“pervades the whole. It is an American feeling; a 
: feeling which swallows up every other when the 
: question is between our own and a foreign nation. 
'' No matter what may be our dissensions at home, 
| the indications given here, this day, assure us that 
| they. cannot be extended abroad. Let our motto 
be, for our couniry always. 

Mr..T. said, in dissenting from some portions 
of the report, it was his intention, when a proper 
occasion presented, to enter fully and at large 
upon the discussion of those portions of it. He 
|i had supposed that this might be deemed a proper 
|; occasion, and was prepared to enter upon it at this 
ime. But he was reluctant to do anything to 
interrupt the harmony of the Senate on the im- 
i portant and leading matters of the report. He 
' would, therefore, omit what he otherwise would 
: have said, and reserve for a more fitting occasion, 
f one should offer, what he intended to have sub- 
mitted to the consideration of the Senate at this 
ime, under a full persuasion that he should be 
able to assign satisfactory reasons for his dissent 
from the majority of the committee. r 

Mr. T. sad he approved the resolution under 
: consideration, as it had been amended, and should 
ji give it his support. Ele was desirous of leaving 
the whole matter open for the. future action of 
Congress, when we should receive information 
i from France to enable us to determine what that 
action should be. There might be a difference of 
Opinion as to what measures ought to be adopted, 
if Prance should refuse to do us justice; but, it 
was best that each individual Senator, and the 
Senate as a body, should be left free to act as 
hould be deemed most expedient when the time 
i should arrive, and we should be imperiously 
called upon to act. He would, therefore, detain 
the Senate no longer than briefly to remark upon 
the positions contained in the President’s message 
and in the report of the committee. These docu- 
ments agree entirely in the important points be- 
1; tween the United Statesand France. They agree 
| in the enormity of the aggressions upon the rights 
| of our citizens, and of the outrages upon our com-- 
; merce, for which indemnity has so long been 
|i sought. They agree in the fruitless efforts which 
| have been made, for nearly a quarter of acentury, 
ji to obtain redress of the grievances of which we 
| have complained in vain, They agree as to the 
i amount of our claims upon France—that our just - 
| claims far exceed the sum stipulated to be paid us 
|| by the treaty of 1831. They agree, also, that 
| we will not look behind the treaty for any liquida- 


ii tion of the amount of our demands, other than 
| what is contained in the treaty itself. And above 
; all, they agree that the stipulations of the treaty 
must ultimately be performed. That the idea of 
; non-performance on the part of France is utterly 
; out of the question. These are the important 
| points to this momentous affair, and it isa matter 
of congratulation that on all these, there is no dif- 
ference of opinion, as he believed, amongst the 
representatives of the American people, and he 
; trusted no difference amongst the people them- 
selves. 

|| The difference, then, said Mr. T., between the 
| message and the report is, comparatively, unim- 
; portant. 


This difference consists, first, as to the 
President’s conclusion from the correspondence, 
that the French Government had engaged to pre- 
| sent to the new Chambers, the bill making the 
appropriation to carry the treaty into effect, in 
ime to enable him to communicate the result to 
Congress, at the commencement of the present 
session; second, as to the remedy to be pursued in 
case the Chambers should again refuse. As to the 
first, the chairman supposes that if the French 
Minister, when the Secretary of State expressed 
; to him this expectation of the President, had ex- 
:; pressed his assent to it, then the engagement would 
have been complete. With all due deference, 
said Mr. Tatu“apes, to the honorable chairman, 
he would take leave to say, that if, after the Secre- 
tary of State had thus communicated the Presi- 
dent’s expectation to the French Minister, and he 
did not express his dissent, then the engagement 
became binding on the French Government, and 
should have been performed. But, he said, he 
would not pursue this subject, as it was not his 
intention, at this time, to discuss it. : 

How, then, does the matter stand? The Pres- 
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ident is required by the Constitution to make such i 


recommendations to Congress as he shall think i 
the interests of the nation require. In the difi- | 
enities between the United States and France, he : 
has, in a certain court, recommended reprisals on ` 
Trench property, to.satisfy the demands which are . 
acknowledged by solemn treaty to be due tg our ; 
ciuzens. in making this recommendation hf has 
discharged his duty. I: remains for Congress to 
discharge theirs. The President leaves the whole : 
matter, as it was his duty to leave it, to the con- : 
sideration and action of Congress. Mr. T. said, 
if he were to express his individual opinion, as at - 
present advised, and from the best light now before : 
us, he would Le for adopting the measure recom- 

mended by the President in his messege. But, 

suid he, this is not the time to consider that or any 

other measure. When further information should : 
be received from France, andit shall be ascertained 


that the Chambers have deliberately determined |: 
: regard to the mode cf electing its officers—re- 


that the stipulations cf the treaty of 1831 shall: 
not be carried into effect, he did not doubt thatthe | 
American Congress would adopt such measures | 
asthe interests of our citizens and the honor of | 
the couniry require. 

In conclusion Mr. T. said he felt it his duty to 


remark to the honorable chairman that, whenever |; 


the opportunity presented for acting upon thecon | 
troverted points of the report, he would under- | 
take to vindicate the conduct of Mr. Rives, the | 
distinguished minister who negotiated this treaty. 
He had not been able to discover the propriety of | 
introducing this gentleman’s name into the report : 
ia the manner in which it had been done, and he 
regretted extremely thatthe chairman should have 
feit himself under the necessity of doing it, when 


to almost every unbiased mind the propriety of |); 


the step would seem so very justifiable. 

Mr. KUNG then adopted the suggestion of Mr. 
CLAY, with regard to his amenument, 

The question being upon the resolution as 
amended, to wit: 

Resolved, That it is inexpedient at present to 
adopt any legislative measure in regard to the 
state of affairs between the United States and 
France, 


Mr. MANGUM asked the yeas and nays; |: 


which were ordered, and are as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Benton, Bibb, Black, 
Brown, Buchanan, Calhoun, Clay, Clayton, Cuth- 
bert, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Grundy, Hendricks, 
Hill, Kane, Kent, King of Alabama, King. of 
Georgia, Knight, Leigh, Linn, McKean, Man- ; 
gum, Moore, Morris, Naudain, Poindexter, 
Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Robinson, 
Shepley, Silsbee, Smith, Swift »Tailmadge, Tipton, 
Tomlinson, Tyler, Waggaman, Webster, White, 
Wrighi—45. 

So the resolutian wag unanimously adopted. 

The bili from the House making appropriations 
for the support of the Army for the year 1835 
was read twice and referred, 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Werpnespay, January 14, 1835. 


Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, reported a bill confirming certain claims | 


in the district of St. Siephens, in Alabama; which | 


was read twice, and its further consideration post- ; 
poned for one week. 

Mr. POLK, from the Committee of Ways and | 
Means, reported withoutamendment the bül from | 
the Senate making an appropriation in aid of the | 
erection of military barracks in the city of New- . 


Orleans. : 
The bill was committed to a Committee of the . 


Whole on the state of the Union. 


Mr. HARPER, from the Committee on Com- || 


merce, reported a bill for the relief of ——— Gott 
and others; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. BANKS, frem the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of Captain Jobn = 
Downs, of the United States Navy; which was | 


read twice and committed. 4 


Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Naval || Pensions be instructed to inquire into the expedi- . 


. Affairs, reporied a bill for the relief of the widows į 


and orphans of the officers, seamen, and marines, 
of the United States schooner Wild Cat; which 
was read twice and committed. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and Mr. CHANEY, from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, made unfavor- 


mittees; which were ordered to lie on the table. 


Petitions and memorials were submitted, on -| 


leave, by— 

Mr. HAZELTINE, of New York; 

Mr. CLAY, of Alabama; 

Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana; 

Mr. MAY, cf Ilinois; and 

Mr. PIERCE, of New Hampshire. 

Which petitions and memorials were referred. 
' Mr. REYNOLDS rose and remarked, that some 
| weeks since he had offered a resolution having 
for its object to change the rule of the House in 


| abl ii 

| able reports upon petitions referred to said com- 
i 

i 

! 


quiring that the vote hercafter should be viva voce, 
instead of by ballot. tie did not wish to urge this 
subject on the consideration of the House; but 
supposed that it would be as well to dispose of i 
at this as at any other time. It required no great 
deliberation to arrive at a proper conclusion on it 
He therefore moved to take it up. 


Mr. WILLIAMS objected. 


Mr. REYNOLDS then moved a suspension of 
the rule; and on that question he demanded the 
+ yeas and nays; which were ordered, and were— 
; yeas 94, nays 87. 

Two-thirds not voting in the afirmative, the 
motion to suspend the rule was, therefore, neg- 
: atived. 


RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 


| The following resclatiens, submitted on the 8th 
“and 12:h instant, were, by consent, taken up, and 
agreed to: 

By Mr. LYON: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be re- 
‘quested to furnish this House wit! 
i the probable expense of prosecuting 

ing, with great accuracy, the astron 


and complet 
omical obs 


‘vations contemplated by the act of Congress of 
the 14th July, 1832, entided aa act for taking of || 


; certain observations preparatory’to the adjust- 
ment of the northern boundary line of the Siate 
of Onio 

By Mr. LYO 

Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
directed to furnish this House with a copy of the 
decision of the Commissioners on ail private land 
: claims at Michilimacinac, Green Bay, and Prairie 
du Chien, together with connected plats and copies 
of the field notes of ali such claims as have been 
surveyed at either of the aforementioned places, 

On motion cf Mr. FILLMORE, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be mstrucied to inquire whether any further legis- 
: lation be necessary to convict a person of perjury 
‘for false swearing under the act entitled “An aet 
‘supplementary to the act for the relief of certain 


NT, 


att 


‘tion.’ passed June 7, 1832; and if, in their 
opinion, it be necessary, that they report a biil to 
effect that object. 

On motion of Mr. HATHAWAY, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions be instructed te inquire into the expediency 
of granting a persion to Reuben Rounds, a soldier 
of the last war.” 

On motion of Mr. BYNUM, 


amending the laws relative to the same, so 


agreed to in conformity with the several acts of 


} 


i Congress appertaining thereto. 
i| On motion of Mr. JARVIS, g i 
Resolved, That the Commitee of Ways and | 


Means be instructed to inquire into the expediency 


' Cape of Good Hope, so that they may be ailowed 
| to enter into the consumption of this country- 

| On motion of Mr. SLADE, ‘ 
| Resolced, That the Committee on Revolutionary 


| ency of providing, by law, for the taking of tesu- 


an estimate cf -i 


‘surviving officers and soldiers of the Revolu- | 


Resolved, That the Committee on Pablic Lands | 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of), 
as |, 
more effectually to expedite the surveying and |: 
running off sach lots of claimants as have been | 


of reducing the rate of duty upon wines of the | 


i| mony before courts or magistrates acting under. 
| State authority, in all cases arising under the law 
A of the 15th May, 1828, for the relief. of certain 
| Surviving officers and soldiers of the army of the 
i Revolution, and under the pension law of 7th June, 
| 1832, and, also, for legalizing the testimony already: 
taken in such cases, under such authority. 


RESOLUTION SUBMITTED. 
i 


| Mr. POPE, on leave, submitted a resolution, 
: directing that the hour to which the House should 
‘stand adjourned, for the remainder of the session, 
|| should be eleven o’clock, a. m., instead of twelve 
o’clock, m., as at present. 
i Mr. C. P. WHITE asked for the yeas and nays 
i! on its adoption. 
ii Mr. GARLAND suggested that the resolution 
should be so amended as to direct that it take effect 
ton and after Monday next. 
| © Mr. POPE accepted this amendment as a mod- 
|, ification of his motion. 
4 Mr. HARDIN moved to lay the resolution on 
| me table; which was negatived—yeas 70, nays 
25 
ii Mr. BROWN moved to amend the resolution 
‘| by fixing the first of February as the day on which 
ii the House would commence its sittings at eleven 
o’clock, a. m. > 
After a few remarks by Messrs. BROWN, 
, and POLK, the amendment was agreed to, 
The resolution,as amended, wasthen agreed to. 


| The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
i| from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting a list 
i; of the clerks inf}is Department, and in the office 
of the Navy Commissioners, and the salaries of 
i; each; which, on motion.of Mr. WHITE, was 
|; laid on the table, and directed to be printed. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, in response 
to a resolution of the 6th instant, relative to a road. 

i between Memphis and Little Rock; which, on 
motion of Mr. SEVIER, was laid on the table, and 

directed to be printed. 

‘The bill making appropriations for the support 

* of the Army for the year 1835, was read the third 

time and passed. 


i 
APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. POLK moved to postpone the orders of 
|| the day for the purpose of moving that the House 
|| resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
4 ‘he state of the Union, to take up the appropriation 
| bills. 

Mr. WATMOUGH hoped the motion would 
| not prevail. 

After some conversation between the CHAIR, 
POLK, Mr. WISE, and Mr. WAT- 


{| bi (No. 600) making appropriations for forts and 
‘i fortifications of the United States, heretofore com- 
‘i menced, for the year 1635. 

| Mr. E. EVERETT moved to amend the bill 
i| by inserting, instead of the eighth, ninth, and 
‘tenth lines, “for repairing the fortification on 
i| © Castle Island, in Boston harbor, according to the 

i| (plan adopted by the Board of Engineers on the 

‘| ©94:h of March, 1834, in addition to the balance 

|| ‘of the former appropriation, $75,000.” 

| My. E. gave the reasons which induced the call 

|| for this appropriation at the present time. The 

| only question seemed to.be with reference to the 

proper time for commencing those repairs, as all 

would admit their great importance. No’ time 

appeared more propitious than the present, inas- 

much as the fact was just announced, that the 

appropriation bill now on the table was reduced 

| some $450,000 from that of last year, and the 

total amount of appropriations which it contained 

i, was but $439,000. 

Mr. E. proceeded to advocate the amendment, 

! by representing the importance of the repairs con- 

templated. He said there was not now a single 

` piece of ordnance which could be brought to bear_ 
l in Boston harbor. The appropriation of $8,000, 

> now contained in the bill, was designed only for 

the repair of a sea-wall, and had nothing to do 

with the important repairs which he referred to. 

Mr. E. here called for the'reading of a report of 


i 
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the Secretary of War on this subject; which, 
-having been read by the clerk, 

Mr. POLK said it would be seen by the docu- 
ment just read, that the Secretary did not himself 
decide on the most proper time for the reconstruc- 
tion of Fort Independence. It was evident the 
work would be tantamount to rebuilding the fort, 
and the whole question with the House would be 
to decide whether they would now commence the 

_ reconstruction of these works, without being called 
upon in the usual manner to do so. 

Mr. GORHAM spoke in favor of the amend- 
ment. He contended that the appropriation was 
called for by the highest considerations of public 
interest. The fort was a very old one, and had 
not undergone any essential repairs for the last 
forty years. The proper officers of Government 
had also reported the necessity of the work. He 
asked why it was not done? The refusal on the 

art of Congress tomake the appropriation would 
ook like a determination to abandon the work 
altogether. He knew of no time more suitable 
than the present for its accomplishment, and he 
would repeat the question, why should it longer 
be delayed? If the question was asked why it 
had been so long delayed, he would answer, be- 
cause other appropriations, of large amount, took 
recedence. That excuse could not now avail. 

r. G. said there were seven millions worth of 
property now exposed in Boston harbor without 
a gun to protect it. 

Mr. DUNLAP said he thought, with the gen- 


tleman from Massachusetts, [Mr Ranuan] who | 


had just taken his seat, that it w&& high time for 
the House to determine whether they wouid pro- 
ceed to make appropriations for all the appropri- 
ations recommended by the Board of Engineers. 
This appropriation of $75,000, it appeared, was 
asked with aview of, in effect, commencing a new 
fort in the place of the old one—one which was 
now dilapidated. He could not consent to make 
appropriations for new works, until the old ones 
were completed and equipped. It seemed to be 
the design to carry into effect splendid schemes of 
the Board of Engineers. During the war, that 
board was too small for the purposes of the coun- 
try, and the exigencies of the times. But what, 
he would ask, was their occupation now, in their 
enlarged condition, in time of peace? It was to 
traverse this vast Union, and point out the means 
of expending the hundreds of millions which were 
drawn by taxation from the people. Ie asked if 
the country was now in a situation to proceed 
with these gigantic works? It was but a few 
years since a compromise had been effected on the 
tariff question. Should these works be allowed to 
yee before their completion, it would proba- 

ly be found necessary to levy a new tariff, not- 
withstanding the odium attached to the other 


among a large portion of our fellow-citizens. Be- ; 
fore we embarked in such vast works, it would be | 


most prudent to Know that we had the money in 
the Treasury to answer the expenditure. It was 
enough, he thought, for the present purposes of 
the Government, to finish and equip the fortifica- 


tions which they had already commenced—some || 


of them as early as the close of the last war. To 


be effective, these must all be armed and manned. | 


He was opposed to the amendment. 


Mr. EVERETT made a few observations in | 


"explanation and reply. 
Mr. DICKERSON opposed the amendment on 


the ground that it was inexpedient to commence | 


new fortifications until those already begun were 
finished and armed. When that was done, he 
would be willing to vote appropriations for new 
works, but not till then. 

On the question being taken on the amendment, 
there appeared—ayes 45, noes 61. 

There being no quorum voting, after some de- 
lay, the SPEAKER resumed his seat, and the 


Chairman (Mr. Hussard] announced that fact to | 


the House. - 

Mr. POLK moved a call of the House; which 
being agreed to, the -call was proceeded in until 

Mir. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, moved that the 
further proceedings in the call be suspended 

The motion was agreed to. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
offered by Mr. EVERETT, of Massachusetts, 
and decided in the negative—ayes 59, noes 77. 


= 


Mr. McKIM offered an amendment “ for the 
‘repair of Fort McHenry, in Baltimore, and for 
‘keeping the same in order, $50,000.” 

Mr. McKIM called for the reading of a report 
of the Secretary of War on this subject; which, 
being done, he said he had no disposition to take 
up the time of the House in advocating the amend- 
ment. He would barely state that there were 
now one hundred millions worth of property 
exposed in Baltimore, while Fort McHenry could 
not boastthe possession of onegun. Ithad three 
mortars, and was every way in a worse condition 
than during the last war. He thoughtacity which 
had defended itself so nobly on that occasion, 
should not be left entirely destitute of the means 
of defence. 

Mr. POLK gave the reasons for not embracing 
this cr a similar appropriation in the bill. The 
subject was already in the hands of the Military 
Committee, and to them, he thought, it properly 
belonged. . f ; 

The question was then taken on the amendment, 
and lost without a division. : : 


Mr. THOMSON, of Ohio, from the Committee 
on Military Affairs, said he was instructed by 
that committee to offer, as an amendment, ‘‘ for 
‘the repair of Fort Marton, (formerly Fort St. 
‘ Marks,) at St. Augustine, in Florida, $44,181.” 

The amendment was supported by Messrs. 
THOMSON, and WHITE of Florida, opposed 
by Mr. POLK, and negatived—yeas 61, nays 82. 

Mr. PARKER moved to strike from the bill the 
following clause: 

“ For a fort.on Throg’s Neck, East river, New 
‘ York, in addition to the balance of former appro- 
‘ priations, $30,000.” 

Mr. PARKER advocated this amendment; and 
it was Opposed by Messrs. FERRIS, POLK, and 
CAMBRELENG. It was disagreed to without 


j acount, : 
After some conversation between Mr. SEVIER || 


and Mr. POLK, in. relation to a former item of 
appropriation for repairs of Fort Gibson, in Ar- 


-kansas Territory, 


Mr. SEVIER moved to amend the bill, by ap- 
propriating $20,000 for the erection of a forton the 
frontiers of Arkansas Territory, and the removal 
of the United States troops from Wort Gibson to 
the same; which was negatived. 

The bill was then ordered to be reported to the 
House. 


MILITARY BARRACKS AT NEW ORLEANS. 

The committee, on motion of Mr, POLK, pro- 
ceeded to cousider the bill from the Senate, making 
an appropriation forthe completion of the military 
barracks in New Orleans. 

Mr. POLK briefly explained the nature of the 


| appropriation; when the committee rose and re- 


poried the two bills to the Llouse without amend- 
ment. 

The bill from the Senate making appropriations 
for the completion of the military barracks at 
New Orleans, was then read a third time, and 
passed, 

When the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, January 15, 1835. 
Petitions were presented by Messrs. WEB- 


|| STER, TIPTON, and TYLER. 


Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill to revive 
and continue the act providing pensions for per- 
sons disabled by known wounds received in the 
revolutionary war, reported the same with an 
amendment; inserting one year, instead of six. 

Mr. TOMLINSON, from the same committee, 
reported a bill to continue the office of Commis- 
sioner of Pensions, 

The bill having been read the first time, 

Mr. TOMLINSON said that it would be recol- 
lected by the Senate, that the office of Commis- 
sioner of Pensions was created by the appropri- 
ation bill of 1832-3. The office, he said, expired 
by its own limitation on the termination of the 
present Congress. lt was necessary, therefore, in 
consequence of the great accumulation of business 
ìn that department, that it should be continued. 


| And he was desirous that prompt action should 


| be had on the bill; that it might go to the other 
| House, and become a law as speedily as was prac- 
ticable, so that the President might have time to 
nominate a suitable person to the Senate to fill the 
! office. The bill prescribed the same duties, the 
same salary, and the same franking privilege 
which the Commissioner of Pensions enjoyed 
i under the former law. i 

Mr. T. moved that the Senate take up the bill 
| now; which was agreed to. ` 

The bill was then considered as in Committee 
of the Whole, reported to the Senate, and ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. PRENTISS, from the Committee on Pen- 
| sions, to which was referred the bill for the relief 
| of Carey Clark, reported the same without amend- 
i ment. 
| The resolutions offered yesterday by Messrs. 
WAGGAMAN, BLACK, and HILL, were 
| taken up, considered, and agreed to i 
| The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
KANE, was taken up for consideration, and the 
following was offered by Mr. CLAYTON as a 
substitute therefor, and agreed to; 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate do 
cause to be made out, and Jaid before the Senate, 
a statement showing the amount of money paid in 
each year, from the first session of the Eighteenth 
Congress to this time, by order of the Senate, for 
printing, and the purchase of books for the use of 
the Senate; by order of the House of Representa- 
tives, for printing and the purchase of books for 
the use of that House; by order of Congress, for 
| printing, and the purchase of books for the use of 
: Congress, or of any department or officer of the 
; Government; and by order of each of the execu- 
i tive departments; designating, in all cases, the 
object for which, and the persons to whom, the 
money was paid. Also, a statement showing the 
amount of printing ordered, which has not been 
completed; by whom the contracts for such print- 
ing was made, and an estimate of the sum or sums 
of money which will be due when such printing 
shall be completed. 

Mr. KANE, pursuant to notice, and on leave 
given, introduced a bill for the relief of the heirs 
and legal representatives of James Latham, de- 
ceased; which was read twice and referred. 

Mr. BELL, from the Judiciary Committee, 
reported a bill for the relief of James Barron; 
which was read the first time, and ordered to a 
second reading. 


Mr. McKEAN, pursuant to notice, and on 
leave given, reported a bill for the relief of Cap- 
i tain William Morrow; which was twice read and 
referred. 

Mr. POINDEXTER, pursuant to notice, and 
on leave given, reported a bill granting a quantity 
i of land for the satisfaction of certain revolutionary 
bounty land warrants; which was read twice and 
referred, ` 

The following resolution was submitted by Mr. 
TIPTON: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be re- 
quested to transmit to the Senate an estimate of 
the cost of constructing a bridge over the river 
Wabash, at the crossing of the Cumberland road; 
and also a report as to the practicability of con- 
structing said bridge on such a plan as not to 
obstruct the navigation of the river, at any stage 
of water; and, should the files of the Department 
not now furnish the information sought for by 
this resolution, that the Secretary will cause it to 
be procured and reported to the Senate at an early 
day in the next session of Congress. 

The bill to graduate the price of the public 
lands, and to provide for the sale of those which 
have been longest in market, was taken up for 
consideration, and, on motion of ` 

Mr. BENTON, it was postponed to, and made 
the special order for W ednesday next. 


The bill granting a township of land to the 
French University at St. Louis, was taken up for 
; consideration. 

Mr. POINDEXTER said, he was instructed 
by the Committee on Public Lands to move its 
indefinite postponement; but he would move, at 
present, that it be postponed to, and made the 


| 
i 
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| 
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special order for Wednesday next, with the other 
| bilis assigned for that day. ` 
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The bill for the relief of Anson Lynch of Mis- 
sissippi, and . 

The bill for the relief of Andrew Knox, were 
severally ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 

The bill to change the place of holding the land 
office in Mississippi, from Clinton to Jackson, was 
taken up for consideration, when 


Mr. POINDEXTER moved its indefinite post- | 


ponement. 


Aftersome remarks from Mr. BLACK, and Mr. i 


KING of Alabama, Mr. MOORE moved to lay 
the bill on the table; which was agreed to. 


ELECTION OF PRESIDENT, ETC. 


The joint resolution, providing for the amend- | 


ment of the Constitution, in relation to theelection 
of President and Vice President of the United 
States, was taken up for consideration. 

Mr. BENTON said, that the amendment pro- 
posed a change in the Constitution of the United 
States, in regard to the mode of election of the 
President and Vice President of the United States 
and was in continuation of the proposition whic! 
he had the honor of making for ten years past. 


The form which the amendment now wore, has } 


been unanimously approved of by two committees 
of the Senate. lt was drawn by a select commit- 
tee, consisting of nine members, four or five years 


ago, specially elected for the purpose of consider- |, 


than any other gentleman present. He did not 
feel ready to vote upon the proposition, and would 
be glad to accept the polite invitation of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri. He suggested that the 
| resolution might be permitted to lie over for a few 


Mr. BENTON then moved that the resolution 
| be laid on the table; which was agreed to. 


The following bills were ordered to be engrossed 
|; fora third reading: 
|| A bill for the relief of Robert Hale; 

A bill for the relief of Innis Edwards; 

A bill to allow further time to complete the 
issuing of military bounty land warrants, for ser- 
vices during the last war; 


warrants to officers and soldiers of the revolution- 


On motion of Mr. POINDEXTER, it was in- 
definitely postponed. : 


Mr. CLAYTON, from the Judiciary Commit- 


i 
ii 


days—the gentleman might choose his own time. | 


A bill to extend the time of issuing military land |: 


Mr. BUCHANAN said he was decidedly op- 
posed to that amendnient, because it would-be a 
|| declaration of war at once. ; : 
| Mr. FRELINGHU YSENpere accepted thesug~ ' 
gestion of Mr. CLAY, and modified his amend- 
ment so as to allow “the President ‘to present 
them to such person or institution as he may 
designate.” j i 
Mr. SHEPLEY said that this was a very small 
affair for the Senate to be engaged in; but he 
would ask what authority we had to be giving 
away the property of the United States. If we 
had a right to make this donation, we could dis- 
| pose of any other property of the United States, 
; and to any amount, in the same way. The prin- 
| ciple was the same. 
_ Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN replied that, accord- 
ing to the common law principle, in order to have 
|| a property in a thing we must be able to hold to 
Now, as we could not hold the lion at all, it 


| it. 
i was better to get rid of him as soon as possible. . 
| The question being on the amendment submit- ° 
i ted by Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, and modified 
| by him, it was disagreed to on a division—yeas 14, 
| nays 15. 

Mr. POINDEXTER then moved an amend- 
ment, authorizing the animals to be presented’ to 
| Captain James Reily, to compensate him for his 
: trouble and expense in transporting them to this. 
| country; which was disagreed to on a division-~ 


ing the propriety of the amendment proposed, the"! tee, to which was referred the bill for the relief 


} t c | yeas 14, nays 19. 
members of which were taken from each section |, of Tench Ringgold, late marshal of the District of | 


Mr. EWING then moved a further amendment 


of the Union. The proposition came unanimously |! Columbia, reported the same without amendment. 
from that committee of nine, and certainly (with- || Mr. CLAYTON, from the same committee, to 
out intending to compliment himself) it came rec- || which was referred the bill from the House of 
ommended to the favorable consideration of the | Representatives changing the place of holding the 


Senate, in the most imposing manner. But this ‘| district courts of the United States for the State || 


wag not all. At the last session of Congress, the | of Mississippi, reported the same without amend- 
proposition was again submitted toa committee of || ment. 

five, appointed for the express purpose, and omit- |i 
ting himself, they were entitled to the highest 


respect, 


This last mentioned committee made no : 


perfected its phraseology, 
principles contained in it. 
could not have an amendment in this respect | 


but left untouched the ;, up for consideration. PE 
He thought that wei) Mr. PORTER objected to the bill, that there 
| was no time specified in it, at which the sale 


which was in a better form than that which was | should be made, and moved to amend it by in- 


now presented. He held that the principles of ; serting the fourth Saturday in February next, and 
the amendment came ina most unexceptionable |! the sale to be made at auction. 

manner. There weretwo great fundamental prin- ; 
ciples embraced in it. The first was to dispense | 
with the intervention of electors in the choice of || and insert an authority to the President to pre- 
the two highest officers of the Government alto- || sent the animal to the proprietor of Peale’s Mu- 
gether, and submit the choice directly to the | seam at New York, and the horses to the Agri- 
people. The next was, to establish the district i! cultural Society at New York. 


system throughout the whole United States. The | Mr. F. thought it very undignified for us to be 
ravely legislating here about the sale of a lion 


eis : conte if 
majority to be taken in each district as one vote || g bout 
and horses. He thought it did not look well for 


i 
t 

Another was, that in almost no event, should the | the Government to be disposing of presents in this 
election devolve on the House of Representatives. || way, and putting the money mto the Treasury. 
But in the event of two individuals having an ` It was much better to dispose of them in the way 
equal number of votes, and no one having a || he had suggested. 
majority, then the election to go back to the | 
people. And, if after that there should be no ;| gentleman from 
choice, a contingency which would never happen, i to New York? 
an event scarcely within the bounds of possibility, i l l 
the choice should devolve on the House of Rep- | oppose sending them to New York. The Agr 
resentatives. These, said Mr. B., were the prin- |, cultural Society of Louisiana, he knew, would be 
ciples of the joint resolution. And he thought it; very glad of them, particularly the horses. New 
better to state them.to the Senate, than that they | York was already powerful enough; she had the 
should be read over at the Secretary ’stable. The | largest population, the greatest commercial city, 
subject, however, had come up unexpeciedly, , and all the Safety-Fund banks—and why should 
several members were out of their seats, but the i| she have the lion too? 
Senate was in possession of the principles em- | Mr. FRELINGHUYS d 
braced in the proposition, and it was his earnest || of the question, to be taken on the lion first. 
wish that at the end of ten years we might havea 
direct vote upon it, and he was ready to awaitthe © : 
action of the Senate. He would not press the ques-  institution—it w 
tion to-day, if gentlemen did not desire it, but he | of disposing of them. ' SN 
invited the new Senators to give it their consider- Mr. MOORE was opposed to any proposition 
ation and examination. l on this subject which came from the New York 

Mr. POINDEXTER said that this subject had urie: ne was opporsd to. sending any lions 
been so lone before the Senate, sod had attracted |: there, or taking a Hon irom . : ‘ 
such universal attention here, and among the Mr- CLAY said he had much rather see the bill 
peers that he would be gratified if a vote could | 

etaken upon it. He was disposed to vote for : 


for President and one vote for Vice President. | 


New Jersey wished to give them 
If they were to be disposed of 


; favor of presenting these avi 


ji 
i 


it, and he believed it was fully understood by the | thought proper, and suggested such an amend- 
Senate and the people. ji 

Mr. BUCHANAN said he might perhaps feel | 
himself in a different situation from any other: 
member of the Senate, in reference to this sub- |; 
ject, having more recently come from the people `i * 


“that the jion be presented to Loui 


: in writing, ° : 
President of the 


t Philippe, King of France, by the 
United Suites.” 


ii The-joint resolution authorizing the President of `; 
` the United States to make sale of a lion and two |: 
i horses, presented to the United States consul at ', 
amendment to the proposition, except that they || Tangiers by the Emperor of Morocco, was taken |; 


| Mr. FRELINGRUYSEN moved to amend the 
i amendment, so as to strike out all about the lion, 


Mr. PORTER inquired why the honorable : 


in the way he had indicated, he certainly would | 


EN asked for a division | 
Mr. BENTON expressed himself decidedly in 


mals to some public | 
as much the most appropriate way | 


‘amended so as to leave it to. the President of the | 
' United States to dispose of these animals as he ; 


ment. 
Mr. POLNDEXTERsubmitted an amendment, ; 


ito the bill, requiring the sale to take place in 
i| Washington Chy; which was agreed to, and the 
‘| bill as amended, was ordered to be engrossed for 
|| a third reading. ; 
| On motion of Mr, BENTON, the Senate pro- 
|, ceeded to the consideration of executive busi- 
‘ness; and wheu the doors were opene, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, January 15, 1835. 


; Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, from the Com- 
, mittee on Military Affairs, reported a bill to pro- 
vide for the widows and orphans of thè militia 
‚i who were killed or who died in the service during 
ii the late war with the Indians; which was read twice 
| and committed. f 
Mr. JOHNSON, from the same committee, re- 
|| ported a bill for the relief of Colonel Daniel New- 
|i nan; which was read twice and committed. ` `` 
ii Mr. CARR, from the Commiitee on Private 
` Land Claims, reported a bill from the Senate, with 
i! amendments, to provide for the legal adjudication 
‘land settlement of the claims to land therein men- 
‘i tioned; which bill was committed'to a committee 
| of the Whole on the state of the Union, and the 


‘| were discharged from the further consideration of 
| the petition of the heirs of Jacob Thomas; and it 
was ordered to lie on the table. 
| Messrs. DAVIS, of Kentucky, CHANEY, and 
i| CHAMBERS, each made unfavorable reports 
| upon petitions which had been referred to their 
respective committees. s 
Petitions and memorials were presented, on 
eave, by 
Messrs. HARD, HOWELL, ang TAYLOR, 
of New York; $ 
Messrs. BOON and HANNEGAN, of Indiana; 
Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island; 
Mr. HALL, of Maine; 
Messrs. McKENNAN and UWIESTER, of 
Pennsylvania; and 
Mr. LYON, of Michigan. . 
Which petitions and memorials were appropri- 
i ately referred. 
| On motion of Mr. SUTHERLAND, the ‘t har- 
“bor bill”? was recommitted to the Committee on 
i| Commerce. 
i On moton of Mr. CHANEY, 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Of- 
fice and Post Roads be instructed to ingrire iuto 
i| the expediency of establishing a post ruute from 
H Picksington, in the county. of Fairfield, bythe 


yi 


i 
i| 
i 
i 


| town of Winchester, to Circleville, Ohio. 


I| On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, 
i Resolved, That the Commitiee on the Conine 


i 
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gent Expenses of the House be directed to audit 
the accounts of the members of the committee ap- 
pointed by the House of Representatives on the 
-| 96th day of June lagt, for investigating the condi- 

tion and piicacdie of the Post Office Depart- 
ment, at the rate of compensation paid to the com- 
mittee for preparing a code of laws for the District 
of Columbia, of which Philip Doddridge, Esq., was | 
chairman, viz: eight dollars per day during the | 
recess, without any other allowance. 


On motion of Mr. TRUMBULL, 

Resolved, That-the message of the.President of 
the United States, communicated to the House of 
Representatives at a former session of Congress, 
recommending a compensation of the claim to title 
to the Island in the Delaware on which Fort Dela- 
ware is situated, together with the documents ac- 
companying the same, he referred to the Commit- 
mittee on Military Affairs. ` 


Mr. EWING offered the following resolation, 
which, under. the rule, lies one day: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be request- 
ed to cause the late annual report of the Engineer 
‘Department to be reéxamined in relation to an 
alleged inaccuracy in the amount of unexpended 
appropriations heretofore made to construct the 
National Road in the State of Indiana, and trans- 
mit to this House, as speedily as may be practica- | 
ble, the result, together with a statement showing | 
the sum that now remains unexpended, and, that | 
which will actually be available for payment of 
tabor on said road in Indiana, during theapproach- 
ing season. 


On motion of Mr. LEA, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary | 
Pensions be instructed to inquire into the expe- | 
diency of placing Peter Powerman, of Blount | 
county, in the State of Tennessee, on the roll of | 
revolutionary pensioners, and that the documents | 
in support of his claim be referred to said com- | 
mittee, 

On motion of Mr. MANN, of New York, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
revising the statute laws of the United States, and 
for the purpose of instituting a commission to con- 
sist of —— members, to report to Congress such 
revision for its consideration and adoption. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, by consent, submitted the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That the use of the Hall of the House 
of Representatives be granted to the Colonization 
Society on Monday evening, the 19th instant. | 

Mr. MARDIS demanded the yeas and nays. | 
He was unwilling that the Hall should be given up 
for any such purpose. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and were— 
yeas 123, nays 53. 

So the resolution was agreed to. 

The House resumed the consideration of the 
following resolution heretofore offered by Mr. 
CHILTON: . 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and | 
Canals be instructed. to inquire into the subject, | 
and report their opinion to this House, of the most 
equal and just mode of applying the revenues of į 
the country to such works of public improvement 
within the respective States of this Union as may 
be necessary for the facilitating of commerce with 
foreign nations, and among the several States. 
And that they moreover report their opinion of 
the best and most practicable mode of ascertain- | 
ing and determining the nationality and impor- | 
tance of such improvements as may be proposed | 
within the said several States. i 

Mr. CHILTON resumed his remarks by re- | 
ferring to what he had said the other day on the | 
‘subject of the two clauses of the Constitution of | 
the United States, and read a lengthy extract from 
a report made to the House of Representatives, 
January 7, 1819, by Mr. Calhoun, then Secretary | 
of War, in answer to certain resolutions of the! 


Flouse on the subject of internal improvements. |} 


In this extract, Mr. Calhoun explicitly declared i 
it to be his opinion that a judicious system of in- 
ternal impravements, by roads and canals, con- | 
structed for the convenience of commerce and the 


transportation of the mails, offered one of the best |! 


and most efficient means for the complete defence 
of the country. Whatever diference of opinion 


might exist, said Mr. C., as to this gentleman ’s 
opinions on some subjects, every one gave him 
credit for possessing powerful talents, and integrity 
of purpose. Mr. Č. said he was not one of those 
who advocated what had been designated as a 
‘splendid scheme of internal improvements,” by 
taxing the people of the country to effect it, be- 
cause, in his opinion, it would be better to leave 
the taxes in the hands of the people of the States; 
his object was to expend the residue of the public 
treasure in such objects, after the needful demands 
of the Government had been discharged. Surely, 
there was no gentleman there, who could not see 
the great importance of carrying on a national 
system of internal improvements, who would take 
a survey of the beautiful streams and rivers be- 
stowed upon our country by the God of nature. 
He might, to besure, upon constitutional scruples, 
but there were many who did not profess those 
scruples, and tosuch he appealed, and asked them 
how they could reconcile it to their consciences to 
abandon this system? There was no nation under 
the sun devoted to such high and exalted destinies 
as our own, and the present condition of the State 
of New York, where internal improvements had 
been fostered and carried out, contrasted with the 
condition of other States, was an illustration of 
this. 

Mr. C. offeredhisacknowledgments tothe House 
for the courtesy which had been extended to him. 
There were a great many other points on which, 
if time had permitted, he would have touched. 
He had intended to have introduced divers prop- 
ositions showing that the Executive had sanc- 
tioned one work and rejected another, both of 
which were identical in principle. He had also 
intended to have gone further in exhibiting to the 
House the flagrant injustice that had been done to 
the western country. The State of Kentucky, 
which was the sixth State of the Union in its 
quota of militia, had never received a solitary 
dollar since the year 1798. If the West was of 
no consideration but in time of war, and fit only 
to fight the battles of the country, let it be at once 
avowed. He could assure gentlemen that more 
depended upon the decision of this question than 
they were perhaps awarg of; and the course, not 
only of himself, but of others, might be regulated 
by its issue. Mr.C. was for equal justice. Here 
was a firm originally of thirteen partners, who were 
each entitled to an equal share of the benefits, but 
if one or two are to engross the whole, he was 
almost going as far as to say the sooner the firm 
was dissolved the better. Hie was almost going 
to say, he would nullify—though he was no nulli- 
fier; but he believed if ever that doctrine became 
popular, it would be on account of the gross in- 
justice done to one part of the country to. the ad- 
vantage of another. 

Mr. C. concluded by saying this was ‘the last 
report he probably should ever attempt to bring 
under the consideration of that body. The present 
session, in all probability, would close his labors 
on that arena, but he should never cease to feel a 
deep and lively interest on this subject. All that 


mittee, to whom the subject had been referred, 
should “< inquire into the subject, and report their 
opinion to this House, of the most equal and just 
mode of applying the revenues of the country to 
such works of public improvement as may be ne- 
cessary,’’ &c,,and he did hope that the House 
would permit it to be adopted, and the inquiry 
made. 

Again expressing his acknowledgments for the 
| courtesy with?which the House had favored him, 
Mr. C. called for the yeas and nays on the adoption 
of the resolution. 

They were ordered. 

Mr. ASHLEY said, he rose only to make a 
very brief explanation. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, in the course of his remarks the other day, 
had set down the State of Missouri as having re- 
ceived the sum of $24,000. Mr. A. wished to 
correct this mistake, and to assure the gentleman 
from Kentucky that he sympathized with him, 
for the State of which Mr. A. had the honor to be 
a representative, had received no such sum, but 
was in a similar situation to the honorable mem- 
ber’s own State. f 

Mr. HARPER, of New Hampshire, moved te 
! lay the resolution on the table, 


his resolution asked was, that the standing com- || 


Mr. CHILTON called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. McKIM asked for the reading of the reso- 
lution; which was read. 

The question was then taken on laying the reso- 
lution on the table, and decided in the affirmative: 
Yeas 122, nays 77: 


YEAS—Messrs. J. Adams, J. J. Allen, Wm. 
Allen, Anthony, Archer, Barringer, Beale, Bean, 
Beaumont, Blair, Bockee, Boon, Brown, Bunch, 
Burns, Bynum, Cage, Cambreleng, Casey, Cha- 
ney, Chinn, Claiborne, Samuel Clark, Clay, Clay- 
ton, Clowney, Coffee, Cramer, Davenport, Day, 
Deberry, Dickerson, Dunlap, Ferris, Philo C. Ful- 
ler, W. K. Fuller, Fulton,Gamble,Gholson, Gillet, 
Gordon, Graham,Grayson,Griffin, Thos. H. Hall, 
Halsey, Hamer, Joseph M. Harper, Harrison, 
Hathaway, Hawkins, Henderson, Howell, Hub- 
bard, Huntington, Inge, Jarvis, Richard M. John- 
son, Noadiah Johnson, Seaborn Jones, Benjamin 
Jones, Kavanagh,. Kilgore, King, Lansing, La- 
porte, Lay, Lea, Loyall, Lucas, Abijah Mann, 
Joel K. Mann, Manning, Mardis, John Y. Ma- 
son, Moses Mason, Melntire, McKay, McKin- 
ley, McLene, McVean, Miller, Robert Mitchell, 
Moore, Morgan, Muhlenberg, Murphy, Osgood, 
Parks, Parker, Patton, Patterson, Peyton, Pick- 
ens, Pierce, Pierson, Pinckney, Polk, Pope, Ram- 
sey, Rencher, Reynolds, Robertson, Schenck, 
Schley, A. H. Shepperd, Shinn, Standifer, Suther- 
land, William Taylor, Wm. P. Taylor, Vander- 
poel, Van Houten, Wagener, Wardwell, Whallon, 
White, Wise—122. 

NAYS— Messrs. John Quincy Adams, Heman 


Allen, Ashley, Banks, Barber, Barnitz, Bates, — 


Baylies, Beatty, Bell, Binney, Briggs, Bull, Burd, 
Burges, Chambers, Chilton, Wm Clark, Corwin, 
Coulter, Crane, Crockett, Darlington, Denny, 
Dickson, Evans, E. Everett, Ewing, Fillmore, 
Fowler, Garland, Gorham, Grennell, Hiland 
Hall, Hannegan, Hard, James Harper, Hazeltine, 
Hiester, Wm. Jackson, E. Jackson, Janes, W. 
C. Johnson, H. Johnson, Kinnard, Lane, Letch- 
er, Lincoln, Love, Martindale, Marshall, Mce- 
Carty, McKennan, McKim, Mercer, Milligan, 
Miner, Phillips, Potts, Reed, Wm. B. Shepard, 
Sloane, Spangler, Steele, P. Thomas, Thomson, 
Tompkins, Trumbull, Turner, Tweedy, Vance, 
Watmough, Webster, Frederick Whittlesey, Wil- 
son, Young—77, 

So the House determined to lay the resolution 
on the table. 

Mr. MARSHALL, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief 
of the representatives of Colonel Anthony W. 
White; which was read twice and committed. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a report of the commissioners appointed to settle 
and adjust private land claims in the State of 
Missouri. 

Mr. ASHLEY, by consent, submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution in relation to the foregoing com- 
munication; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, in relation to private land claims in 
Missouri, be referred to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, with instructions to inquire into the 
expediency of providing by law for the confirma- 
tion of these claims. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of War, in answer to a reso- 
lution of the 12th instant, respecting the improve- 
ment of the Arkansas river; which, on motion of 
Mr. SEVIER, was referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 


The following bills from the Senate were read 
twice and committed: 

A bill to provide for the compensation of the 
marshal of the district of Delaware; 

A bill for the relief of Peter H. Green and Wil- 
liam Emerson. - 


APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. POLK, the House then took 
up the report of the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union on the bill making appro- 
priations for certain fortifications heretofore com- 
menced, for the year 1835. 


Mr. EVERETT moved, in the House, the same 


1835. 


« For repairing the fortification on Castle Island, 
«in Boston harbor, according to the plan adopte 

‘ by the Board of Engineers, on the 24th of March, 
©4834, in addition to the unexpended balance of 
‘the former appropriation, $75,000.” 

Mr. E. said, he would not take up the time of 
the House by repeating the observations he had | 
yesterday addressed to the committee. He would il 
merely advert to one fact, which he deemed im- |! 
portant. It had been stated by the honorable | 
chairntan of the Committee of Ways and Means, l 
[Mr. PoLg,] that no call had been made from the |! 
department for this appropriation. He pro- |) 
ceeded to show that such a call had been made by |} 
the estimates of the Board of Engineers; and it |! 
was on estimates alone that all the appropriations i 
in the bill were founded. Mr. E. here read an 
extract from a report on the subject from the 
department, which declared the work to be “ ne- |! 
cessary.”’? He said there was another point which Hi 
seemed to be misunderstood by some individuals | 
who had spoken on the question. They were: 
under the impression that the fortification on |! 
George’s Island protected the whole harbor. This | 
was not the fact, as there were two channels, and | 
both fortifications were essential to their protec- | 
tion. 

Mr. GORHAM followed in support of the 
amendment of his colleague, (Mr. Evererr.] li 
He said he would content himself by reading the |! 
report of the Board of Engineers on the matter ! 
in contest. Mr. G. here read extracts from that 
report. i 

Mr. POLK would follow the example of the |! 
gentlemen from Massachusetts, (Messrs. Ever- ; 
err and Gornan,] and not again upon the whole 
subject of discussion. He rose merely to correct || 
a statement which had been made, that this appro- | 
priation was authorized by the recommendation of | 
the department. The appropriation of $8,000 | 
already contained in the bill, was the estimated | 
amount for repairs; and no estimate had been | 
made for reconstruction. The bill had provided all | 
that the department had asked for, viz: $15,000 § 
for Fort Warren, and $8,000 for Fort Independ- |: 
ence. After some further remarks, in explanation |; 
of the present situation of these works, he called | 
on the House to endeavor to keep their appropria- 
tions down, at least to the estimates of the officer | 
appointed to make them. He had long with pain | 
witnessed the fact that all excess of appropriation | 
had originated in that House. i 

Some conversation ensued between Messrs. | 
GORHAM, EVERETT, and POLK, not dis- |! 
tinctly understood. i 

Mr. PARKER addressed the House for a few |! 
minutes, in favor of the amendment. It was, he | 
said, admitted that the work was important, and | 
that it was in a state of dilapidation. It was also `: 
apparent that $8,000 expended upon it, would b 
just so much money thrown away. As the ques- | 
tion thus presented itself, he was in favor of adopt- H 
ing the amendment, and on that question he asked |: 
for the yeas and nays; which were ordered. i 

Mr. POLK said as he regarded the vote whic 
would be given on this question indicative of the | 
feeling of the House on subjects of the mos 
emphatically vital importance, he deemed it essen- 
tial to have a full House when it was taken. He 
therefore moved a call of the House. 

A majority of the members present having |; 
seconded the motion, the call was proceeded in :; 
until the Clerk had once gone through the list, and | 
while calling the names of the absentees the call 
was arrested by a motion of Mr. HIESTER for |; 
its suspension; which was agreed to. ii 

The amendment of Mr. EVERETT, of Mas- 4 
sachusetts, was then read, and the question being || 
taken by yeas and nays, there appeared yeas 89, |; 
nays 120. 


| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
\ 


amendment. 


di ; ‘ ffered | to.) t w 
Mr. McICIM then moved the amendment offere || Qistation of any Cabinet Minister, 


ictation of any department of the | 


by him in Committee of the Whole yesterday: 


“ For the repair of Fort McHenry, in the city | 
‘of Baltimore, and for putting th same in a 
‘proper state of defence, $50,000.” 


Mr. McK. said he should not detain the House 


t; 
it 
il 


i repairs in Boston harbor. The House had been 


| it his duty to move the following amendment: 


: Cabinet Minister? He hoped not. | 
some further remarks in support of the proposed | 
item, and hoped as the subject had been discussed i 
in, and recommended by a standing committee of | 


| believed few could imagine; for it was conceded 


à d force could not possibly | c 
all handas maran mme j 4 |! the United States, and which report was made on 


d Mr. P. had the |: the 18h of December, 1834, be recoramitted, 


|; authority of the War Department for the assurance |; with instructions to renew and complete the in- 


So the House determined not to adopt the | that it was in every way unimportant for coast |; quiries into the su 
li defence. [Mr. P. here read th ji 
Mr. P. denied that he was governed by the | 
e || ate took up for consi 
‘i yield to the d 
» Government; > 
‘information within the scope of their duty to | 


ji 


give. . . 
Mr. P. made some further remarks in oppost- 


by a lengthy argument of the reasons which 
induced him to move this item. All he should 
say was, that in the opinion of the War Depart- 
ment, it was thought expedient that Baltimore 
should be put in a proper state of defence; and | 
there were papers before the House, which testi- | 
fied that its present defences were altogether in- 

adequate. Mr. McK. read a letter from the Sec- 

retary of War to a similar purport, and referred 

to other papers. 

_Mr. POLK would only remark, that a memo- 
rial on this subject, from the citizens of Baltimore, j 
had been presented to the House, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, wlio had the | 
whole matter at this time under investigation; 
and, therefore, he did not think it proper to take 
it out of their hands. The same principle applied | 


to this appropriation which applied to that for |i 


furnished with no estimates. 


„Mr. McKIM asked for the yeas and nays on 
his amendment; which were ordered. 


. The question was then taken, and decided as | 


follows: Yeas 65, nays 130. 

So the House determined not to agree to the 
amendment. 

Mr. THOMSON said, notwithstanding the two 
votes of the House just recorded, he still deemed 


“For the repair of Fort Marion, formerly Fort 
St. Mark’s, and the repair of the sea wall at St. 
Augustine, in Florida, $44,181.” 

Mr. T. said, this was ofa different character from 
ither of the two last. lt was for the repair of a 


| tion to the amendment, and asked 
and nays; which were ordered. 

| Mr. WISE moved to adjourn; but, at the re- 
| quest of Mr. POLK, withdrew the motion. 

i The question was then taken on the amend- 
| ment, and decided in the negative—yeas 67, nays 


for: the yeas 


. 


5% the House refused to agree to the amend- 
ment. 

On motion of Mr. McKENNAN, - 

The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, January 16, 1835. 


| Petitions and memorials were presented by 
ou KING of Alabama,T YLER, and PRES- 
IN. 
| Mr. TYLER presented a memorial from certain 
| citizens of Georgetown, praying for the incorpo- 
i ration of a new bank in that city, with the power 
: of establishing branches in Alexandria and Wash- 
_ ington; which was referred to the Committee on 
| the District of Columbia. 
| Mr. BLACK, from the Committee on Private 
i Land Claims, to which was referred the bill for 
i the relief of Edward Paine and Elias Arnold, re- 
| ported the same with an amendment. 
| Mr. BLACK, from the same committee, to 
| which was referred the bill for the relief of Wia 
‘Ham M. Cocheral, reported the same with an 
|! amendment. 
| Also, the bill for the relief of Abraham Wrin- 
| kle, which had been referred to the same com- 
|| mittee, with an amendment. 


fort now sinking into a state of dilapidation, the |; 


original cost of which was said to have been 
$2,000,000, and for arresting the progress of the 


ocean upon the sea-walls, which had been endan- |) 
gered by the conduct of the United States offi- | 


ers. ~ 
Mr. WHITE, of Florida, expressed his sur- 


prise at the opposition these items meet with from f 


Mr. KNIGHT, from the Committee on Claims, 
|| made an unfavorable report upon the petition of 
i! Mountjoy Bailey. 

Mr. POINDEXTER, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to which was referred the follow- 
|; ing bills, reported them as follows: 

i) A bill granting an additional quantity of land, 
in satisfaction of revolutionary bounty land war- 


the chairman of the Committee of Ways and |’ rants. 


Means; but he hoped he would see cause to with- | 
i draw his opposition to the present amendment. ti 
| The gentleman objectedeto the appropriation for į 


ject was before the Military Commi 


A bill for the relief of John Tice. ; 
A bill from the House of Representatives for 
‘the relief of Charles Colwell. [The committee 


| the city of Baltimore on the ground that the sub- |: dissenting from the propriety of its passage. ] 
ttee, and they |; 


A bill for the relief of William O'Neill, which, 


had not yet acted upon it. Now, here was one i on motion of Mr. POINDEXTER, was taken up 
recommended and introduced by that committee, |, for consideration, and then laid on the table. 


not only of the present, but of a former session of H 


Congress, when a distinguished gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. Drayton] was its chairman. 


The gentleman objected that the engineer had | 


made no report, and that no recommendation had 
come from the War Department. But Mr. W. 
would ask if we were come to that pass, like a 
provision laid down in the French constitution, 


that no ‘measure could be debated in the Chamber |) 


of Representatives till it was recommended by a 


the House, that the amendment would prevail. 

Mr. THOMSON called 
letter of the Secretary of War; 
read by the Clerk— 


Mr. POLK said, the letter contained no opinion l of 
merely i! 
What | 


af that orzan of the Government, but 
transmitted certain documents referred to. 


for the reading of the |! 
which having been |: Royall 


Mr. TIPTON gave notice that to-morrow he 
: would ask leave to introduce a bill for the relief 
| of Samuel and James Smith. ; 

| Mr. SILSBEE, from the Committee on Com- 
| merce, to which was referred the petition of 
i Thomas Aspinwall, reported a bill authorizing 
| certain allowances to be made to the United States 
i Consul at London. 

| On motion of Mr. SILSBEE, the bill was taken 
! up for consideration, and ordered to be engrossed 


Mr. W. made || for a third reading. 


The following resolutions were submitted: 

By Mr. TYLER: 

Resolved, That the Committee dn Revolutionary 
laims be instructed to inquire into the propriety 
| of allowing to the legal representative of William 
, deceased, interest on the commutation 


pay allowed by an act passed at the last session 


Congress. 
By Mr. TIPTON: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be 


were the facts, and what was the information | instructed to inquire into the expediency of placing 


upon which the House was called upon to appro- |; ¥ 
The fort at St. Marks, or Fort | sioners, 


priate this money? 
Marion, as it was 
old Spanish Government w 
the colonies of that power, 


then called, was built by the 
hen Florida was one of 
for what purpose he 


reach it. In the first place, the depth of water 


was never over nine feet, an 


e document referred | 


nor would h 


but he would gladly receive any | 


{ 


on: 


Hi 


ij the objection urged by Mr. 


John Smith, of indiana, on the roll of invalid pen- 
from the date of his first application fora 
| pension, in the year 1817. 

By Mr. BENTON: 

Resolved, That the report of the Committee on 
Finance, under the resolution of the Senate, to 
investigate the affairs and conduct of the Bank of 


bjects mentioned in the resolu- 
i tion. : 
On motion of Mr. KING, of Alabama, the Sen 
ideration the bill making an 
appropriation to complete the road from Lyme 
| creek to Chatahoochie, opposite Columbus, in 
Alabama. - f 
Mr. KING submitted an amendment to obviate 
POINDEXTER, when 
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.the bill was under consideration on a former day, 
“ that the appropriation sball be taken, out of the i 
two per cent. fund, which has been set apart for | 
making roads in Alabama,” which he supported 
-by some remarks, ; 

Mr. POINDEXTER was not altogether satis- 
fied with the amendment, and proposed to amend 
the same further, by adding a proviso “ that the 
Legislature of Alabama should give her assent to 
the appropriation,” 

Remarks were also made by Messrs. KING, 


TIPTON, PORTER, MOORE, GRUNDY, in|; 


favor of the bill; and by Messrs, POINDEXTER, | 
BLACK, and HENDRICKS against it. 


© i } y $ | 5 z ai . 
The question being on the amendment to the i| mail route in East Florida, between the naviga- 


amendment, Mr. POINDEXTER asked the yeas 
and nays; which were ordered, and the question 
was disagreed to by the following vote: 

YEAS—Messrs. Knight, Moore, Poindexter, 
and Webster—4. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Buchanan, 
Clayton, Frelinghuysen, Grundy, Hendricks, 
Hill, Kent, King of Alabama, King of Georgia, | 
Linn, McKean, Mangum, Morris, Naudain, 
Porter, Robinson, Shepley, Smith, Southard, 
Swift, Tallmadge, Tipton, Tomiinsun, Wagga- 
man, White, and Wright—28. 

The question recurring on the amendment, 

Mr. WRIGHT asked the yeasand nays there- 
on; which were ordered, and are as follows, to wit: 
© YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Buchanan, 
Cuthbert, Grundy, Ehil, Kane, Kent, King of 
Alabama, King of Georgia, Linn, McKean, 
Morris, Robinson, Shepley, Tallmadge, Wagga- 
man, White, and Wright—19. 

NAYS—Messrs. Clayton, Ewing, Frelinghuy- 
sen, Hendricks, Knight, Mangum, Moore, Nau- | 
dain, Poindexter, Porter, Smith, Southard, Swift, | 
Tipton, Tomlinson, ‘Tyler, and Webster—17. 

_ So the question was determined in the affiema- 
tive. 

The question then being on ordering the bill to | 
‘be engrossed for a third reading, as amended, 

Mr. MOORE moved that the bill be laid on the 
table till to-morrow; which was agreed to. 


The CHAIR communicated a letter from the 
Treasury Department, accompanied by the returns | 
made to that department by the banks of the 
District of Columbia; which, on motion of Mr. 
WEBSTER, was referred to the Commitee on 
Finance. 

Also, another communication from the Treasury 

_ Department, showing the namber of clerks em- 
ployed in that department for the year 1834, and | 
the compensation paid to each. H 


The following resolution; submitted yesterday | 
by Mr. TIPTON, was taken up for consideration: 

“ Resolved, That the Secretary of War be re- 
quested to transmit to the Senate an estimate of | 
the cost of constructing a bridge over the river 
Wabash, at the crossing of the Cumberland road; 
and also a report as to the practicability of con- 
structing said bridge on such a plan as not to 
obstruct the navigation of the river, at any stage of | 
water; and, should the files of the Department not | 
now farnish the information sought for by this | 
resolution, that the Secretary will cause it to be | 
procured and reported to the Senate at an early | 
day in the next session of Congress.” 

Mr. TIPTON said that this resolution proposed | 
an inquiry into the practicability of constructing a 
bridge over the Wabash, where the national road 
arosses that stream. Several of the western States, 
he said, were interested in the erection of this 
bridge; and all the States wesi of the Wabash, 
were more deeply interested in itthan Indiana was. 
The mail sent to all the States west of that river, 
would be transported in stages, and would be much | 
cetarded in its progress, if there was no other mode 
of crossing the river than in ferry boats. The 
rise in the river ia consequence of freshets, ren- 
dered the crossing in boats dangerous; and the 
floating ice in the winter season obstructed the 
passage of boats, sometimesentirely; and of course 
that of the mail and of travellers.” But there wag 
a large portion of Indiana, nearly one-fourth of the 
State, and a portion of the State of Illinois, situ- | 
ated on the Wabash, above the crossing of the 
national road, and all that country would be serj- 
ously injured if a bridge should be so erected as to 
have the effect of obstructing the navigation of the 


1 


) 


river at a high stage of the water; and his vote for 
an appropriation to erect this bridge, Mr. T. said, 
would depend upon the ascertainment of the fact, 
whether it wouid bave this effect or not. He 
hoped and believed that a bridge eould be con- 
structed on such a plan, that the navigation would 
not be impeded or interfered with in any way, at 
| any stage of the water; and if it should so turn 
out, the bridge ought to be erected. The inquiry 


lj could injure no one, and would bea great satisfac- 


j tion to those immediately interested. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. HENDRiCKS, from the Committee on 
Roads and Canals, reported a bill to establish a 


ble waters of the St. John’s and the Suwanee 
river. 

Mr. H., from the same committee, also reported 
a bill for the continuation and repair of the Cum- 
berland road; which was read the first time and 
ordered to a second reading. 


The bill for the relief of the heirs of James 
Latham, was read the second time and referred: 

The following bills were read a third time and 
passed: ; 

A bili for the relief of Robert Hale; 

A bill for the relief of Etham Edwards; 

A bill to allow further time for completing the 
‘issuing and locating of military land warrants 
| during the late war; 

A bill for the relief of Andrew Knox; 

A bill to continue the office of Commissioner of 
| Pensions; 

A bill for the relief of Absalom Lynch. 


The bill authorizing the sale of a lion and two 
| horses, presente by the Emperor of Morocco to 
the United States Consul at Tangiers, also came 
up for a third reading; and, on motiou of Mr. 
POINDEXTER, was fuid on the table. 


The following bills were read the second time, 
considered as in Committee of the Whole, and 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading: 

A bill for the relef of Francis Lasalle; 

A bill for the relief of James Thomas; 

A bill granting atownship ofiand to the borough 
of Mackinaw; . 

A bill for the relief of William B. Zantzinger, 
late Purser in the Navy; 

A bill for the relief of Tufts & Clark; 

A bill for the relief of Nicholas D. Coleman; 

A bill for the relief of Hiram A. Hunter; 

: A bill for the relief of Thomas J. Mortee. 

On motion of Mr. WEBSTER, it was then 
Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns, it will 
: adjourn to mest on Monday next. 


| On motion of Mr. CLAYTON, the Senate ad- 
i Journed. : 


t 


TIOGSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
F nipay, January 16, 1835. 
Petitions and memorials, by consent, were pre- 
sented by, 
Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana; 
Mr. GRAYSON, of South Carolina; 
Mr. PHILLIPS, of Massachusetts; 
Mr. WHITE, of Florida; 
Mr. MERCER, of Virginia; 
Which memorials and petitions were appropri- 


‘j ately referred. 


Mr. MAY presented the petition of Sundry 
| citizens of Illinois, praying the establishment of a 
mail route from Terre Efaute, Indiana, to Quincy, 
j on the Mississippi river; which, on his motion, 
| was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. . 
_ Mr. WHITE, of Florida, offered the follow- 
ing resolution; which, under the rule, lies one 

ay: J 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be re- 
quested to cause an examination to be made into 
the present condition of Fort Marion, in East 
Florida, and to report to the next session of Con- 
| gress, whether the public interests would not be 
promoted by its repair and preservation for de- 
fence and barracks, with an estimate of the cost of 
its repair, and that of the sea-wall between it and 
| St. Francis barracks; and also to present a report 

of the manner and objects to which the twenty 
| thousand dollars appropriated has been expended. 


On motion of Mr. DUNLAP, 
Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionar 
Pensions be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of authorizing the Secretary of War to estab- 
lish a pension agency in the town of Jackson, 
in the State of Tennessee, and to provide for the 
payment of all the United States pensioners re- 
siding in the counties of Harden, McNairy, Har- 
deman, Fayette, Shelby, Tipton, Haywood, Mad- 
ison, Henderson, Perry, Carroll, Gibson, Dyer, 

Obion, Weakly, and Henry, at said agency. 
On motion of Mr. STEW ART, of Pennsylvania, 
Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and 
Means be instructed to inguire into the expedi- 
ency of making an appropriation to pay the salar 
of Valentine Geisy, late superintendent of the 
Cumberland road. 


Mr. PINCKNEY offered the following resolu- 
tion; which, under the rule, lies one day: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States - 
be requested (if not inconsistent in his opinion with 
the public interest) to communicate to this House 
any correspondence that may have taken place be- 
tween the Government and that of Spain respect- 
ing the act of Congress, passed on the 30th day of 
June, 1834, entitled, ‘An act concerning tonnage 
duty on Spanish vessels’’—and also any informa- 
tion in his possession going to show whether there 
is any prospect that the commerce of the United 
States with the Island of Porto Rico, will hereaf- 
ter be regulated upon principles of reciprocity, or 
whether it is in contemplation by the Spanish au- 
thorities to increase or reduce the discriminating 
duties of tonnage, and the discriminating duties 
/ on imports and exports now levied on American 
ee and on American merchandize and pro- 

uce, 


Mr. WARDWELL, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, reported a bill for the 
| reliefof Walter Phillips; which was read twice and 
committed. è 

Mr. HUBBARD, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported a bill making appropriations 
for harbors, rivers, and the Delaware breakwater; 
which was read twice and committed, i 

Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, reported a bill to prevent eva- 
sions of the revenue laws, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice and postponed to Monday 
week, ; 

Mr. SUTHERLAND, from the Committee on 
| Commerce, reported a bill making appropriations 
for building light-houses, erecting beacon lights, 
and making surveys for the year 1835; which was 
read twice and committed. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill making appropriations for the 
: improvement of certain harbors therein mentioned; 
which was read twice and committed. 


Mr. GILLET, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported the following resolution; which 
was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole be 
discharged from the further consideration of bill 
No. 524, and it be committed to the Committee 
of the Whcle on the state of the Union. 


Mr. BEALE, from the Committee on Invalid 


i Messrs. FOSTER, HUBBARD, McINTIRE, 
| ADAMS of New York, and MOORE, each made 
unfavorable reports upon petitions, &c., referred 
to their respective,committees, 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, reported a bill to authorize the State 
of Alabama to apply the two per cent. of the pro- 
ceed of the sales of the public lands within that 
| State, to opening a canal, or making a railroad, _ 
| for the purpose of connecting the waters of the Ten- 
| nessee and Coosa rivers; which was read twice. 
Mr. BLAIR moved that the said bill be now en- 
grossed for a third reading; and remarked, that . 
the bill on its face so clearly developed the object, 
that explanation would be unnecessary. He would 
however say, that by the terms of the compact 
under which the State of Alabama came into the 
Union, two per centum of the net proceeds of 


the sales of the public lands were reserved to 


make a road or roads leading to that State, ard 


1835. 
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that the bill proposed, the contracting parties 


agreeing thereto, to change the direction of that : 
fund and apply it to the constructing a railroad or ii 
canal between the Tennessee and Coosa rivers, : 


He said that inasmuch as new appropriation of 
money from the Treasury was asked, and the 
necessity of speedily putung it in the power of 
Alabama to pass upon the proposed change, he 


had obtained the unanimous consent of the seven |: 


members in the committee, when the subject was 


brought before them, to the motion which he had | 
He -said that, aware that some might | 
object that the Legislature of Alabama could not |: 


made. 


constitutionally change the compact which had 
keen made by the convention, the bill was so 


worded as to obviate every scruple by requiring : 
the assent of the Siate of Alabama before the : 


change could be made. Mr. B. suid that he could 


foresee no possible objection to the proposition, : 
inasmuch as there was no necessity for making - 
such roads to Alabama as were contemplated at | 


the time of the compact. The Indian tide has, 


generally, been extinguished in theadjacent States, | 


and the territory settled up to her borders; what 
was then regarded as being necessary, is now 
whoily unnecessary. The improvement which 
is proposed, (Alabama consenting,) is one of the 
first importance. 


of the States of this Union. It has been longa 
subject of examination by the Committee on 


Roads and Canals, and hasas often as it has been |' 


brought forward, been favorably reported upon. 
He hoped the Elouse would order the bill to be 
engrossed for a third reading, inasmuch as any 


other disposition of it would tend to defeat it at | 


this stage of the session. 

Mr. McKINLEY said he wastaken by surprise. 
He had never heard that it was intended to intro- 
duce sucha bill. HHisconstituents were interested 


in the disposition of this fund, and as this bill was Í; 
not calculated to benefit them, he would move to | 


lay it on the table. 

Mr. McKixiey withdrew the motion at the 
request of 

Mr. CLAY, who entered into an explanation 
of the circumstances under which the bill had been 
reported. A resolution on this subject, adopted 


on his motion some time since, had been referred | 
Hehad ; 
supposed that his colleague (Mr. McKixtry) was |! 


tothe Committee on Roads and Canals. 


aware of this fact. The committee, it was true, 


had reported a bill somewhat variant from his pro- | 
position; but he could not see how his colleague | 


could have been taken by surprise by the intro- 
duction of the bill. {n relation to the relinquish- 
ment of this fund, he would remark that, by the 


terms of the compact, two per cent, of the net | 
proceeds of the sales of the public lands within | 
ission, was reserved tothe ` 
State of Alabama, for the purpose of opening a ; 
l or roads to the State—not fur making roads | 


said State, afterh radm 


roa 
within the State. More than $100,000 had accrued 
under this compact—more than fifteen years had 


elapsed, and nota single doilar had been applied :; 


ascontemplated. From the policy which had ‘been 


adopted by the General Government, it was not |; 


Lkely that this sum would be soappiied. Besides, 
it weuld go but a little way towards accomplish- 
ing the original object intended. ‘The simple in 
tention of the bill was so to change the compac 
as to permit the State of Alabama to apply this 
money to another important, thcugh differen 
object—namely, the opening of a canal or railroad 
to connect the waters of the Tennessee with Coosa 
river. Efe could see no possible objection to the 
passage of the bill, inasmuch as the State of Ala- 


bama was left, by its terms, perfectly at therty lo 
accept, or reject, the proposed relinquishment of the | 
Mr. C. said, it was true that his resolution :: 
i the table. 


fund. 
contemplated giving a broader discretion to tbe 


Legislature—that was, the application of the fund i; a 
‘from Alabama, [Mr. McKixuey,] that this Siate 


to the construction of a reilroad or canal, con- 


necting the waters of the Mobile Bay with those of ii 


the Tennessee river, instead of naming any peric- 


ular river flowing into Mobile Bay; snd he wouid | 


sill prefer the bill in thatform. As the committee 
had thought proper to vary the terms of the re 
linguishment, however, still leaving it entirety it 
the election of Alabama to receive it or not, or 
those terms, and as, without the passage of this 
bill, the fund would continue to be inactive and 


| unproductive, he hoped it would pass, and should 
give it his support. It would be better to get the 
benefit of the tund in the mode proposed, than to 
lose the advantage of it altogether, and he hoped 
that his honorable colleague would withdraw his 
opposition. 
Mr. MERCER suggested to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Buarn] the propriety of permit- 
ting the bill to go to the Committee of the Whole 
i; on the state of the Union, where it would be open 
to amendment. He feared that it would be Jost 
; if pressed at this time, &c. 
: Mr. MARDIS was apprehensive that this sub- 
| ject was not understocd by the House. The fund 
referred to was not the property of the United 
States. The bill did not ask the appropriation of 
: a Single cent. iv only asked a change of the dis- 
; position of a fund reserved to the State of Ala- 
_ bama, by compact, thatit may be applied specially 
to the opening of a canal or railroad, to connect 
ithe waters of the Tennessee and Coosa rivers. 
_ By applying this money in the mode proposed by 
the bill, it would open a steam communication 
ii from New Orleans to Maine, with the exception 
i; of about three hundred miles. But his colleague 
{Mr. McKinzey] thought that his constituents 


cons | would not be benefitted by thisimprovement. He 
It will intersect three States, |; 
and unite waters flowing from and through five | 


could not suppose his colleague acted upon the 
selfish principle that because it was not in his 
: immediate district, his constiiuents would not be 


‘a very small portion of his consutuents were im- 
; mediately interested in this work; but its import- 
ance, in a general point of view, would induce 
: him to give this measure his cordial support. He 
hoped, therefore, that the bill would be ordered to 


i POSED 

i in favor of this gieat national improvement. But 
I 

i 

| 


li be engrossed, and, if necessary, it would be post- 


|; poned to such time as would allow genilemen to 
examine it thoroughly. 

Mr. McKINLEY repested that he was taken 
by surprise on the introduction of this bill. He 
had held no conversation with either of bis col- 
| leagues, or any other person, on the subject; nor 
|: was the resolution to which one of his colleagues 
i (Mr. Cray] alluded calculated to upprize him of 
| an intento» to introduce any such measure as the 
i present. The reason of his surprise was, that a 
i biil of this character, affecting the interests of the 

people of Alabama, should be introduced without 
| consultation with its representatives on this floor, 
and that it should be proposed to order its en- 
| grossment at the moment of its introduction. It 
was certainly not strange that he should indicate 
li a determination to protect the interests of his con- 
i! stituents, 
Mr. BLAIR replied to Mr. McKintey, and 
| others, that, for twelve years, the counection of 
the Tennessee and Coosa rivers had been, to his 
knowledge, before Congress; that-it was, in his 
esiimation, the most important improvement (in- 
volving the expenditure of alike amount of money) 
in the Union, Jt was of direct inierest to five 
i States of this Union. He had,as a member of 
the committee and of the House, urged the appro- 
priation of money to complete that object. When 
| refused money, he had consented to take lands in 
its vicinity, as had been given to other States, 
when that was refused. Ele was ready to resort 


State of Alabama, to divert the two per centafrom 
useless roads, to the prosecution of that great 
work. Mr. B. said that the House had the sub- 
ject before it, and would dispose of it as might be 
thought best; for his own part he would give no 
consent to refer the bill to a Committee of the 
| Whole on the state of the Union. He preferred 
a vote on the subject, and if rejected, it would be 
; dane openly and direcily—tor i 
f tee at this stage of a short session, was voling to 
bury the biil under the mass of business then upon 


As to the remark of the honorable gentleman 


| had uot asked for the change, and that he had not 


| been consuited—he could ssy that the measure had 
! been pressed by others from his State, and Mr. 
B. had suppoved that a perfect understanding had 
prevailed amongst the members ef that delegation. 
This he could say with truth, that Alabama has 
always regarded the connexion of the Tennessee 
and Coosa as a work of importance, and the Le- 
gislature, at its present session, had that subject 


ii 
i 


ae : f 
even to the expedient of making an appeal to the 


r to the commit- | 


| before it in a proposition from a committee ofthat 
| body to pledge the faith of the State for the repay-. 
| ment of a loan of $1,000,000 to perfect that. im- 
: provement. .Andit Mr. B. was not mistaken, the: 
ii gentlernan himself had subscribed toits import- 
| ance in voting for the appropriation of the public. 
‘lands to works of improvement in his State, of 
which this was one. : 

Mr. FILLMORE thought there were principles 
of considerable importance involved in the bill 
which rendered it proper that it should go to a 
committee. The House was called upon to vary 
a compact, or enter into a new one. Me thought 
that the measure proposed was equivalent toan 
| appropriation of money from the Treasury. He 
| was not unfriendly to the bill, nor did he desire to 
: throw any unnecessary obstructions in the way of 
i its passage; but he considered it necessary that it 
i should be committed. 
| Mr. BRIGGS inquired of the Chair, whether, 
! under the rule, it was not indispensably necessary 
i that the bill should be committed. 
| After some conversation between the CHAIR, 
| Messrs. BRIGGS, CLAY, and McKINLEY, on 
ithe point of order, the bill, in obedience to the 
decision of the Speaker, was committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GILMER, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported a bill to. authorize the superin- 
tendent of Indian affairs at St. Louis to employ a 
clerk; which was read twice. Mr. G. asked that: 
it might be engrossed for a third reading. : 

Mr. GARLAND. objected on the ground that 
the course was irregular, and gave a precedence 
over other bills heretofore reported. Fle referred 
to one or two in particular, in which many citi- 
| zens of his own State were deeply interested, and 
on which it had been found impossible to procure 
the action of the House. He preferred that the 
business should progress in its regular order. 

Mr. POLK moved to suspend the rule. He 
i was satisfied that the bill ought to pass, and he 
hoped it would be ordered to be engrossed at this 
| time. 
| Mr. ASHLEY said there ought to be no gen- 
| eral rule without an exception. He thought this 
| bill presented a case of that sort. A clerk was 


| absolutely necessary in the office of the superin- 
| tendent of Indian affairs at St. Louis. The busi- 
| ness of that office, unless a clerk was provided, 
| would have to be measurably suspended, and the 
| superintendent would be compelled toemploy one 
at his own expense, or suffer’ the business to be 
neglected, if this bill was not passed.. He hoped: 
that the rule would be suspended, and the: bill 
permitted to progress. : 

The question was then taken, and the House 
refused to suspend the rule—yeas 95, nays 67; 
two-thirds being necessary. 

Mr. POLK moved to suspend the rule setting 
| aside this day for the consideration of private biils, 
in order that the House should proceed with the’ 
consideration of the appropriation bills; which 

was disagreed to. 
| The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
| from the Secretary of the Treasury, covering a 
H 


i report, pursuant to a resolation, in relation to the 
marine hospital fund, &c., which was laid on the 
table and ordered to be printed. 

A bill for the relief of Richard T. Archer, was 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 


CLAIM OF RICHARD W. MEADE. 


! On motion of Mr. ARCHER, the Honse re- 
; solved itselfinto a Committee of the Whole, (Mr. 
Warp in the chair,) and took up and considered 
! the bill for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Richard W. Meade. : 
The bill having been read by the Clerk, 

Mr. ARCHER called for the reading of the 
| report on the claim by the Committee on Foreign 
_ Affairs.” 

| ‘Phe report was accordingly also read by the 
: Clerk. > 

| Mr. ARCHER then supported the claim at 
ome length, going into a minute detail of all the 
circumstances out of which it grew. The Gov- 
` ernment of the United States had put it out of the 
| power of the claimant to collect this debt from 
| Spain, by the solemn stipulations of a treaty. ln : 
: pursuance of these stipulations, our Government 

| had received a certain sum of money for various 
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Mr. ARCHER aaid if the bill should pass, he 
was given to understand that additional testimony 
would be adduced. 

Mr. POLK said, then he was right; there was 
no.evidence before the House than was before the 
commission; and, by passing the bill, the House 
would be entertaining an appeal from a tribunal of 
its own creation, to the hazard of many millions 
of the public treasury. Mr, P. said if he could 
believe there was one dollar due to this individual 
claimant, he would cheerfully lend his feeble aid 
towards its recovery. -He sincerely desired strict 
justice to every American citizen. He concluded 
by expressing a wish that the bill might not be 
decided upon to-day, buta further time might be 
given for its investigation. 

Mr. ARCHER ‘asked for the reading of the 
bill, by which the House would perceive that it 
embraced no appropriation, but simply directed an 
investigation to be made by the Attorney General 
and two Auditors. 

The bill having been read by the Clerk, 

Mr. POLK called for the reading of the bill of 
1828, which having been done, Mr. P. said the 
first two sections of both bills were the same; but 
the one before the Flouse contained a provision 
‘for the payment of theclaim, should a decision be 
made in its favor, which was not in the former 


one. 

Mr. ARCHER said he was not aware before 
that the bill contained a clause for the payment of 
the claim. He moved that this clause be stricken 


out. 

"Mr. EVERETT, of Massachusetts, called for 
the reading of a document which had some bearing 
on. the question. The report of the committee of 
1826 was then read by the Clerk. 

Mr. E. said it was true that the bill of 1828 was 
lost by a vote of two to one; but he would remind 
the Flouse that, in 1826, the same bill passed by 
a majority of not less than two to one, and the 
honorable gentleman from Tennessee voted in the |; 
affirmative. 

Mr, POLK said the bill of 1826 was brought 
on ata late hour of the evening, at the heel of the | 
session, and he would admit that he did vote, as 
perhaps others did, in the dark as to the facts, and 
without having given the subject due examina- 
tion. Mr. P. also remembered that his vote was 
quoted against him on occasion of the rejection 
of the biil of 1828, and he then gave a similar 
explanation, 

Mr. EVERETT continued to advocate the | 
claim, which, he contended, was founded in truth I 
and justice, and rested upon its own merits, with- 
out reference to the other claims alleged by the 
gentleman from Tennessee to be involved in the it 
same principle. Fle could see no evil that could 
result from its reference to a board for investiga- | 


tion. 

Mr. HARDIN said, he regretted that. business 
of another’character had compelled him to be 
absent during the greater part of this discussion; 
but he desired to give his sentiments on this 


|| ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


| required to deliver to the Secretary of War such 


The House then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, January 17, 1835. 


The bill to authorize the superintendent of In- 
dian affairs at St. Louis to appoint a clerk, was 


PAPERS OF GENERAL WASHINGTON. | 
Mr. TURRILL submitted the following joint 
resolution; which was postponed to Monday next: 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 


That the Secretary of State, whenever the same | 


shall come into his possession, be authorized and 


of the documentary evidence and papers purchased 
of the heirs of General Washington, as,will be 


serviceable in the adjustment of pension claims , 


pending in the War Department. 
PETITIONS. 


Petitions on leave were presented by— 

Mr. HANNEGAN, of Indiana; 

[Mr. H presented a memorial and joint resolu- 
tion of the Legislature of the State of Indiana, | 
relative to the establishment of a port of entry at 
the town of Lafayette, on the Wabash river, in 
said State; and moved that the same be referred 
to the Committee on Commerce; which was ac- 
cordingly done.} : 

Mr. SCHLEY, of Georgia; 

Mr. ASHLEY, of Missouri; 

Mr. SMITH, of Maine, and 

Mr. ADAMS, of Massachusetts; 

Which were appropriately referred. 


ACCOUNTS OF THE WAR AND NAVY DEPART- 
MENTS. 


Mr. MANN, of New York, asked the House 
to consider two resolutions which he had (by per- 
mission) laid upon the table a few days since— 
requesting the Secretaries of the War and Navy 
Departments, respectively, to furnish copies and 
statements of the items and aggregates of the com- 
pensation, accounts of the officers of the army and 
navy, including all stated and special allowances 
of every description, for the two last years, and | 
showing, also, their travel, and grades, and where 
stationed, and what services they have performed. 

Mr. M. said, that he had been informed, since 
these resolutions have been laid upon the table, 
that it was not probable they could be answered 
in season to permit any action of the House upon 
the subject at this session, and wishing to afford 
the departments ample time to make full and 
accurate reports, he would take occasion now to 
say, that on the coming in of such reports at the 
next session, he would ask for the appointment 
of a committee, to consider and thoroughly inves- 


tigate the subject in the hope that ample, equal,‘ 


and even liberal justice, might be done to all the 
officers engaged in those branches of the public 
service. 

The resolutions were then taken up, modified 
by the mover, and adopted, in the following form: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be request- 
ed to communicate to this House an abstract of 
the items of all accounts and claims for the com- 
pensation and allowances of every kind for the two 
last fiscal years, distinguishing each year ending 
30th September, 1834, of the generals, colonels, | 
lieutenant colonels, majors, and captains of the 
army, and also of all officers attached to the en- 
gineer and topographical departments, which 
have been actually paid and allowed, with a gene- 
ral statement showing also the aggregate pay and 
emoluments, including all stated and special al- 
lowances paid and allowed to each commission 
officer of the army, name and rank of every grade 
for each year aforesaid, and the aggregate of the 


whole; and showing, also, the places from ahd to |! 
which, and the computed distance between such || 


for compensation and allowances of every kind 
for the two last fiscal years, distinguishing each 
year, ending 30th September, 1834, of the cap- 
i tains, masters commandant, lieutenants, pursers, 
and navy agents of the navy, with a general state- 
ment, showing also the aggregate pay ‘and emolu- 
| ments, including all stated and special allowances 
‘actually paid and allowed to each commissioned 
officer of the navy, by name and rank, of every 
‘grade, and where stationed (excepting midship- 
men) for each year aforesaid, and the aggregate 
i of the whole; showing, also, the places from and 
to which, and the computed distance between such 
places, and the amount for which transportation 
| or-travel has been allowed and paid to each officer 
of thenavy, and where each is stationed, and what 
services each has performed. 


The following resolution submitted on Thurs- 
| day last, by Mr. EWING, of Indiana, was con- 
| sidered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be re- 
quested to cause the late annual report of the 
| engineer department to be reéxamined in relation 
to an alleged inaccuracy in the amount of un x= 
| pended appropriations heretofore made to construct 
the national road in the State of Indiana, and 
i transmit to this House as speedily as may be prac- 
ticable, the result, together witha statement show- 
ing the sum that now remains unexpended, and 
i that which will actually be available for payment 
of labor on said road in Indiana, during the ap- 
proaching season. 
| On motion of Mr, HANNEGAN, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands 
be directed to inquire into the expediency of ex- 
tending the benefit of the preémption law to all 
persons who were actual settlers, or had made im- 
provements on the public lands with the intention 
of becoming settlers prior to the first day of Jan- 
uary, 1835 

On motion of Mr. ALLEN, of Ohio, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands 
be instructed to inquire into’the expediency of 
granting to the State of Ohio a quantity of land 
equal to that which has been sold by the officers ` 
of the General Government within the limits of the 
grant formerly made by Congress to that State, to 
aid in the extension of the Miami canal since the 
passage of the act making said grant. Also, a 
guantity equal to twenty-five sections, in addition 
to the original grant, the whole to be selected from 
the alternate sections now reserved from sale along 
the line of the Miami canal in that State. 

On motion of Mr. JARVIS, . 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and 
Means be instructed to inquire into the expedien- 
cy of regulating by law the number of clerks to be 
employed in the Departments of State, of the 
| Treasury, of War, of the Navy, and of the Post 
Office, in such manner, as to prevent the introduc- 
tion into the appropriation bills of appropriations 
for extra clerk hire, or arrears of clerk hire not 
provided for in any existing laws. > 
© On motion of Mr. MAY, ; 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
reporting a bill authorizing the county commis- 
sioners of Joe Davies county to purchase of the 
United States, at the minimum price of the public 
lands, for the use and benefit of the county afore- 
said, the section of land embracing the town of 
| Galena. 

On motion of Mr. GARLAND, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of creating 
a collection district in the State of Louisiana, to 
include all the coast from the Petite Aure Bayou, 
where it empties into the Vermillion Bay, to the 
Sabine river, and also inquire into the expediency 
of establishing ports of entry on suitable points 
on the Bay, on Vermillion, and the river Mer- 
mentau, and Calcasieu, in said district. 

On motion of Mr. CHINN, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Of- 


places, and the amount for which transportation 


i fice and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into 
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the expediency of establishing a post route from | 


Yarulau church, in Richmond city, Virginia, to 
Eenderson’s river, in Northumberland county. 


t 

1 
On motion of Mr. ASHLEY, ; me 
Resolved, ‘That the Coramittee on Claims be in- | v 
| ‘at the rate of eight dollars per day, (including a 


structed to inquire into the expediency of liquida- 
ting the accounts of William Newland and D. M. 
Rice, for attendance on, and supplies furnished 


i 
| 
i 
i 
two soldiers of the Uned States Army, whilst || 
ij partment, up to the commencement of the present 
€ session. ”? 
| 
| 
l 
i 


sick and on furlough. 
On motion of Mr. BEAUMONT, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary i ! . ) f i 

i this occasion to remark, that in a consultation |; 
dieney of paying to Ann Wilson, widow of Val- || with several gentlemen of the House, it had been jl 
| suggested as a matter of justice to this committee, | 
i to allow them, in addition to what was proposed, ||. 


Pensions be instructed to inquire into the expe- 


entine Wilson, a revolutionary soldier, the amount 


of his pension arrears from the 4th March, 1831, |! 


to the time of his death, 4th July, 1833. 


On motion of Mr, CASEY, 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Of- 


- the expediensy of establishing a mail route from i 
Mount Carmel, by Coffingwon, Albion, Leech’s | 
Mulls, and Fairfield, to Salem, all in the State of | 
Illinois. | 
EXTENSION OF THE FEDERAL JUDICIARY. | 

Mr. REYNOLDS submitted the following reso- | 
lution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
extending the Federai judiciary to all the States 
in the Union alike, and report thereon. 

Mr. REYNOLDS remarked that he did not | 
pretend to be more patriotic and more able to 
bring this subject before the House than any 
other Representative from the new States; but he 
could not remain a disinterested spectator and 
know that the new States were not on an equal 
footing with the other States. He was raised in 
cone of the new States, and knowing and experi- | 
encing the feelings and situation of them, in this 
respect, he could not rest satisfied on this sub- 
ject until all enjoyed the same privileges and ad 
vantages. The new States could not tax the soil 
within their limits like the other States, and, in 
fact, labored under many inconveniences which 
the latter did not. 
mention of this subject was sufficient to enable | 


this enlightened body to do justice to the new i! 


States, and that was all he desired or asked. 


Mr. ARCHER observed that the subject was, |! 


already brought before the Committee on the 
Judiciary by the message of the President. f 

it being further suggested that a bill on this 
subject was in a state of preparation— 

Mr. REYNOLDS remarked that he was not | 
heretofore aware of these facts. He knew that 
the President always did right on this subject— 
he did not allnde to his late messsge in particular. 
Bat as the subject was before the Committee on | 
the Judiciary, the object was answered, and he 
would therefore withdraw the resolution; which 
he did. 

AUDITING HOUSE ACCOUNTS. 


The following resolution, which had been 
agreed to by the House, then came up for recon- 
sideration, of which notice had been given on a 
former day: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Contin- |. 


gent Expenses of the tlouse he cirected to audit 
the accounts of the members of the committee ap- 
pointed by the House of Representatives on the 


Q6:h day of June last, for investigating the condi- | 
tion and proceedings of the Post Office Depart- |, 


ment, at the rate of compensation paid to the com- 
mittee for preparing a code of laws for the Dis- 


trict of Columbia, of which Philip Doddridge, j; 


Esq., was chairman, viz: eight dollars per day 
during the recess, without any other allowance. 


Mr. MANN, of New York, moved to recon- | 


sider the resolution, for the purpose, as he stated, 
of moving an amendment thereto. 
The motion was agreed to without division. 
Mr. MANN then said he had, with some lie 
care, prepared an amendment to this resolution, 
which be begged to offer to the consideration of į 
the House. 


‘The amendment was then read by the Clerk,as |, 1 t ad si 
| posed it competent for the House to appropriate 


follows: : 
Strike out all after the word resolved, and insert, 
“ That the Committee on Accounts of this House 


3 erat 1, to propose it. 
n st Roads be instructed to inquire into i poo! oe 
fice aud Po 5 q ! that when gentlemen were called away on public ij 


f regulating the pay of members had not been re- 


| how they could, constructively, allow this commit- | 


He conceived that the mere |. 


l whatever for the passage of this resolution. 


© pot embraced in his amendmen 


| without changing the law. Mr. M. knew thelaw 


BE. 


| é be directed to audit the accounts of the members | 
, Cof the committee appointed by this House on the 
, £26.h day of June last, for investigating the condi- 
“tion and proceedings of the Post Office Depart- 
‘ment, and allow each member of such committee ! 


| ‘reasonable time for their traveling respectively to | 
‘the seat of Governmeni,) during the time they 
| ‘have actually been engaged at the Post Office De- 


Mr. M. proceeded by saying he would take | 


their usual mileage for travelling expenses, and to | 
that suggestion Mr. M. would yield, by a modi- | 
! fication of his amendment, ifany gentleman wished 
He would do so for this reason, : 


business, their affairs at home must necessarily | 
suffer; and he was willing, upon principle,*that 
they should be paid the seme as in an extra ses- 
sion of Congress. The resolution asamended by 
him, would give each of these gentiemen about 
$550, which many of them, perhaps, would be 
dispused to consider as an inadequate compensa- 
tion; but whether it would be deemed sufficient | 
| by the House, he was not prepared to say. He.) 
_ repeated, he would submit the amendment, and if ; 
i any gentleman felt disposed to modify it, by: 

allowieg the usual travelling expenses of mem- | 
bers, Mr. M. would accept the modification. | 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, was will- | 


| ing to grant the members of this committee a full, | 
; adequate, and jast compensation; for there could | 


| beno question that their duties had been many and | 
: arduous; but he was at a loss to perceive how this | 
could be done in the manner proposed, conform: } 
able to the laws at present in force. The laws | 


| pealed, and, until they were, he could not perceive 


i tee the extra pay-of mileage. These gentlemen 
' had.not performed the journey twice; they came 
to this ciry but once, and he thought it neither 
reasonable nor proper that they should be twice 
paid. That they should be paid eight dollars per 
, diem he thought just, but not double mileage. 
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to this city, spent a considerable time here, and | 


‘law had fixed the compensation of members, and | 
it was alleged that this committee met on the first 
of September. Well, that was nothing more 

i than a prolongation of the session, or an anticipa- 

‘tion of the meeting of Congress. Their duties 

: were precisely similar to those they would have 


: had to perform during the session, and nothing |; 


: more, and he could see no necessity for giving | 


g 


This could be g 
resolution proposed. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, begged to make a į 
_ single rerhark in reference. to what had failen from 
| the gentlersan from North Carolina, whose opin- 
ions, on such subjects, he was bound to treat with | 


Mr.M. had drawn this resolution, giv- | 


i a day. 


: respect. S 
; ing the members of the committee eight 
day for the time they were actually engaged; and | 
; he only said, that it had been suggested to him by | 


: several gentlemen ta give them the mileage, and t 4 ce a 
ing the former. -If additional compensation be 


‘necessary anywhere, it ought to be bestowed 


he had said that if such a modification were pro- 
: posed, he would accept it. That, having been H 
engaged during the vacation, their necessary busi- 
ness at home must have besen neglected, and this 
offered a reason for the exira pay, though it was 
t. Thegentleman 
Carolina said we could not do this 


i from North 


was peremptery on this subject; but he had sup- | 


{its own contingent fund, and it was upon that | 
i principle he relied 


his allowance of mileage. if 


them more than the law fixed, viz: eight dollars |! 
iven them without the | 
i ‘| This was the ground of his objection to the first _ 
| amendment, 
‘| that some one or more members of the committee 


| 


j 


‘dollars a day ample. 


i 
| 


i 


‘As to the remark of the honorable member from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Mirirr,} that these gentle- 
men would be entitled to their pay of eight dollars 
a day, asa matter of right, without a resolution, 
Mr. M. had supposed it necessary, in consequence: 
of its being a special expenditure, out of the ordi- 
nary course, and beyond the power of ‘the Com-., 
mittee on the Contingent Expenses of the Houses” 


| and he understood that that committee -had ‘here- 


tofore refused, or had, in the 
refused to audit these accounts. 
Now, for the resolution as drawn up by himself. 
It would give the members of this committee pay 
for sixty-nine days—their session commencing in 
this city on the first or second of September, ex- 
clusive of the time spent in travelling, amounting, 
in reund numbers, to about $550. ‘The original 
resolution embraced the whole period of time from 
the adjournment of the last session cf Congress, 
en the 30:h June. 

Mr. M. said, he understood the practice had 
been settled heretofore, that committees engaged 
in the business, and by order of the House, should 
be paid their necessary travelling expenses. Such 
was the case last session in regard to the commit- 
tee appointed to investigate the affairs of the Bank 


present. instance, 


i of the United States, who were paid their mileage 


between the seat of Government and the city of 
Philadelphia, and no more; their wages as. mem- 


| bers of Congress went on; but they paid all their 


others, except travelling expenses. In conclusion, 
he would remark, that notwithstanding the objec- 
tions of the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. 
Wicuiams,] the House could appropriate as much 
of its own contingent fund as ıt thought proper. 
Mr. M. would observe that he was by no means 
particularly disposed to give those gentlemen an 
extraordinary or an unusual compensation, but he 
was disposed to treat them with liberality. 


Mr. GILLET then offered the following amend- 
ment to the amendment: 

‘And that.those who came to Washington on 
‘ saif business, and returned home before the com~ 
* mencement of the present session of Congress, 
‘ be allowed their extra travel and their per diem 
“allowance while attending on said committee, 
“and no more.” 


Mr. HARPER, of Pennsylvania, said, he was 
opposed to both amendments, because he consid- 
ered them unfair, unequal and. unjust in their oper- 
ations. The reason assigned by one gentleman 
for allowing this extra compensation was, that the 
usual daily pay was insufficient. That might be 
true. They have doubtless attended there at an: 
extra expense, and neglected their business, but 
he did not think this offered a satisfactory reason 
for double mileage. . Besides, it should be remem- 
bered, that some of these gentlemen resided at 
comparatively a small distance from this city, and 
others at a very remote distance, and, therefore, 


| paying them in the way proposed would be draw- 


ing a great distinction in the cases, and be no crite- 
rion. One would receive very little, and another a 
greatamount. It was well known thatofthecom- 
pensation received by members of Congress none 
was so ample as that of mileage. Some received 
no less than three thousand dollars mileage, in 
coming to, and returning from Washington, while 
that of others did notamaunt toa hundred dollars. 


With regard to the second—itseems 
took occasion to return home to attend to their 


private affairs, and it was proposed not only to 
pay them their eight dollars a day during their 


dollars a | absence, but also their mileage for going and re- 


turning. ` This would be rewarding them, not for 


! attending to their public duties, but for going home 


to attend to their private concerns, and abandon- 


rather upon those who remained at their post than 


i upon those who went away. 


Mr. CROCKETT said, he should oppose both 
amendments, for he thought theusual pay of eight 
It was nonsense to talk 
about its being a sacrifice to come there, for, if it 
was, they would not see so many grasping to be 
members of Congress. He considered eight 
dollars a day a sufficient remuneration for any 
man, let his ousitess be what it may. 
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Mr. FILLMORE opposed the claim for extra 
mileage, and said it was nothing more than a pro- 
tracted session, or an anticipation of the session, 
so far as the committee were concerned, and he 
was willing to give them what the law allowed, 
but no more. % 

Mr. MANN wished to offer a few words of 
explanation. The gentleman from Virginia seemed 
to suppose that Mr. M.’s amendment proposed to 
pay the committee for all the time of the recess; 
this was not the case; it only proposed to give 
them eight dollars a day for the time they were 
actually engaged in the performance of their duty. 
‘He had said that if that should be considered in- 
adequate, and any gentleman moved an addition, 
he would not oppose it, but would accept it as a 
modification. One of Mr. M.’scolleagues proposed 
to give them something for going home to attend 
to—their elections, for we might as well call things 
by their right names. 

Mr. FILLMORE. It proposed to pay them 

` eight dollars a day, including ** a reasonable time 
for their travelling respectively to the seat of Gov- | 
ernment,” and Mr. F. would like to know what 
was meant by ‘‘a reasonable time??? Was it to 
be a day’s pay for every twenty miles?—for that 
was the principle fixed by the law—or how was 
it to be fixed ? It was immaterial what the amount 
was, the principle was the same, and, as he said | 
before, it would be paying them, he would even 
say rewarding them, for going home to attend to 
their private business.’ He was disposed to act 
liberally, and was willing to allow them for the 
whole time from the commencement of their ses- 
sion, until that of Congress, whether they were 
occupied the whole time on the public business or 
not. His honorable colleague asked if Congress 
had not power to pay this extra allowance out of 
its contingent fund. Mr. F. would ask if these 
persons were to be paid as commissioners or as 
members of Congress? If as commissioners, an 
act of appropriation must be passed, if as mem- 
bers of Congress, the existing laws already regu- 
lated and fixed what was to bedone. The case 
of the Bank investigating committee had been 
cited as a precedent, but it was not in point, since 
that committee had to travel out of theirusual route; 
whereas in the case before us the members travelled 
from their residences direct to this city, which they 
must have done if they had not been on the com- 
mittee. Mr. F. declared his intention of opposing 
any proposition for extra allowance. 
Mr. WARDWELL aaid, as this seemed to be 
a New York affair, he would make a few brief 
remarks. The gentleman who spoke last did not 
seem to understand what the law was. If Mr. 
W.’s recollection was correct, it was that no mem- 


the per diem allowance of eight dollars per day, 
which all of the members received. Mr. J. said, 
that it was objected that the per diem allowance 
embraced the whole recess, and was not limited 
to the number of days which the committee had 
been engaged in this city. He understood that 
the duty of the committee was coextensive with 
the Confederacy, and not confined to this ten 
miles square. it extended alike to Maine and St. 
Louis, and beyond; our post officesexisted every- 
where; our mail stages and mail coaches were run- 
ning everywhere, and he supposed that the com- 
mitiee extended toa minute examination of every- 
thing which concerned the department, of matters 
and things in general. The commission was not 
confined to this place, and if the committee had 
performed thisarduous duty, they deserved pay for 
every day of the recess, and he would not suppose 
for a moment that any member of the committee 
had been deficient. He expected that every mem- 
ber of the committee had so devoted his time to 
his duty, wherever he was, that hecould not, and 
did not, attend to any other business. It was an 
interruption of his time, and occupied his mind. 
If this was not the case, he would not be willing 
to give full wages.. He recollected that during 
the last session, a sufficient mass of documents 
had been reported to require two months to ex- 
amine and understand them. This, he understood, 
was performed by the committee—no doubt the 
mass of useless documents would be found to be | 
pretty much like two grains of wheat in a bushel ! 
cf chaff—yet they were documents, and required | 
examination, and close examination. He had 

conversed with several members of the committee, | 
and he understood from them that they were fully | 
as much employed during the recess as members | 
of Congress during a session, for which we receive | 
by law, and by the will of our constituents, eight 
dollars per day. Unless, therefore, a better mode | 
of compensation could be devised, he should vote 
for the original proposition; and he wished to give 
so much by the day, and not allow mileage, or go 
into constructive journeys, or the contingent ex- 
penses of the committee. If wedeparted from the 
rule of paying what we all got whiie in session, 
we did not know what we should give, and he 
wished to know precisely the amount given, and 
then there was no deception or uncertainty. 

Mr. J. said he should nottrouble the House any 
longer oa the subject. The whole amount would 
soon be expended in debate. The committee were 
willing to take whatever the House would grant, | 
and he should be contented and satisfied, what- 
| ever it might be; but, for his part, he would vote 
for paying a reasonable compensationto the ser- | 
| vants of the people, if those servants were faithful, 


ber of that Elouse was entitled to any pay unless 
he attended, and if any member went away with- 
out leave, he was also not entitled to pay. Fie 
could claim it only for actual attendance upon the 
duties of the Flouse. Mr. W. said he was op- 
posed to the amendment; not for the reasons as- 
signed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, who 
said that those who came from the greatest dis- 
tance had the advantage. Mr. W. thought other- 
wise, and that those who lived near home had the | 
advantage, for they could have a holiday every 
week, and were not only near enough to give 
prompt orders about their private affairs, but they 
might go home every Saturday night. In this 
case, Mr. W. contended, the House had no power | 
to order the extra mileage, or any more than the | 
lawful eight dollars per diem. Ile even doubted 
whether they had power to pay them as a com- 
mittee, butat all events, he was decidedly opposed | 
to paying them more than that. 

Mr. R. M. JOHNSON said, it was his intention 
to submit a very few remarks tothe House. He 


emphatically, that he was opposed to the practice | 


lately introduced of appointing committees to do || 


in the recess what ought to be done during the | 
session of Congress. 
would hereafter cease. It could not, in his opin- 
ion, be. justified; nor did he think the people 
would sanction it, whenever the subject was in- 
vestigated; but having been driven into the meas- 
ure in self-defence, on account of the committee 
created by the. Senate, it had become our duty to 
fix the rate of compensation to the members, and 


He hoped that the practice banks in the District of Columbia; 


which, in the present instance, he believed to be 
| the case, For his part, he would say, that, while 
he would make any sacrifice for his country, if | 
duty called for it, yet, for money, he would not 
have undertaken and executed what had been 
done by the committee, for double the amount 
; proposed, 

‘The discussion was here arrested by a call, by 
Mr. ASHLEY, for the orders of the day; which 
prevailed—yeas 86, nays 72. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing communications: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, in ! 
answer to a resolution of the 23d ultimo, trans- 
mitting the amount of expenditures heretofore | 
made under certain specific heads, fortifications, | 
internal improvements, light-houses, &c., &c.; | 
laid on the table and ordered to be printed. 


and their compensation; laid’ on the table and 
ordered to be printed. 


A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, | 
covering statements of the situation of the several | 
i of ¢ ; referred to the | 
Committee on the District of Columbia. f 
SENATE BILLS. 
The following bills from the Senate were read | 
twice and committed: 
A bill for the rélief of Absalom Lynch, of Mis- 


A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, i 


4 F f tra itti list of the cl in hi a 
observed, that it was a proper occasion to state, || ¥èrsmitting a list of the cierkg in his department 


_ he was for paying them neither more nor less than 


` 


sissippi; and 


January 17. 


A bill continuing the Office of Commissioner of 
Pensions. 

The bill for the relief of Richard T. Archer waa 
read a third time and passed. 


CLAIM OF RICHARD W. MEADE. 


The House then, on motion of Mr. ARCHER, 
went into committee (Mr. Warp in the chair) 
on the bill for the benefit of the representatives of 
Richard W. Meade, deceased. 

Mr. HARDIN said, in rising to oppose this 
claim, he labored under many embarrassments. 
Among these, the most prominent were its pre- 
sentation by one of the standing committees of the 
House, and that committee distinguished, perhaps 
above others, for the eminent standing and talents 
ofits members. Another source of embarrassment 
might be found in the circumstance that the claim 
involved the essential interests of a widow and 
female orphans. This circumstance had, no doubt, 
operated on the generous feelings of various mem- 
bers; but he contended that in settling down on 
the propriety of allowing this claim, the subject 
must be divested of all such imposing aspects. 
Mr. H. here went into a history of the case under 
consideration. Hesaid Mr. Meade wasa resident 
of the city of Philadelphia until 1804, when he 
emigrated to Spain, and there embarked in very 
extensive commercial transactions, in which he 
was engaged until 1816, when he was thrown into 
prison by the authorities of Spain, and remained in 
durance until May, 1818. He, that year, or the 
year after, arrived in the United States. The 
whole amount of the claim, Mr. H. said, was 
about $491,000, composed of various items, grow- 
ing out of the contracty existing between Mr 
Meade and the Spanish Government; he having 
furnished that Government with flour and rice to 
the amount of $4,629,123, between the years 1809 
and 1814. This vast amount was chiefly for the 
supply of theSpanish army and the English troops 
under the command of Lord Wellington. Indeed, 
it was believed that those powers never could have 
sustained themselves against the forces of Napo- 
leon, had it not been for the supplies furnished by 
Mr. Meade. Mr. H. next adverted to the inves- 
tigation which this claim had received by the board 
of commissioners appointed to settle the claims of 
our citizens against Spain, and the opinion of 
Judge White, one of those commissioners. He 
then proceeded to show, that, according to the 
laws of nations, Mr. Meade having domiciliated 
himself in Spain, could claim no remedy from this 
Government, for the defalcation of Spain. But it 
had been said that by treaty we had given Spain 
a pretext for refusing to liquidate this claim. That 
because, by the treaty securing the cession of 
Florida, we had assumed the payment of five mil- 
lions of dollars of Spanish claims, and paid out 
every dollar of the same, on authenticated claims, 
we were bound to pay this claim also. Mr. H. 
could not subscribe to this doctrine. He pro- 
tested against the principle of making this Gov- 
ernment furnish an indemnity for claims which 
she could not herself recover from the aggreesing 
nation. She did her best to obiain justice for her 
citizens, and this was all thatcould reasonably be 
demanded of her. The proper evidence to sub- 
stanuate this claim had not been produced to the 
commissioners, and they decided (no doubt cor- 
rectly) against it. 

After quoting the opinion of a former Secre- 
tary of State, Mr. H. said, that in seeking this 
claim from the Spanish Government, Mr. Meade 
had said, in a letter to the King, that he was en- 
thusiastic in the cause, for the support of which 
his supplies were furnished. That he had em- 
barked heart and hand in the cause of Spain and 
Wellington against France. And what was the 
result? After the Eagles of France were driven 
from the soil of Spain, those very troops, the 
veterans of Wellington, were sent over here to war 
with us. But he thanked God they met witha 
different reception. They knew not the Amer- 
ican character; and dearly did those very men, sus- 
tained by the supplies of Mr. Meade, pay the price 
of their temerity. And now, forsooth, Mr. M. 


; comes forward and asks us to pay for the flour he 


furnished to Wellington’s army—for feeding the 
enemies of the United States. Mr. H. said, in 


the language of the Secretary, just quoted, he 
thought this claim, of all others, should be the last 
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to be countenanced on that floor. £ 
by moving to strike out the enacting clause of the 
ill. 
? Mr. SUTHERLAND said, some six or seven 
years ago this claim was before the House. He 
then examined it, and was fully convinced that it 
was founded in justice, and advocated it accord- 
ingly. From farther examination he still retained 
the same opmion, and would again support it. 
He remembered, also, that the gentleman from 
Tennessee {Mr. Pork] had opposed the bill on 
the former occasion. Mr. S. said he would briefiy 
remark in relation to one of the arguments of the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Harpty] against 
the American citizenship of Mr. Meade, that this 
point, during the whole discussion, had never 
been questioned. He was the American consul 
at Cadiz; and both Spain and the United States 
had, on all occasions, conceded the fact, that he 
was an American citizen. But Mr. S. said he 
advocated the bill on other ground. It was nota 
bill to direct the payment of the claim. It did not 
even refer it to the adjudication of the Supreme 
Court. No, it was to be placed in the hands of 
your own officer for investigation. It was to be 
sent to the Attorney General, and two auditors 
to be designated by the President. He asked if 
there was a man on that floor who doubted that 
Mr. Meade had a just claim, without reference to 
its amount? He did not believe there was. It 
had not, indeed, heretofore been denied. The 
Government, Mr. S. contended, was solemnly 
bound to permit this examination. He explained 
the reason why the original vouchers were not 
produced to the commissioners, when they were 
investigating these claims. They were not sup- 
posed, at first, to be essential; and when they 
were found to beso, it was too late to procure 
them from Spain in time for the investigation, 
though every exertion was made to do so. And 
because the necessary evidence could not be pro- 
cured in a specific time, did it become the dignity 
and honor of that House to now plead the statute 
of limitation against an honest claim? Mr. S. 
said the present Secretary of State [Mr. Forsyrx] 
was our Minister to Spain at the time the facts in 
question transpired, and was well acquainted with 
all the circumstances invoived. That gentleman, 
while a member of the Senate, had introduced a 
~ bill for the allowance of Mr. Meade’s claim. He 
would present this fact against all the learned 
argument that might be advanced on the subject. 
He asked if gentlemen were afraid to have this 
claim examined by impartial men of their own 
choice? 

After some further energetic remarks, in the 
course of which he adverted to the sufferings of 
Mr. Meade in a Spanish felon’s prison, in which 
he contracted a disease which finally bore him 
from this world to another, Mr. S. reiterated his 
solemn belief that this was a just and honest 
claim. Fle did not pretend to determine what 
should be its precise amount, but appealed to the 
House to suffer that point to be examined. -Let 
us, said he, go into it with clean hands and a pure 
heart, and give to the widow and the orphan their 
just due. : 

Mr. ARCHER next took the floor in favor of 
the bill; and after addressing the House some fif- 
teen minutes, on his motion. the committee rose, 
reported progress, and obtained leave to sit again; 
when, 

On motion of Mr. WARD, 

The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Moypay, January 19, 1835. 

Petitions and memorials, of a private nature, 
were presented by Messrs. KING, of Alabama, 
TYLER, KENT, BLACK, EWING, FRE- | 
LINGHUYSEN, MANGUM, and CALHOUN. | 


He concluded” | 


NGTON, BY BLAIR & RIVES- 
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lishment of a port of entry at Lafayette, on the 
Wabash. 

„Mr. TIPTON, pursuantto notice, and on leave 
given, introduced a bill for the relief of Samuel and 
James Smith; which was read twice and referred. 


RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 


The following resolutions, lying on the table, 
were taken up, considered, and adopted: 

By Mr. TYLER: - | 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolution- | 
ary Claims be instructed to inquire into the pro- | 
priety of allowing to the legal representative of 
Wm. Royall, deceased, interest on the commuta- 
tion pay allowed by an act passed at the last ses- 
sion of Congress. 

Mr. TIPTON: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of | 
placing John Smith#of Indiana, on the roll of 
invalid pensioners, from the date of his first- ap- ! 
plication for a pension, in the year 1817.. i 

The resolution submitted by Mr. BENTON, to 
recommit the report of the Committee on Finance 
relative to the investigation made by the com- 
mittee into the affairs of the Bank of.the United 
States, was taken up, and,on motion of Mr. POIN- 
DEXTER, laid on the table till to-morrow. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GRUNDY, from the Committee on the Post 
Office, to which the same had been referred, re- | 
ported, without amendment, the bill reducing the | 
postage on periodical pamphlets, and to extend 


ment. H 


tee, to which the same had been referred, reported į 
the bill making an appropriation to pay revolu- | 
tionary and other pensioners of the United States, 
without amendment. 

Mr. W. also gave notice that he would move to 
take up the bill to-morrow. 


Mr. BELL, from the Committee on Claims, to 


amendment, the bill for the relief of Henry Awk- 
ward. 

Mr. BELL, from the Judiciary Committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of Joseph Grant; which 
was read the first time, and ordered to a second 
reading. ; 

Mrs TOMLINSON, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to which the bill from the House of Rep- 


| referred, reported the same, without amendment, 
and gave notice that when the bill came up for 
| 


postponement., 
RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED. 
The following resolutions were submitted: ! 
Mr. PORTER: s 


the franking privilege to the Engineer Depart- ;; 


Mr. WEBSTER, from the Judiciary Commit- || 


which the same was referred, reported, without | 


consideration, he would move for its indefinite || 


imported under certain circumstances from the 
operation of the tariff law of 1828 had been re- 
| committed, reported the same with two amend- 
ments. : 

Mr. W. said, that the amendments were, in: 
truth, but one amendment, in his view, and went 
to modify the bill so as to limit its operation to 
such imports as were made prior to the 30th of 
September instead of the 30th December, so as to 
place the act of 1828, in all its sections, upon the 
same footing as it is placed in the first section. 

The bill was then taken up, on motion of Mr. 
WEBSTER, considered as in Committee of the 
| Whole, and ordered to be engrossed for a third 
| reading. 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Judiciary Commit- 
tee, reported a bill to provide for the territorial 
government.of Wisconsin. 

The unfavorable reports of committees upon 
the petitions of Charles Loosan and Simon Power, 
were severally considered and concurred in. 


The following bills were read the third time anå 
assed: PS 
A bill for the relief of William B., Zantzinger; 
A bill for the relief of Tufts and Clark; 
A bill for the relief of Francis Lasalle, and 
| others; 
A bill authorizing the allowance of certain 
charges in the accounts of the American Consul 
; at London; i 
A bill for the relief of Thomas J. Mortee; 
‘A bill for the relief of James Thomas; 
A bill granting a lot of Jand to the borough of 
Mackinaw, for public purposes; and 
A bill for the relief of Hiram A. Hunter. 
The bill to make compensation for French spò- 
| liations, prior to 1800, came up as the speciat 
order, and on motion of Mr. WEBSTER, was 
postponed till to-morrow. i : 


The joint resolution, introduced by Mr. KENT, 


‘| to amend the Constitution of the United States, in 


relation to the veto power, came up-for considera- 
| tion, ag in Committee of the Whole, and : 
On motion of Mr. KENT, was laid on the table: 


The bill granting two per cent. of the proceeds 
of sales of public lands in Alabama, set apart for 
purposes of public improvement, to purposes of 
i education within that State, was taken up for con- 
sideration as in Committee of the Whole. 

A protracted and discursive debate ensued upon 
i this bill, which was participated in more or less 
' by Messrs. MOORE, WEBSTER, POINDEX- 


: e ! TER, FRELINGHUYSEN, and PRENTISS 
resentatives for the relief of Samuel Hunt was |i who supported the bill, and by Messrs. KING, of 


| Georgia, KING, of Alabama, KANE, PORTER, - 
| and BLACK, who opposed it. 

Mr. MOORE explained the principles of the 
bill, the object of which, he said, was to change 
the destination of the proceeds of sales which had 
been set apart for the construction of roads, to 
purposes of education, in Alabama. He com- 


i! mented at length upon the necessity of promoting 


Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 
! Canals be instructed to inquire into the expediency | 
of making an appropriation to repair and complete | 
the road leading from the northern boundary line | 
of Arkansas, by Little Rock and Washington, to | 
i Fulton, on the north bank of Red river. | 
By Mr. TIPTON: $ | 
| Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 
| Canals be instructed to inquire into the expediency : 
| of making an appropriation to repair the military | 
i road leading from Fert Jesup, in Louisiana, to | 
| Fort Towson, in Arkansas. 
By Mr. BENTON 
Resolved, That the r yi 
} fairs inquire into the expediency of appropriating 
‘a suitable sum of money in assisting. the officers 
| and soldiers of the army of the United States, at 
‘the several military posts, to obtain the services 
| of chaplains. 


Committee on Military Af- | 


i 


| 
i 
i 


Mr. TIPTON presented joint resolutions from 
the Legislature of Indiana, relative to the estab- 


ji 


Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on Fi- | 


A T 
‘nance, to which the bill to exempt merchandize | 


il 


and fostering education; that the fund allowed pro- 
posed to be thus applied, amounted now to about 
| $115,000, but that it was not proposed to change 
its destination without the assent of Alabama. 
| Mr. KiNG, of Georgia, thought the bill a most 
| extraordinary one. It proposed, virtually, that 
| the rich and respectable State of Alabama should 
| become a charity scholar to the Government of 
| the Union. This two per cent. fund, he ‘said, 
iwas as much the money of the nation, for the 
; purposes for which it was originally destined, as 
i any other money in the Treasury. The principie 
| of pouring out the money and property of the 
' Union for the exclusive use of the new States 


|| was originally wrong, and became more and more 


| so aè these States continued to progress in wealth 

‘and population. j 

| He thought these nurslings of ours—these minors 
of the Confederacy—had been in the nursery long 

i enough, and he, for one, was disposed to wean 

i them as early as possible, at least he was very much 
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disposed to consider their educationas complete. He 
thought at least their proficiency in some branches 
of science could not be doubted, and notedly in 
the modern science of political economy. If the 
excellence of this science consisted (as he believed 
it did) in securing the greatest possible amount of 
comfort from the smallest possible share of labor, 
all'must admit them perfect in this branch at least. 
He said it was almost amusing to see with what 

“apparent: confidence gentlemen from these rich 
and independentStates would rise and ask for the 
charity of the Government. His friend and name- 
sake from Alabama, he said, rose gravely from his 
seatat the last session, without any suffusion in his 
countenance that he recollected, in open day and 
open Senate, and gave notice that he would intro- 
duce a bill to appropriate, he did not recollect how 
much, land in the States of Alabama and Missis- 
sippi, for what purpose would anybody guess? 
Why, sir, said he, to educate the young ladies 
of these rich and powerful States. Why, sir, 
said Mr. K., the Senator speaks of educating the 
poor in Alabama—there was comparatively none 
there. The southwestern States were blessedly 
inhabited by nabobs and slaves. The slaves were 
not permitted to receive an education, and their 
masters were abundantly able to pay for it. If 
they would propose to take our lands for the edu- 
cation of the really poor of all the States, if there 
were no constitutional objections, he* would seri- 
ously think of the proposition; but to be lavishing 
our gifts on the lords of Alabama, was like the 
cormorant picking up crumbs from the robin, 
they would do him no good, and yet the robin 
might make a meal upon them. Just so he said 
in this case. These two per cents. and odd acres 
of the Government, were of no consequence to our 
rich neighbors, but if properly distributed, the 
benefit of them would be felt. He hopod his 
friends would not mistake the spirit in which he 
had made these remarks, but he wished them to 
understand that he was very serious in his oppo- 
sition to the bill, and when the Senator from Ala- 
bama had made.a direct apology to the Senate for 
introducing such a bill, he should move to lay it 
on the table. 

Mr. WEBSTER said that this fund was a re- 
servation for the purpose of making roads, and 
this was an application to change the fund, and 
apply it to purposes of education, and if the State 
of Alabama preferred it, he saw no reason why 
we should oppose it. 


first, that the schools should be free; that was, 
without charge; and next, that they should be 
common, so as to obviate the distinctions of rich 
and poor among the scholars. He, therefore, sug- 
gested an amendment to the bill, that the fund 


“should be a permanent fund, to establish free | 


common schools,” in conformity with his views 
of the subject. 


Mr. POLNDEXTER expressed himself satisfied 


with the amendment, but thought if it was adopt- | 


ed, individuals who were able to contribute some- 
thing forthe support of schools, might perhaps 
be prevented from doing so. 

Mr. KUNG, of Alabama, was in favor of the 
amendment suggested by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, but he was opposed to the bill. 


He doubted the power of Congress to change the | 
t And the State of Alaba- | 
ma was not willing,so far as he was informed, that | 


destination of the fund. 


it should be changed. He objected to the bill, 
too, that it proposed to repeal the ordinance by 
which Alabama was admitted into the Union. He, 
however, preferred the amendment which went to 
the establishment of free common schools, if the 
bill was to pass. ; 

After some conversation between Messrs. EW- 
ING, MOORE, and KING, the amendment was 
agreed to. 


Mr. POINDEXTER then moved further to | 


amend the amendment, by striking out the second 
section, which repealed the ordinance admitting 


Alabama into the Union; which was agreed to, and | 


the bill was reported to the Senate. 

Mr. KANE then urged as an objection to the 
bill, that the proposition to reserve the two per 
cents. was made by Congress to the convention 
which formed the Constitution of Alabama, and 
the convention aceepted it. If this were so, he 


Mr. W. then erflarged on | 
the subject of education, and suggested that two | 
principles should be incorporated in this bill; | 


pleased. 


considered it-a constitutional provision, which 
Alabama. could not alter. 

Mr. EW ING replied to this objection, that the 
proposition was not a part of the constitution of 
the State, but was part of the ordinance. It was 
not, therefore, a matter of fundamental law, and 
Congress, with the consent of the State, was per- 
fectly competent to change and modify it as they 


After some further remarks, 

Mr. POINDEXTER said that as the other 
House had a biil before them which wassimilar to 
this, he would move to lay the biil on the table, 
with a view of seeing what disposition should be 
made of that bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The bill from the House to authorize the com- 
missioner of Indian affairs at St. Louis to employ 
a clerk, was read the first time. i 


Mr. POINDEXTER moved to reconsider the | 
vote of Friday last, by which the bill for the 
relief of William Graham was indefinitely post- | 
poned. 

Mr. BLACK moved to take up the bill making 
an appropriation to the road from Lyme creek, in 
Alabama, to Chatahoochie, epposite Columbus; 
which was agreed to. 


Mr. BLACK then moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the appropriation was required to be 
taken out of the two per cent. fund, and the bill 
and motion were then laid on the table. 


HEIRS OF MOSES SHEPPERD. 


Mr. CLAY then moved to take up the bill for 
the relief of the heirs and legal representatives of 
Moses Shepperd, deceased. 

The bill was supported by Messrs. SMITH, 
HENDRICKS, LEIGH, and TYLER, and op- 

oe by Messrs. HILL, BLACK, and SHEP- 

EY. 

The question being about to be taken, Mr. 
BLACK moved an adjournment; which was dis- 
agreed to on a division—yeas 15, nays 17. 

The.question being on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed for a third reading, 

Mr. WRIGHT demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered, and are as follows: 

YHAS—Messre. Clay, Clayton, Ewing, Fre- 
linghuysen, Hendricks, Kent, Knight, Leigh, 
Linn, McKean, Moore, Naudain, Poindexter, 
Porter, Prentiss, Robbins, Silsbee, Smith, South- 
ard, Tomlinson, Tyler, Webster—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Black, Brown, | 
Buchanan, Cuthbert, Grundy, Hil, Kane, King 
of Albama, King of Georgia, Mangum, Morris, 
Preston, Robinson, Shepley, Swift, ‘Tipton, Wag- 
gaman, White, Wright—21. 

So the question was decided in the affirmative. 

Mr. CLAY then gave notice that, to-morrow, 
he would move the Senate to go into the consid- 
eration of executive business, and, on his motion, | 

The Senate adjourned. : 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
-Monpay, January 19, 1835. 


Petitions and memorials were presented by— 
Mr. KAVANAGH, of Maine; and 
Mr. EVERETT, of Massachusetts. 


REMOVAL OF THE INDIANS. i 


Mr. EDWARD EVERETT said he had been 
requested to present to the Fouse a memorial from 
a council of Cherokee Indians, held at Running 
Water, in the Cherokee country, in behalf of 
those members of that tribe who were desirous 
of removing from their present location to the 
country west of the Mississippi. The memorial 
had been intrusted to him by a delegation who 
were at this moment in attendance in the House 


in the usual manner of persons who were them- 
selves unable to write. It was accompanied by a |; 
certificate setting forth that it was adopted in open | 
council, and he was satisfactorily inform 


H 
ed, that li 


the memorial was the unaided composition of one 
| of the subscribers, Mr. John Ridge, well known 
| to many members of the House as a highly dis- 
| tinguished individual of the Cherokee tribe. By 
that gentleman, and two of his associates, Mr. E. 
had been personally requested to present the me- 
morial. He should further state, that it was also 
accompanied by a series of resolutions adopted at 
the same council, expressing, in a more precise 
and definite form, the principles set forth, some- 
what at large, in the memorial. 

Mr. E. supposed it. would be in order, and 
indeed it might be expected, that he should ask for 
| the reading of the memorial and accompanying 
resolutions in exlenso, but as all the documents 
were of considerable length, and would occupy too 
much of the time of the House, he would content 
himself, in lieu thereof, with briefly stating their 
' purport and substance. The memorialists set out 
: by stating their undoubted conviction of their right 
to the soil on which they were born, and the injury 
that would be done them by the policy of removing 
them therefrom. Now, without in the least degree 
going into a discussion on this subject, for his 
purpose was very different, he would only say 
that he felt it due to himself to state, that in this 
view he fully concurred with them. They then 
go on to state the astonishing improvements made 
in the arts of civilization in the Cherokee tribes— 
improvements, said Mr. E., known to many 
members of this House, and to none, Mr. Speaker, 
better than to yourself, and which have excited 
the attention of philanthropists both in this coun- 
try and in Europe. The memorialists then state 
their undoubted and sorrowful conviction that in 
| the present state of affairs, it would be impossibie 
i for them to retain their national existence, or to 
carry on their progress in the arts of civilization 
and humanity, and in, consequence of this much 
' to be deplored state of affairs they have been led 
to turn their eyes to the West, to the countries 
now unoccupied, and they desire—and it is the 
object of their memorial to set forth that desire— 
that with the aid and under the protection of the 
United States of America they hope to accomplish 
that object. In considering. this subject, the me- 
morialists state that there are some interesting 
points which, in their opinion, are matters of 
legislation for both Houses of Congress. They 
wish to be furnished with some means to enable 
i them to remove with greater comfort and conve- 
| nience, as some compensation for the many and 
| great sacrifices they must necessarily make in 
giving up and abandoning their lands and im- 
i provements, to be paid to them not here, but on 
their arrival in the region west of the Mississippi. 
t They also think they may reasonably ask for fur- 
i ther legislation on the part of Congress, to ensure 
: to them those civil and political privileges which 
| become the dignity and character of the United 
| States to guaranty to them. It might be thought 
i that some of those objects came more properly 
; within the compass of the treaty-making power, 
! but they had stated,and Mr. E. thought correctly, 
‘ that some of those objects were within the prov- 
ince of Congress. They then go on to set forth, 


i, that in the present disayrous condition of their 


_ bation, it was exceedingly doubtful whether any 
; treaty could be framed that would meet with the 
i unanimous approbation of the members of the 
i iribæ They also doubt whether, in their present 
situation, parties could be found whom this. Gov- 
_ ernment would be disposed to recognise. In this 
i state of thirgs they have thought their only re- 
| scurce would be to lay their real situation before, 
i end to confide in the justice, the clemency, the 
| liberality, and the indulgence of the two Houses 


i of Congress. 


_ Mr. E. regretted to find that there were at this 
time two parties among the Cherokee tribe of 


| Indians, whose views were greatly at variance on 
: the great policy to be pursued; but with those 
| matters he would not presume to interfere, one 


way or the other. He believed this was all he 


had need to say by way of setting forth the object 


and substance of the memorial. 

Before taking his seat, Mr. E. said, he-should 
move the reference of all these papers to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. That committee very 
fairly represented all sides of the House upon this 
great, embarrassing, and delicate question, and he 
did not think it improper to state that the bills 
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that these decuments contained matter of legis- 
lation, as he firmly belicved they did, for these 
claimants, and if they should find that Congress 
can do anytliing, ae he also believed it could 
much, to restore harmony between the parties 
in the Cherokee nation, and to smooth the way 
for those now willing to emigrate—if they can do 
anything to heal the wounds of the Indians, and | 
to quiet their minds on the ground of political, 
social, and civil tibeety, be was sure the House | 
and the country both would sustain the commit. 
tee. i 

Mr. E. certainly never thought, four years ago, | 
that it would fail to his lot to present a memorial | 
to that douse, having for its object to facilitate |) 
the removal cf an Indian tribe from the spot of | 
their birth to the region west of the Mississippi. |. 
As little did it enter bis mind that he should ever |: 


be requested to present such a memorial from the ;! 
Indians themseives, by the delegates and repre- į 
sentatives of a great tribe, fur that purpase. Iti 
bad*been handed to him by three individuals of | 
high standing among their brethren, two of whom 
were well kuown by himself to have been among J: 
the most intelligent and active of their brethren, 
when the great stand was made in favor of what 
was understcod by those on this side of the House 
to be the rights of the Indians, and the duties of 
the United States towards tiem. He believed it |) 
was the lesson of wisdum to yield to the force of 
circumstances, and it was Mr, E.’s conviction, 
aud he believed of those friends who acted with 
him on that occasion, that it has become unavoid- 
ably necessary that the Indians should yield to | 
the necessity of their condition. That opinion 
he had expressed in conjunction with those whose |: 
opmions were of far greater weight and influence : 
tian bis own, even to the Indians themselves, | 
He believed ir would have been better—and he 
mourned it as much as any men could—but he 
believed it would have been better that they should 
have yielded at that time. He now believed it: 
impossible for the Cherokees to enjoy their polit- 
ical, sucial, moral, and religious rights and privi- 
leges, by remaining where they were. He be- 
lieved, moreover, that the longer they stayed, the | 
more they would suffer, and further, that the time ! 
never would come in which they could make bet- f 

| 

H 

f 

i 

} 


| 


ter terms with the Government than at present. 
He was willing and anxious that all that was pos- 
sible should be done to sooth their feelings, and | 
prevent their rights from being infringed upon or |; 
suoverted, and it was in the hope that it was not į; 


| 


too late to effect this, that he had made it his duty, | 
at the request of the memorialists, to present thei 
memorial to the House. If anything could b 
done for their relief, he was sure the House would |: 
do all in its power, and Jet us do ail that we can, f 
said Mr. E., we shall remain greatly the debtors $ 
of this unfortunate people. i 

Mr. E. concluded by moving that the memorial | 
and accompanying papers be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Afairs and printed. 


The reference was made accordingly, and the |. 
motion to print was agreed to: 


PRESENTATION OF PETITIONS——AGAIN. 


Petitions were further presented by— 
Mr. BURGES, of Rhode Island; 
Mr. YOUNG, of Connecticut; 
Messrs. W LIETE, CA MBRELENG, HAZEL- 
TINE, and WARD, of New York. ; 
(Mr. Warp presented the petition of Clinton 
Roosevelt, of the State of New York, wherein he 
sets forth that he has discovered a mode of build- |; 
ing steam vessels of war, which are capable of |! 
approaching an enemy’s vessel of any force, and | 
by means ofa torpedo affixed to the prow pro- | 
jecting under water, to destroy the vessel attacked i 
without endangering the steam battery. Mr. W.| 
stated that the petiuoner had furnished certificates j: 
` from Professors Renwick and Hackley, of New |; 
York, that they have examined the principle on i 
whieh this improvement is founded, and thatit | 
appears to them to be feasible; that they are not |; 
aware of any important practical difficulties which || 
would prevent its beirg carried into effect. if 
The petition and documents were referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs.] 


f 
| 
| 


ii 
i 


[i 


the war of 1812715, 
fja law to discharge them from all alleged liabil- | 


| 
i 
i the probability, had the sureties been apprized of | 
: equitable case for the interposition of Congress ] | 
| 
1 


i CIIAEL, of Maryland: 


i: of Georgia; 
i! SON, of Kentucky; i 
! GORE, VANCE, CRANE, and WHITTLE- 


‘at Port Clinton, avd a third for a mail route from | 


| of the Leavenworth and Bloomington Railroad |} 


: road from St. Francisville, in Louisiana, to Wood- ; 1 
ville, in X n | White, Conway Oldham, Daniel Richmond, David 


| Public Lands. 


‘and S. E. Goddard, Secretary, of a meeting of the |! 
i settlers on the public lands, praying Congress to 


| emption right to enter a quarter section of land at || 


Messrs, WAGENER, BINNEY, BANKS 
McKENNAN, DENNY, and STEWART, of 
Pennsylvania; : 


Brown, and Jacob Boyer, administrator of Jacob } 


collector of direct taxes and internal duties during 


f 
i 
i 
rt e | 
William Brown, administrator of General Robert | 
i 
| 
praying for a passage of || 
ii 
ities under the said bonde. The purport of the |; 
petition is, that Nicholas Kern, during the late |! 


war, was appointed collector of direct taxes and | 


not seitled until the year 1826, when it appeared |: 
he was a defaulter. Under a warrant from the | 
Fifth Auditor he was committed to jail, and was |} 


|: discharged by order of the President of the United | 


States. Suits have now been instituted against |} 
the surviving sureties and the representatives of || 
those deceased. From the evident gross neglect || 
of the officers of Government in permitting his 
accounts to be unsettled for ten years and upwards, 


and no notices given to the sureties of tne debt, and |! 


the delinquency in a reasonable time, much, if not | 
all, might have been recovered, presetits a strong 


| 
{ 
| 
| 
| 
| 
Mr. MILLIGAN, of Delaware; | 
Messrs. THOMAS, McKIM, and CARMI- |! 


f 
Messrs. CHINN BEALE, LUCAS, MOORE, || 
FULTON, GORDON, and WISE, of Virginia; | 
Messrs. GRIFFIN and FELDER, of South |: 
Carolina; if 
i 


Messrs. SCHLEY, GILMER, and FOSTER, |: 
Messrs. MARSHALL; ALLAN, and JOHN- |! 
Messrs. THOMSON, PATTERSON, KIL- | 

| 


SEY, of Ohio; i 

(Mr. Parrerson presented three petitions from || 
the citizens of the State of Ohio, one for the im- j 
provement of the harbor at the mouth of Vermil- | 
ion river, one for the improvement of the harbor |! 


Perrysburgh, in Wood county, to Melmore, in 

Seneca county.] | 
Messrs. McCARTY, HANNEGAN, and | 

KINNARD, of Indiana; i 
{Mr. Kinwarp presented the petition and report | 


Company, in the State of Indiana.} 

{Mr. McCarry presented the petition ef sundry |) 
citizens of Henry county, Indiana, for a post |} 
route from Knightstown to Pendleton, which, on || 
his motion, was referred to the Committee on the || 
Post Office and Post Roads.] 


a 
Mr. PLUMMER, of Mississippi. Ji 
| 


| 

| 

| 

i 

i 

| 

| 

i 

| 

H 
[Mr. Prummer presented a memorial of the H 
president and directors of the West Feliciana || 
Railroad Company, asking the grant of a town- |; 
ship of land to aid them in the construction of a i 
| 

i 

| 

j 

| 

| 

| 

| 

| 

f 


ville, in Mississippi, referted to the Committee on |; 


A petition, signed by William Rupe, President, | 


extend the provisions of the preémption act of 
June 19:h, 1834, to all actual settlers prior to the 
first of January, 1835; referred to the Committee 
on Pablic Lands. , | 

The petition of John Tucker, praying for a pre- |; 


the minimum price of $1 25 per acre; referred to | 
the Committee on Publie Lands. : | 
The petition of Edward Mitchell, praying for a | 
grant of land as a remuneration for services ren- | 
dered by his wife, in 1910, in the employ of the | 
i 

H 

i 

| 


Governinent, in teaching the art of spinning and 
weaving among the Choctaw Indians; referred to | 
the Committee on Pubiie Lands. o 
Oa motion of Mr. PLUMNER, the petition of | 
Benjamin Roach, And accompanying documents, f 
presented at the last session of Congress, praying || 
permission to relinquish certain lands and locate |; 


| others in lieu thereof, were referred: to the Com- 


mittee on Pablic Lands. : ; 
Mr. Pruner also presented ‘additional testi- 
mony in support of the petition. 

, On motion of Mr. Plummer, the following peti- 
tions, memorials, and claims, heretofore presented 
to the House, were again referred: no 

The petition of William L. S. Deming, to the 
Committee of Claims; ; 

The petition of the heirs of Henry King, to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims; . 

The petition of Right Fore, to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions; Bag 

The memorial of the President and Trustees of 


\ p : Mississippi College; 
: internal duties, and the above persons became his | rt 
t: sureties; that the accounts of Nichuias Kern were |: 


i The memorial of the Trustees of Oakland Col- 
ege; 
The claim of Zachariah Dixon; and : 
The claim of Edward Jones, to the Committee 
on Public Lands; ; 
The petition of Joseph W, Hegemen; 
The petition of John K. Goff; 
The petition of the heirs of Colonel John Ellis; 
The petition of Woodson Wreñ; and 
The petition of Silva le Vick, to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims; 
The petition of John H. Horn, to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs.] f 
` Messrs MAY and REYNOLDS, of Illinois. 
[Mr. Reyno.ps presented the case of the own- 
ers of lots in the village of Peoria, in the State of 
Illinois, with accompanying documents from the 
honorable the Secretary of the Treasury. Mr. R. 
observed that this village was the first place set- 


| tied in the Illinois country, and that the citizens 
i; had not yet obtained a right to their property in 
i said village. The only request was for a small 


appropriation, to enable the surveyor general to 
survey the lots, whereupon patents would issue. 

He also presented the papers of Captain Stacy 
McDonough, of Illinois, showing that he was 
entitled to a pension for his wounds received in 
the year 1793.] . 
i Messrs. MARDIS and MURPHY, of Ala- 

ama; 

Mr. BULL, of Missouri; and 

Mr. RENCHER, of North Carolina. 

Which petitions and memorials were appropri- 
ately referred. : 

Mr. POPE gave notice that he would, on next 
Wednesday week, move the House to resolve 
itself into a Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, for the purpose of considering. bill 
No ee in relation to the Louisville and Portland 

anal. : 

Mr. CHILTON gave notice that he would, o 
Monday next, move the House to go into com- 
mittee on the bill to extend the provisions of the 
act of 1832, granting pensions to the officers and 
soldiers of the revolution. Mr. C. presented an 


|! amendment to said bill which was ordered to be 


printed. 
RESOLUTIONS. | 
Mr. PLUMMER, by consent, submitted the fol- 
lowing resolutions; which were agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
passing a law authorizing Isaac Richmond, Jonah 


i Clay, Ignatius Bankston, Samuel Hackenbury, 
i Jefferson Clay, George Simmons, Samuel B. Par- 


rish, Thomas C _McMackin, David Mobray, and 


i John Balfour, and others, persons who were enti- 
| tled to preémption rights to eighty acres of land, . 


under the provisions of an act of Congress, passed 
on the 2d day of March, 1833, entitled * an act 
supplementary to the several Jaws for the sale of 
public lands,” and were prevented from making 
their entries under said act, in consequence of a 
decision of the officers of Government against their 
rights, to enter in lieu thereof the same quantity of 
unappropriated land elsewhere, within the same 
land district, at the minimum price of $1 25 per 
acre; and that the accompanying documents. be 
referred to said committee. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency: of 
referring so much of the act entitled “ An act sup- 
plemental to the several laws for the sale of public 
lands,’’ approved April 5th, 1832, as provides 
that ‘f no person shall be permitted to enter more 
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OBE. 


Ahani one half quarter section of land in quarter- 
quarter sections or tracts of forty acres, and in no 
‘ease, unless he intends it for cultivation, or for 
the use of his improvement.” Also, into the 
‘expediency of repealing so much of said act as 
requires the persons applying to make an entry 
under its provisions, to file an affidavit before 
making the entry. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lande 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
granting to the State of Mississippi a quantity of 


land equal to that granted to the other new States || 
of the Union for purposes of internal improve- || 


ment. 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
“and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 


expediency of establishing the following post |j 


routes: From Memphis, in Fennéssee, to Coffee- | 
ville, in Mississippi; from Lagrange or Bolivar, in 
Tennessee, by Point Veto, to Leflore, in Missis- 
sippi; from Tuscumbia, Alabama, to Point Veto, 

` in Mississippi; from Doak’s Stand, by Canton, to 
Clinton, in Mississippi. 

Mr.. MILLIGAN offered the following resolu- 
tion; which, under the rule, lies one day: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be in- 
structed to furnish to this House a copy of Captain 
Delafield’s report on the condition of the harbor 
in the river Delaware, accompanied by an esti- 
mate of the repair and preservation of the same. 

On motion of Mr. BURGES, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be directed to inquire into the expediency and | 
economy of so altering and amending the laws of 
the United states, that thereafter all printing 
whatever, required to be done for the United 
States, in any part of the public service, shall be 
done and performed within the District of Colum- 
bia, and that no such printing shall be done by 
any person or persons who may be concerned in 
any way of emolument with a public journal or 
newspaper. 

On motion of Mr. TURNER, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of providing by law, that in future all 
contracts for carrying the mail shall be specific for 
each route, and that where. the same contractor 
shall. contract for more than one route, each route 
shall be distinctly designated, and the amount of 
compensation for each be distinctly and explicitly 
stated, with the number of miles in each route, 
and by what mode of conveyance the mail is 
transported on each route. 

On motion of Mr. BYNUM, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of making 
the port of Williamston, in the State of North 
Carolina, a‘poit of entry. 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
causes of the freqyent failures in transporting 
the mail between Washington City and New Or- 
leans. 

On motion of Mr. McCARTY, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public 
Lands be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of granting to the State of Indiana, with a view 
to the construction of a railroad or canal in the 
valley of the White Water, such of the public 
lands lying within said State, in the Cincinnati 
‘Jand district, as have been in market for twenty | 
years, with such other grants in the adjoining 
districts, as the. policy of the country and the 
advancement of such improvements may seem to 
said committee reasonable, just, and proper. 

On motion of Mr. EWING, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a post road from New | 
Maysville, to pass thence through Bainbridge, | 
Poplar Spring, Blakesburg, and Russellsville, in 
Putnam county, to Rockville, Parke county, In- 
diana. 

Mr. LYTLE, by consent, submitted the follow- 
ing joint resolution; which was read and ordered 
to asecond reading: 

-Resolved-by ihe Senate and House of Representa- 
tives, That the President of the United States be 
“glithorized to employ Hiram Powers, of Ohio, to 


when Mr. JARVIS moved its engroesment. 
Objection being made, Mr. JARVIS moved a 
suspension of the rule; which was agreed to—-ayes 
130, nees not counted. 
After a short conversation between Messrs. 
I PEARCE and JARVIS, the resolution was read 
a third time and passed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr, FULTON, from the Committee of Claims, 


and committed. 


Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Wil- 
liam O’Neal and Robert pret of Indiana; 
which was read twice, and ordered to be engrossed 
and read the third time to-morrow. 

Mr. CARR, from the same committee, asked to 
be discharged from the further consideration of the 
petition of Eloy Segura and others; which was 
ordered to lie on the table, 

Mr. SUTHERLAND, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported, with an amendment, the bill 
in relation to buoys, light-boats, &c.; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

r. MILLER, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of Benja- 
min Holland; which was read twice and com- 
mitted. 

Mr. HARPER, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill for the relief of Isaac Champ- 
lin and others; which was read twice and com- 
mitted. 

Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported a bill to allow additional compen- 
sation to the district attorney of the United States 
| for the district of South Carolina; which was read 
twice and committed. 


MER, and McINTIRE, each made unfavorable 
reports upon petitions, &c., which had been re 
ferred to their respective committees; which were 


|| laid on the table. 


[On motion of Mr. Kinwarp, the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims was discharged from the 
further consideration of the petition of the heirs of 
Ralph R. Horn; and the same was referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

Mr. K., from the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims, made and unfavorable report on the peti- 
tion of John Coroper, executor of Warren Ash- 
ley.] 

On motion of Mr. POLK, the House proceeded 
to the consideration of the orders of the day and 
| the bills upon the Speaker’s table. 

The following biils from the Senate were read 
a first and second time, and committed: 

A bill for the relief of Thomas J. Mortee; 

A bill to authorize the allowance of certain 
charges in the accounts ofthe American Consul at 
London; 

A bill for the relief of James Thomas; 

A bill granting to the borough of Mackinaw 
certain grounds, for public purposes; 

A bill for the relief of Hiram A. Hunter; and 

A bill for the relief of Andrew Knox. 


An engrossed bill, authorizing the superintend- 
ent of Indian affairs at St. Louis to employ a 
| clerk, was read a third time and passed. 

The House resumed the consideration of the 
bill making appropriations for certain fortifica- 
i tions for the year 1835. 


+ 


reported a bill for the relief of the executor of | 
Charles Wilkins, deceased; which was read twice | 


Mr. CARR, from.the Committee on Private ; 


Messrs. GRENNELL, KINNARD, GIL- 


the billin the House that hehad previously offered 
in the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, to strike out the 12th, 13:h, and 14th lines, 
making an appropriation of $30,000 for the forti- 


| fication on Throg’s Neck, near the city of New 


York. ; 

Mr. PARKER repeated the objections which 
he entertained against the appropriation. He 
wished Congress to examine and understand it, 


ior in the language of the homely adage, ‘look 


before you leap.” Ele read several documents 


relative to the work, which computed its cost at 
$577,000. He thought the great question with 
the House should be, whether the money could 
not be expended to better advantage in other for- 
tifications. He considered all appropriations for 
this object, a waste of the public funds. He 
believed Hellgate to he a better and surer protec- 
tion to the city of New York, from that point of 
the compass, than the fortifications on Throg’s 
Neck could ever be; Mr. P. said he remembered 
that during the Jast war, no one anticipated an 
attack.of the enemy from that quarter. Mer. P. 
concluded by saying that he opposed this appro- 
priation as a friend to the bill, and the general 
system of fortification. He deemed it not only 
useless, but calculated to excite ridicule. 

Mr. MORGAN, of New York, said that the ap- 
propriation for the defence of New York harbor, 
now moved to be strieken out, was certainly not a 
large one. He had not expected, therefore, that 


| any gentlersan would move to have it stricken 


out; least of all had he expected that the gentle- 
man from New Jersey would have made sucha 
motion. The gentleman from New Jersey was 
our neighbor, our next-door neighbor; but it is 
true that he is our neighbor on the safe side. The 
gentleman resides on those pleasant shores of 
New Jersey which form the western boundary of 
New York harbor; and those shores, including the 
gentleman’s residence, are well protected by the 
forts on Staten Island, and the other islands in that 
partof the harbor, But how is it in respect to 
the approach to the city of New York from the 
sea, on the other side; that is, by the arm of the 
sea, called the Sound, or East river? Very differ- 
ent indeed. ‘There is nota gun mounted, nor a 
proper place to mount it on, between the sea, 
and the city, and your navy-yard. On this side, 
the city of New York is now exactly in the con- 
dition that a house would be, the owner of which, 
fearing an enemy, had secured one door with bolts 
and bars, and chains and locks, and entirely for- 


| getting that there was another door to his house, 


had left it open to the assailant. Indeed, the gen- 
tleman who made the motion to strike out, seemed 
to think that the formidable pass, which he called 
Hellgate, would be a suficient defence tous. But, 
sir,even the terror of a name did not exist for cur 
defence; for learned antiquaries and etymologists 
had shown that the name of this pass is Hurl- 
gate—not Hellgate. In the olden time, the 
rocks producing the rapid and roaring currents 
of this pass, were indeed objects of terror to the 
unskilfal navigators of those days. They were 
as terrible to our ancestors as were the Scylla and 
Charybdis of the Italian seas. But Hurlgate and 
Seylla and Charybdis, have been alike stripped 
of their terrors by the skill and enterprise of mod- 
erntimes. Sir, vessels of all sizes may go through 


i this pass with perfect safety. There is not an 


u to be well fortified. 


hour of the day when it is not whitened by innu- 
merable sails: the whole coasting trade, the larg- 
est steam boats are constantly passing through it. 
The first case, I believe, of the passage of a large 
ship through Hurlgate, occurred during the revo- 
lutionary war. A Briush fitty gun ship, com- 
manded by a namesake of the honorable gentle- 
man from New Jersey, the gallant Parker, pursued 
by a French squadron, was carried by him safely 
through this pass. During the last war between 
England and France, two French ships of the line, 
the Dido and the Cyane, passed it, to avoid a 
British squadron at Sandy Hook. In the late war,” 
our own frigates of the largest class went through 
it; the President I believe did so—that ship which 
was lost to us by carrying away part of her false 
keel in passing the bar of Sandy Hook, that en- 
trance to New York harbor, which is acknowledged. 
There is not a doubt, Mr. 
Speaker, that the passage of the Sound, the 
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tion. - 
And will this House leave that city exposed to 
this danger by striking out the appropriation? | 
That city, sir, which is one of the greatest com- | 
mercial marts, if not the greatest commercial mart | 
in the world; that city where two-thirds of your | 
revenueure collected, and consequently, two-thirds ; 
of all imports from abroad are received; thatcity, |! 
which is daily receiving the rich freights of the || 
South, and the innumerable cargoes of the East; | 
that city, into which are pouring every hour of | 
the day, by means of the Hudson, and by the | 
northern and western canals, and by the Ohio ` 
canals, and the great lakes, the vast productions |! 
of the North and of the West. All these, sir, are | 
constantly accumulating in this great market. And | 
to whom do they belong? Not to New York city | 
alone, but to the planter of the South, the farmer | 
and manufacturer of the East, and of the North, | 
and of the West. And is it not the interest of the | 
nation, and the duty of this House, to protect |! 
their property? But there is a more solemn daty | 
than this imposed upon this House. The city of | 
New York contains nearly three hundred thousand | 
people. If there be any use in fortifications at | 
all; if the men of this city are to have’anything |; 
more than their naked breasts to present to an |! 
eremy, come with what force, and in what man- | 
ner-he may, then have they a right to expect of |! 
you the defence of their wives, their children, and | 
their firesides, by this appropriation; and they do 
expect it. 
Mr, FERRIS followed on the same side of the 
question, and dwelt at considerable length on the 
reponderating commercial consequence of New 
ork, the great proportion of revenue which she 
yields to the General Government, and,the justice | 
of that Government securing to her an efficient | 
protection from foreign aggression. Mr. F. went i 
into an examination and review of the objections | 
advanced by the gentleman from New Jersey | 
{Mr. Parxer] to the appropriation, in the course || 
of which he referred to various documents and | 
reports from the departments of the Government. 
He referred to the landing of General Howe and 
the British army under his command on this point 
during the war of the Revolution, and glanced at |; 
some of the historical facts connected with that i| 
period. Hesaid New York had contributed largely l 
and liberally to her own defence, and the question || 
for the House was, whether this three hundred |} 
thousand of our people were entitled to this small | 
appropriation in aid of their common defence. ii 
Mr. POLK said he rose simply to repeat the | 
facts under which this appropriation was placed in || 
the bill. On a former occasion he had opposed an 
appropriation for this work. But then the ELouse | 
solemnly determined to proceed with the work. | 
it was now inserted according to the estimate of | 
the department, and the question seemed to be 
whether this appropriation should be made or the | 
money already expended on the work be thrown 
to the winds. Mr. P. addressed some further 
explanatory remarks on the object of the appro- 
priation, and ; 
Mr. FERRIS supplied some omissions which | 
he had made in his topographical description of | 
the assailable points of the city and vicinity of || 
New York. ` f 
Mr. BATES said he recollected that the other | 
day, when the proposition was made by his col- | 
‘league [Mr. E. Everett] for an appropriation for | 
Fort Independence, in Boston harbor, it met with 
opposition from a quarter where it was least ex- | 
pected. The amount of United States shipping 
and property in that harbor could not secure that 
appropriation, Now, (said Mr. B.,) Iam in favor 
of this appropriation, which is precisely analo- 
gous to that proposed for Fort Independence; and 
in order to’ show the consistency of gentlemen 
on the question, he would ask for the yeas and i| 
nays. 
They were ordered. : | 
Mr. TRUMBULL spoke against the amend- j; 
mentand in favor of retaining the appropriation In 
the bill. Hereferred to the remark of the gentle- 
man from New Jersey [Mr. Parker] in relation to 
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i; that, at certain periods of the tide, 


the protection afforded by the danger of navigating 
the Fiurlgate. That eeenaa “must be aware 
that place was 
perfectly safe and harmless in navigation. It was 
navigated daily by vessels bearing the commerce 
of his own State, (Connecticut,) and steamboats 
to and from the city of New York. He thought 
the fortification highly essential to his own con- 
stituents, as well as to the citizens of New York, 
and others, 

Mr. PARKER explained. He had not denied 
that, at a certain state of the wind and tide, this 
place could be passed. j 


Mr. CAMBRELENG alluded to the remark of |i 


the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Baves,] 
who had demanded the yeas and nays iri order to 
convict members of inconsistency. Mr. C. said 
there was an appropriation already passed in the 
bill, for the benefit of Boston harbor, precisely 
analogous to this one. That proposed for the 
reconstruction of Fort Independence could not 
properly be so considered. 

Mr. BATES said, the only difference was, that 


ii one appropriation was contained in the bill as 


reported, and the other was not. : 

Mr. EVERETT, of Massachusetts, addressed 
the House for a few minutes in explanation of his 
views of these appropriations. 

Mr. WARDWELL said, it seemed the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, [Mr. Bares,} had de- 
manded the yeas and nays in order to test the 
votes of the New York delegation. „He did not 
regret this. He was free to confess that he voted 
against the proposition to rebuild Fort Independ- 
ence because it had not come to the House rec- 
ommended by the proper committee, With regard 
to the appropriation under discugsion, it was not 
a matter of any peculiar personal interest to him- 
selfor his immediate constituents, as he came from 
the interior of the State. The subject, however, 
he was aware, was vitally important to the com- 
merce of Massachusetts and Connecticut—much 
more so than to the people of New York. 

Mr. FERRIS rose to make a further reference 
to P repor of the Board of Engineers, which he 
read. 

Mr. EVERETT, of Massachusetts, said he per- 
fectly coincided with the gentleman from New 
York, (Mr. WaroweLL,] as to the importance of 
this work to his constituents, as well as to others; 
and he assured him that he should take pleasure 
in recording his vote in favor of the appropriation. 
He was not sorry the yeas and nays had been 
demanded. But the gentleman had said the 
appropriation for Fort Independence, in Boston 
harbor, had not been recommended by a proper 
committee.. He would ask what committee could 
be more appropriate for a military work than that 
on military affairs? They had recommended it; 
but it would be impossible to procure justice on 
this point, until Congress should determine to pay 
some respect to the recommendations of the ergi- 
neers employed by the Government. 

Mr. DICKINSON said, at the last session of 
Congress there were some principles laid down 
by it, which he would now gladly see acted upon; 
one of which was to build no more forts until 
those which are already built and decaying were 
armed. He said while there was a speck of war 
discernible in our political horizon, he thought it 
would better become the nation to look to her 
immediate and important points of defence, and 
equip her forts already erected, than to attempt 
new ones. He would choose, too, to see both our 
Army and Navy composed of American citizens, 
which was far from being the case at present, par- 
ticularly the latter, as he was credibly informed 
that feom a boatswain downwards our Navy con- 
sisted of three Englishmen to one native-born cit- 
izen! He hoped the House would sustain itself 
in its former principles by rejecting not only this 
appropriation, but that for Boston also. 

Mr. WARD, of New York, said he should de- 
tain the House with only a few observations upon 
the amendment under consideration. He would 
not have said a word on the subject, but for the 
remarks of the honorable gentleman from Mas- 


| gachusetts, [Mr. Bares,} which he considered as 


rather invidious towards the New York delegation. 
That honorable gentleman had called for the 
yeas and nays on the question, for the purpose, he 
said, of showing the consistency of gentlemen on 
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; Mr. W. said he would take - 
this occasion to declare that he would vote for no 
appropriation the sole object of which was merely 
to benefit a State by the expenditure of public 
money within its limits, and he-had no doubt that 
every member of the House would join him ini thè 
declaration. The decision of this question, there- 
fore, would not be governed by any such policy, 
The expenditure of $30,000, whichis the whole 
sum proposed in the State of New York, was not 
an object, in that point of view, worthy of the 
slightest consideration. THe believed that the corn- 
pletion of the fort at Throg’s neck was essential 
to the deience of a city which was the acknowl: 
edged commercial emporium of our country, and 
for that reason alone, he should vote against the 
motion to strike out this appropriation. = 

The honorable gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Dickinson] seemed to think that we should go on: 
to complete the works already commenced before 
we begin any others, and that we should rely for 
our own defence from foreign aggression, not upon 
fortresses, but the stout hearts and strong arms of 
i our citizens. Mr. W. differed with his honora- 
ble friend. He considered, he said, that. men of 
the strongest nerves, sometimes, and under certain 
circumstances, required a shelter from the enemy. 
It was, he thought, undisputed, that skilful and 
scientific fortifications were one of the cheapest, ag 
well as most efficient modes of defence. By a 
proper system of fortifications, our cities and hár- 
bors would be defended at a less expense, both of 
life and treasure, than by the bare exposure to the 
enemy of the freeman’s breast. ` Thé fort on 
Throg’s Neck was not a new work, asthe honora-* 
blegentleman supposed. It hadalready béen com- 
menced, and it belonged to the plan of fortifica- 
tions recommended under a former Administration, 
for the defence of our commercial cities, by & dis- 
tinguished individual, now a member of the other 
branch of our national Legislature, and then at 
the head of the War Department, (Mr. Catuoun,] 
a plan which that gentleman and his friends have 
great reason to be proud of, and which, if ever 
carried into full effect; would secure our widely 
extended country from the insults and assaults of 
any foreign force. All that was left for Congress 
to do was to carry out the nòble system which had 
already been begun, and ina few years our cities 
and harbors, with the vast amount of property 
always collected in them, in the security of which 
the citizens of every part of ourcountry are deeply 
and directly interested, will be placed beyond the 
, reach of danger from foreign hostility; whereas a 
neglect of these defences would invite and facilitate 
aggression. 

It was said that we required, no forts for our 
security. To this remark he would barely reply - 
| that it would be difficult to satisfy the enlightened 
representatives of a great and free people at this 
day, that we could, with safety, dispense with 
these mesns of national defence. He would not 
| now enter into a discussion of the general quès- 
tion, whether fortifications were necessary to na- 
| tional defence, for it was sufficient to say that, 
from the earliest period of which we have any 
i record down to the present time, all civilized na- 


i tions have relied upon them in a great measure 
| for their security from invasion and assault. He 
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adverted.to the gallant and successful defence made 
by our brave toops, under the command of Colo- 
nel, afterwards General Hamilton, at Mud Fort, 


in the Delaware, during the revolutionary war, as || 


an illustration of the advantage of such works. 
The advance of the British armament was impeded 
by that, fort for a great length of time, thereby 
affording our army an opportunity to take up a 
secure position near the city of Philadelphia, 
which afterwards fell into the hands of the enemy. 

If the works on Throg’s Neck, which had been 
commenced, should be now abandoned, all the 
money which had been expended there would be 
a total loss to the country. As a proof of the 
importance of this position to the security of New 
York, it had been stated, and, to his own knowl- 
edge, stated correctly, by his colleague, [Mr. 
Jarvis,] that General Howe selected this very 
point as the place for debarking the British army 
during. the war of the Revolution, with the view 
of. dislodging the American army from the city 
and island of New York. During the whole of 
that war it was considered as one of the most 
important, and one of the most assailable positions 
in the vicinity of New York; and such, he had no 
doubt, would again be the case in the event of 
another war. He, therefore, hoped the House 
would not strike out the appropriation, and more 
especially since it had undergone the scrutiny and 
received thesanction of the Committee of Waysand 
Means, to which the subject properly belonged. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, said, if this was 
an original proposition he should have no hesita- 
tion whatever in voting against it, but ag it then 
stood, the case was different. Some gentlemen 
had made it a local matter, for the exclusive benefit 
of the city of New York, but the fact was, that 
Throg’s Neck was situated at a distance of about 
twelve miles from that city, on Long Island. 
Mbreover, in General Bernard’s report, this place 
is made an object of especial attention, and was 
among the plans recommended by him in 1825, as 
worthy. of being put in a situation of defence. 
Mr. M. said he should vote for no new works till 
those already in existence were fully armed. 
They had been told that the fortifications of Boston 
and Baltimore were not furnished with a single gun, 
and he thought it time for the House to turn its 
attention to armaments, and not to the erection of 
new works, 

Mr. HEATH, of Maryland, also spoke in favor 
of the appropriation, He hoped the New York 


delegation would also show a liberal disposition | 


towards important appropriations for the defence 
of the smaller States. We were one people—our 
interests were all essentially combined, and we 
should act as a band of brothers for the true in- 
-terests of all, He hoped the appropriation would 
be retained. i 
The question was then taken on striking out the 
appropriation by yeas and nays, and decided in the 
negative, as follows: Yeas 87, nays 114.- 


The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for a | 


third reading to-morrow, without amendment. 
. On motion of Mr. EVERETT, of Massachu- 
setts, - 
The House adjourned. 
IN SENATE. 
Tussbay, January 20, 1835. 
Petitions and memorials were presented by— 


Messrs, PRENTISS, HENDRICKS, POR- j 
TER,PRESTON, TIPTON, KING, of Alabama, || 


BROWN, and WEBSTER. 


Mr. HENDRICKS presented a memorial and | 


joint resolutions from the Legislature of Indiana, 
praying for a donation of land, and an appropria- 
tion in aid of completing the Wabash Canal; 
which was referrgd to the Committee on Roads 
and Canals. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 


ate a communication from the Navy Department, | 
transmitting the correspondence with Loami Bald- || 


win, relative to his superintendency of dry docks, 
at Charleston, South Carolina, in pursuance of a 
resolution of the Senate for that purpose. 

On motion of Mr. HILL, the communication 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PRESTON gave notice, that to-morrow he 
would ask leave to introduce a bill to prevent 
frauds and impositions upon the pension laws. 


} 


| the relief of Moses Beard and others. 


| Canals be instructed to inquire into the expediency 


i tered by the State of Indiana, to construct roads 


: referred. 


Mr. KiNG, of Alabama, gave notice, that to- |; 
morrow he would ask leave to introduce a bill for || 


Mr. TIPTON, from the Commitiee on Claims, ; 
reported a bill for the relief of Joseph Hardy; ; 
which was read the first time, and- ordered to a 
second reading. H 

Mr. LINN, from the Committee on Private | 
Land Claims, to which the same was referred, 
reported a bill confirming claims to land in Mis- || 
souri, and for other purposes, with an amendment. |; 

Mr. POINDEXTER, fröm the Committee on 
Public Lands, to which a resolution on the sab- 
ject was referred, reported a bill authorizing the || 
investment of the two per cents. of Mississippi, | 
reserved for making roads, in certain bank stocks; 
which was read the first time, and ordered toa 
second reading. 


The following resolutions, lying on the table, 
were taken up, considered, and adopted: 

By Mr. PORTER: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of making an appropriation to repairand complete į 
.the road leading from the northern boundary line |: 
of Arkansas, by Little Rock and Washington, to i 
Fulton, on the north bank of Red river. 


| 
By Mr. TIPTON: i 


Resolved, ‘hat the Committee on Roads and || 


i 


| 


{ 


i 
j: 
|! 
li 


| Canals be instructed to inquire into the expediency |! 


of making an appropriation to repair the military |! 


road leading from Fort Jesup, in Louisiana, to | 
Fort Towson, in Arkansas. gi 


By Mr. BENTON: | 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Af- |; 
fairs inquire into the expediency of appropriating || 
a suitable sum of money in assisting the officers j 
and soldiers of the army of the United States, at 
the several military posts, to obtain the services of 
chaplains. 

The following resolutions were submitted: 

By Mr. WAGGAMAN: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of constructing, at the national expense, a railroad 
from Jacksonville, on the St. John’s river, to the | 
mouth of Suwanee river, at its entrance into | 
Vacasausa bay, on the side of the Gulf of Mexico, | 
or to such other convenient point on said river as 
may be judged most expedient. 

By Mr. HENDRICKS: | 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and | 


of authorizing the several railroad companies char- | 
from the Ohio river into the interior of the State, | 
to use the timber of the public lands in the con- 
struction of their respective works; and also, to 
inquire into the expediency of making grants of 
the public land for the location of such roads, and 
to aid the companies in making them wherever 
the same may pass over any unsold lands of the 
United States. 


The joint resolution from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, directing the Commissioner of Public } 
Buildings to have the statues, executed by Persico, 
and now in the rotundo, placed in the niches in | 
front of the Capitol, for which they were designed, 
was read twice and referred. | 

The bill for the relief of Richard B. Archer was | 
read the first time, considered as in Committee of 
the Whole, and ordered to a second reading. 

The bill from the House of Representatives 
authorizing the superintendent of Indian affairs at 
St. Louis to employ a clerk, was read twice and | 


| 


The bill for the relief of Charles Lynch; and 

The bill to exempt merchandize imported under 
certain circumstances from the operation of the | 
tarif of 1828, were severally read the third time 
and passed. 

The bill for the relief of the heirs of Moses | 
Shepperd, deceased, came up for a third reading. 

Mr. HILL renewed his opposition to the bill, | 
and submitted a motion, ‘‘ That the bill be recom- | 
mitted , with instructions to specify the several items 
on which allowances shall be made, the amount 
allowed on each item, and the aggregate amount 


| read twice and ordered to be engrossed 


W right—24. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bell, Clay, Clayton, Ewing, 
Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, Kent, Leigh, Moore, 
Naudain, Poindexter, Porter, Prentiss, Robbins, 
Silsbee, Smith, Tom inson, Tyler, Webster—19, 

On motion of Mr. CLAY, the Senate then pro- . 
eeded to the consideration of executive business; 
and after some time spent therein, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Turspay, January 20, 1835. 


Petitions und memorials were presented, on 
leave, by— 

Mr. PEYTON, of Tennessee; 

Mr. GORHAM, of Massachusetts; 

Messrs. CARR and EWING, of Indiana; 

{Mr. Carr presented a memorial and joint reso- 


| lution of the General Assembly of the State of 


Indiana, praying a further donation of the public 
domain, to assistin the completion of the Wabash 
and Erie Canal, and in the construction of such 
other works of internal improvement as will have 
a tendency to open a line of communication be- 
tween the Wabash and Ohio rivers; which, upon 
his motion, were referred to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals, and ordered to be printed.] 

And Mr. GAMBLE, of Georgia; 

Which petitions and memorials were referred. 

Mr. BARRINGER, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of 
James Taylor; which was read twice and com- 
mitted. 

Mr. WARDWELL, from the Committee on 


|| Revolutionary Pensions, reported, without amend- 


ment, the bill from the Senate to continue the 
office of Commissioner of Pensions; which was 
| committed. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported the following bills; which were 
read twice, and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, viz: 

A bill authorizing the construction of a dry 
dock for the naval service. 

And a biil to provide for constructing three 
steam batteries. 

Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, reported, without amendment, the bill from 
the Senate increasing the compensation of the 
marshal of the district of Delaware; which was 
committed, 

Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported, without amendment, the bill from 
the Senate for the relief of Samuel Smith, Lynn 
Magee, and Semoisa, Creek Indians; which was 
committed, 

Mr. CLAY, from the same committee, reported 
a bill to extend the time of issuing scrip certificates 
on United States land warrants; which was read. 

Mr. CLAY asked that the bill might be read a 
second time, with a view to its engrossment. 

After a short discussion of an explanatory’ 
character by Messrs. VINTON, CLAY, R. M. 
JOHNSON, and DENNY, the bill was read a 
second time, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

Mr. CLAY, from the same committee, reported 


ia bill in relation to patents for public lands sold 


by. the United States, or for private land claims 
confirmed; which was read twice and postponed 
for one week. 

Mr. CLAY, from the same committee; reported 
a bill to authorize the city council of St. Augus- 
tine to widen the streets of said city; which was 


on all the items; which amount shall be in full of 
all claims pertaining to the several contracts. ' 


Mr. POPE, from the Committee on Roads and 
Canals, reported an amendment to the bill ‘to , 
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? 


and also an | 
amendment to the bill ** to authorize examinations, | 


` the navigation of certain rivers,” 


surveys, and estimates for ihe improvement o 
ceriain rivers und harbors;’? which amendment 
were ordered to be printed, ~ 

Mr. REYNOLDS, from the Committee on 
Roads and Canais, reported an amendment to the || 
bill to authorize examinations, surveys, and esti- | 
mates for the construction of reads, and for the | 
imprévement of certain rivers; which was ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. REYNOLDS, from the same committe: 
reported, without amendment, the bill from th 
Senate, to improve the navigation of Wabash 
river; which, on motion of Mr. i., was committed 
to a Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. š 

Mr. WILLIAMS, from the Committee on the 
Public Lands, reported, wiih an amendment, th 
bul from the Senate for the relief of Elijah Sim 
mons; which was committed. 

Mr. CHINN moved to take upa bill to organize | ‘Agreed t 
the fire companies of Washington city, and a bill |: Breed £0: : 
to extend the charter of the Fire Insurance Com- || O” the item for the salary of the superintendent 
pany of Alexandria. iF orne southwest Executive Building, and watch- 

Objection being made, ii man, ’ . 

Ma CHINN moved to suspend the rules forthe |), Mr. PARKER moved. to strike out $850 and | 
purpose indicated; which was negatived. | insert $1,200, and explained that a discrepancy 

Messrs. DICKINSON, CHANEY, CASEY, ,, &¥'stee ? ose p 
CLAYTON, FOSTER, GILMER, LAY, and i performing the same or similar duties. . 
MUHLENBERG, each made adverse reports || Mr. t OLK said it was the same as in former | 
upon petitions, &c., which had been referred to | Yeerss but he Baw no-Impropriety in making the 
their respective committees; which were laid on | COMpensation equal. 
the table. The amendment was then agreed to. 

table. F 

Oa motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands | 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency ofii : i 7 | 
providing fire-proof buildings for the surveyor || tional item ‘t for new articles of furniture for the | 

eneral and registers of the land offices of the | Library of Congress, $1,500;” which was agreed 

nited Siates, in the State of Louisiana. i Ba 2 ai. i A 

a the appropriation to pay the expenses of the 
INDIAN RESERVATIONS; re A Lezislative Coucell of Michigan being read— 

On motion of Mr. McCARTY, the following | Mr. POLK moved to insert for the pay and 
resolution, offered by him on the 12th instant, was 
taken up: A x | Michigan, and the officers thereof, and the imei- 

Resolved, That the President of the United States -| dental expenses of an exta session of the said | 
be requested to transmit to this House copies of | Council, held at Detroit, in the year 1834, | 
all letters and correspondence of all Indian agents || ¢4 968 81; which was agreed to. 
and sub-agents, and other persons connected with The item for allowances to the law agent, 
the Indian department, now in the Executive or || assistant counsel, and district attorney, for settling 
War i A Sle ai L me oa of the gomm || private land claims in Florida, being under consid- | 
sioner of the General Lan ce, connected with i| eration 
or relative to the survey, location, sale, and trans- | Mr, "WHITE, the Delegate from . Florida, 
fer of all Indian pees of lands Pinea the yj ‘| moved to strike out ‘‘law agent,” to insert $4,050 

$ to this time; and also, all the orders and ii inst as 55 doaneo visa tt 
E EE Goes the Ecos E T Sine E A col ce ne Teenie 
Sintes through the War Department, or aoea | till the claims had been adjndicated, and. entered 

and Office, or otherwise, in reference to sald sur- || into an explanation of some length in support of 
veys, locations, sales, and transfers of Indian re- i hig proposition. 6 Pp 
serves; together with maps and plots of said sur- i| Mr. POLK said, in reference to this item, infor- 
Maj and of the tracts approved r sonim li mation was asked from the department, and Mr. 
the President under said transfers and sales, |! P, read a letter from the Secretary of the Treas- 
and what remains unappropriated, that-have been || ury of the idth January, setting forth that the 
reported and submitted for his approval, together ! appropriation wes in conformity to an act of Con- 
as peers gue Pee Nee KH of 1828. Mr. P. also recited the clause of 
r. Vico i t rh y ? H 
which had induced him to offer the resolution; 
when, after a few remarks by Messrs. MILLER 
and CLAY, the latter moved to postpone the 
resolution for one week. in 

Mr. MceCARTY objected to the postponement; 
but the further consideration of the subject was 
here arrested by a call (by Mr. Watmoven) for 
the orders of the day; which prevailed. _ i 

The following bills were read a third time and | 
passed: | 

A bill for the relief of William O’Neal and : 


Agreed to. 
Mr. POLE moved to inzert three items after the 
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Agreed to. : 


` Mr. POLK also moved to strike out $3,000 and 
insert $4,000, for the compensation of the clerks, i 
&c., in the office of the Commissary General of | 
Purchases, and to strike out the appropriation of 
: $700 for the clerk of the purchasing department. 

Agreed to. i 

Mr. POLK then moved to strike out $6,400 for 
the payof temporary clerks in preparing siate- 
ment under resolutious of the Senate of 6.h and | 
30th June, 1834. 


of Congress being read— 


showing that it was less than heretofore. He saw 
no occasion for the reduction of the amount, or 
for adopting the proviso, nor could he perceive 
how it could be done consistently with the public 
interest, at least not until the act referred to had 
been repealed. : 

After some further conversation between Mr. 


lida, the question on the amendment was taken 
and decided in the affirmative—ayes 81, noes not | 
counted. 

On the item for the purchase of law books for 
| the office of the Attorney General, $3,000, 
| Mr. POLK moved to insert $2,000 instead of 
1! $3,000. , 
| Mr. J. Q. ADAMS wished to know at what 
| period the principle for this appropriation was 
i! adopted. . ; 
ii Mr. POLK replied, when Mr. Berrien was 
i 
| 
| 


i 

Robert Morrison; i | 

And a bill making appropriations for fortifica- | 

tions for the year 1835. i f 

On motion of Mr. POLK, the previous orders, 

&c., were postponed for the purpose of going into 
committee on the appropriation bills. 


GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The House then, on motion of Mr. POLK, 
resolved itself into a Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, (Mr. SPEIGHT in the 
chair,) and proceeded to take up and consider— 

The bill (No. 616) making appropriation for the 
zivil and diplomatic expenses of Government, for 
the year 1835 i 


Attorney General, an appropriation of $500 had 
| been made. Mr. P. then sent to the Clerk’s table 
i| a letter from the present Attorney General, setting 
forth that there had been no provision consistent 
i| with the importance of the office, for a Library, 
and that those officers had hitherto been com- 


| existed in the pay fi se | 
i t pay for those persons and others | access. 


On the item for the appropriation for the Library i inserting $2,000 instead of $3,000 was then agreed 


Mr. EDWARD EVERETT moved an addi- || 


| mileage of members of the Legislative Council of || 
| 


that act, and cited the amounts of former years || 


MERCER, Mr. POLK, and WHITE, of Flori- | 


l 


j 
i 
i 
i 
j 


i 
i 
l 


pelled- to resort tothe Library of Congréss, or 
depend upon their private resources.: Mr. -Batler 
had been favored with the use.of Mr. Taney’s 
private library, of which he would soon neces- 
sarily be deprived. If Congress wouldmake an 
appropriation of three thousand dollars, it would 
hereafter oniy require three or four: handred 
dollars -annually-to supply the necessary new 
publications. : 

Mr. J.Q. ADAMS was unsatisfied, for he could 


see no reason why the Attorney General: should 


| be furnished with a library at the expense of the 


country. Mr. A. moved to strike out the whole 
clause. 
_ Mr. FOSTER thought, on the contrary, that a 
library in the office of the Attorney General was 
indispensable, and should be furnished at the public 
expense. Mr. F. advocated the propriety of the 
appropriation with some energy, and said, he 
thought it the most reasonable application ever 
made to that House. i 

Mr. D. J. PEARCE opposed the item and said, 
without some better cause than had been assigned, 
he saw no valid reason why the appropriation 
should be made. A considerable amount of the 
sum assigned for the purchase of books for the 
library of Congress was always expended in the 
purchase of books for the department of law, to 
which the Attorney General had at all times ready 


Mr. POLK further explained. 

The question was then taken on Mr. J. Q. 
Avams’s motion to strike out the whole clause; 
which was negatived: Ayes 53, noes 72, 

Mr. POLK’S motion to amend the clause by 


to without a division. 
On the clause for compensation to the district 
attorneys and marshals being read, 


Mr. FOSTER moved an additional item for ` 


compensation to the district attorney of South 


'| Carolina, and for the marshal of Delaware. 


Mr. POLK inquired if this was in pursuance 
of any law. ; 

Mr. FOSTER replied in the negative, but ad- 
vocated the expediency of the appropriation. 

Mr. POLK thought it could only be done under 
a special act, and suggested to Mr. Foster to 
withdraw his amendment, and a special bill might 
be introduced to meet the object. 

Mr. FOSTER then withdrew his amendment 
and the clause, as it stood, was adopted. 

On the following item being read, appropriating 
$300,600, for defraying the expenses of the Su- 
preme, circuit, and district courts of the United 
States, &e., : 

Mr. PARKER inquired how it was that this 
amount had increased from: the amount of last 
year, which was then $260,000. 

Mr. POLK said the increase of this item did not 
escape the attention of the committee, who had 
made the necessary inquiry of the Treasury De- 
partment, and it was founded on estimates which 
had been furnished by the marshals of the several 
States. Mr. P. then’ sent to the Clerk’s table a 
table of the various items, which was read, and 
the clause was agreed to. 

The clause ‘‘ to make good a deficiency in the 
funds for the relief of sick and disabled seamen, 
&c., $25,000”? having been read, 
` Mr. J. Q. ADAMS asked how this deficiency 
had been created. 

Mr. POLK explained and produced a document 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, setting forth 
that the deficiency actually existed from an excess 
of expenditure. 

Mr. J. Q. ADAMS said, though he should not 
move to strike out the clause, he deemed it a very 


$ 


| improper one, since it led to the expenditure of 


money without the authority of law. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said, the expenditure 
was necessarily a fluctuating one. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts was in error about the law; 


| seamen abroad who became disabled must, by 
law, be sent home by consuls, and thus the actual 


amount could not be anticipated. 

The conversation then dropped. 

Mr. REYNOLDS moved to amend the clause 
providing for the survey of the public lands, by 
adding for ‘‘surveying lots in Peoria, Ilinois, 
$500.” pe 

Mr. R. said, he had made inquiry at the Treas- 
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ary Department, and found that no provision had | 
been made for this object. a 

The amendment was negatived without a divis- 
ion. : 
The clauses for salaries of foreign Ministers | 
and chargés d’affaires then came under consider- 
auon. 

Mr. J. Q. ADAMS asked, why it was that an 
appropriauon was inserted for a chargé d’affaires 
to. Buenos Ayres? There was no such officer 
there: Mr. A. said, he had last year made a mo- 
tion to strike out this item, on the ground that 
there not only was no such minister there, but 
under the then existing circumstances, he thought 
it highly improper that there should be. But 
that appropriation was passed; and if it had not 
been diverted to some other purpose, he again 
asked why this was inserted in the bill? Mr. A. 
also alluded to the outfit appropriated last year | 
for a minister to London, where no minister had ! 
resided. 

Mr. POLK said, in relation to the $9,000 appro- | 
priated last year for a minister to England, he | 
would send to the table of the Clerk a letter from | 
the Secretary of the Treasury, which accounted 
for the expenditure of $6,682 50, for the pay of a 
chargé d’affaires at that Court, leaving a balance 
of $2,317 50, which was paid over to the surplus 
fund. With regard to the mission to Buenos 
Ayres, he had sought no information on the sub- 
ject from the department, and had, therefore, 
received none. 

Mr. ADAMS said the explanation was not sat- 
isfactory. He wished the House distinctly to 
know what they appropriated money for, and : 
how it was expended. 

: Mr. CAMBRELENG said, if the facts were as 

stated by the gentleman from Massachusetts, it 

ought to, be stricken out; but he hoped the gen- | 
tleman would permit it to go to the House, and 

there act upon it. 

Mr. ARCHER agreed with the gentleman from 
Massachusetts in the propriety of striking out this | 
appropriation. We had a right to suppose the 
money to be then in the Treasury: as the appro- 
priation had been made, the departinent had no 
right to divert it to another purpose. If such had 
been done, it was time to mark it with a distinct 
brand of reprobation. 

Mr. POLK begged to inquire of the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Axcuer] if it was within his 
own knowledge that the money appropriated for 
this object had been expended in some “other 
foreign mission? 

Mr. ARCHER intimated that the question 
should be addressed not to him, but to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts. f 

Mr. POLK then begged to inquire of that gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. JOHN QUINCY ADAMS then said he 
inferred as much, because it had not been expended 
in the manner and for the object directed by Con- | 
gress., | 

Mr. POLK then said it was an inference, and i 
an inference drawn without facts. The gentlemen 
were not authorized to draw a conclusion either 
that the money has been, or that it would be, 
expended in any object other than that for which 
it was intended. Mr. P. begged for leave to differ | 
with the distinguished gentleman from Massa- | 
chusetts-—distinguished in his acquirementa in | 
foreign diplomacy; that the appropriation for the 
mission to Eogland had been diverted from its | 
purpose. We had a minister in Great Britain of 
the second grade, who was entitled to half the 
salary given to one of the first grade. Congress 
had made an appropriation for a minister of the 
latter grade; and from circumstances which needed 
not then to be adverted to, the Government could 
not pay a full minister; but did it follow that we 
were to be unrepresented? Mr. P. made some 
further explanation on this point. With regard 
to the item for the chargé at Buenos Ayres, he 
would only remark, that it was submitted among 
the regular annual estimates, furnished by the | 
head of the department; and after the very elab- | 
orate discussion of last year, he had not sup- 
posed the question would have been again re- | 
agitated, : í 

Mr. P. concluded by saying, that if no good 
reason could be assigned why the item should be 


f 
j 
! 


|! then settled down to New Granada, and he wanted 


stricken out, he hoped the committee would suffer 


| far more important than to any one of the three 


it to remain as it stood. He would pledge himself | 


that if additional information should be required, 
he would, when the, bil came into the House, 
endeavor to procureait, 


Mr. ARCHER said if he understood the duty | 
of the Committee of Ways and Means, it was to | 


be prepared to answer all interrogatories on the 
subjects introduced, and recommended by them. 
He asked what had become of the appropriation 


made last year, and he was answered that it was | 
incumbent on the gentleman from Massachusetts to || 
it was known that an appro- | 
priation was made for a minister to Buenos Ayres | 


answer the inquiry. 


last year, and it was not pretended thata Minister 
had been sent there, and he would ask what had 
become of the money? It certainly had not been 
applied to the use for which it was intended, and 
why were they called upon to make itagain? Mr. 
A. was by no means disposed to bring a charge 


of malfeasance upon the Administration since it | 


might be an oversight, but he was not disposed to 
vote an appropriation twice over for the same ob- 
ject. Ele hoped they were not yet limited to such 
subserviency. If the House should blindly vote 
on this item, the organ of the Administration 
would only have to get up in his place, and pro- 
pose any measure, and that would be a sufficient 
reason for its adoption. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG hoped that no portion of 
the House were liable to the charge of subservi- 
ency. A 

Mr. ARCHER disclaimed having made any per- 
sonal or 
House. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG continued. He thought 
the matter before them was one about which 
there ought to be no difference of opinion. It 
was certainly not one worthy of a long debate. 
The gentleman from Massachusetis had reminded 
the committee that a similar appropriation was 
made last year, which still remained in the Treas- 
ury. With that knowledge, it certainly ought not 
to be appropriated again; but it ought not to be 
struck out upon the presamption that the appro- 
priation had been misapplied by the department. 
Whether it was struck out or not,as not imporw- 


tant, as we should have the necessary information | 


before it would be acted on in the House. He 
had hoped the gentleman. from Massachusetts 
would have deferred his motion till that time, but 
it was not material. 

After some further debate, the question was 


taken on the amendment of Mr. J. Q. Anams, to `i 


general allusion to the members of the | 


strike out all that part of the clause relatmg to | 


Buenos Ayres, and agreed to. 

Mr. POLK proposed an additional clause, 
making an appropriation for the outfit of a minis- 
ter to Spain, $9,000. 


He produced a letter from the department, į 


stating that the present minister to Spain had ob- 
tained leave to return home, and would doubiless 
avail himself of the opportunity. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. POLK moved to insert t Portugal” in the 
provision ‘‘for outfits of the chargé d’affaires to 
Prussia and Venezuela,” and instead of nine,” 
insert ‘* thirteen thousand dollars.” 

Mr. J. Q. ADAMS asked whether this appro- 
priation for a mission to Venezuela was nota new 
one. 

Mr. CAMBREL 
was. 

Mr. J. Q. ADAMS said, on a former occasion, 
a debate arose in the Flouse, as to the location or 
existence of the Republic of Colombia. It was 


ENG answered he believed it 


some further information on the subject of this 
Government of Venezuela—whether it was recog- 
nised by the President, or whether it was of suffi- | 
cient importance to command two missions. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said, he shouid leave the 
gentleman from Virginia to adjust the geograph- 
ical question with the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, which had been raised last year, and with 
which he had nothing to do. Butas jit regarded 
the propriety of sending a minister to Venezuela, 
he would state his opinion that in a commercial Í 
view, a chargé d’affaires to that Government was | 


into which Colombia had been divided. He hoped 


j 


the provision would be retained, 
Mr. ARCHER concurred in the opinion of the | 


importance to our commerce than to any other of 
the new South American States. 

The amendment of Mr. POLK was then agreed 
to. 
Mr. SEVIER moved to strike out two thousand 
dollars out of the appropriation for the Territory 
of Arkansas, making it nine instead of ‘eleven 

thousand dollars,” . 

After some conversation between Mesers. SE- . 
VIER and POLK, the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LYON, of Michigan moved an addition=} 
appropriation for the expenses of that government, 
but the motion was lost. 

Mr. PINCKNEY moved to amend the bill by 
making an appropriation of $20,000 for the pur- 
chase of a building+in Charleston, for the use of 
the Federal court, and for a jail. 

Mr. FOSTER said he would merely remark, 
that this subject had been under consideration 
before the Committee on the Judiciary, and was 
there disapproved. 
The question being taken, the amendment was 
ost, 

The bill being laid aside, i 

The committee then, on motion of Mr. FOS- 
TER, took up the bill to make additional com- 
pensation to the district attorney, for the district 
of South Carolina. 

Mr. PINCKNEY moved an amendment, in- 
creasing the pay of the attorney $460 instead of 
$200, as provided by the bill. 

Negatived. 

The bill was then laid aside. 


The committee, on motion of Mr, FOSTER, 
proceeded to consider the bill allowing additional 
salary to the marshal of the district of Delaware; 
after which, 

The committee rose, reported the hills to the 
House, (the former as amended,) when 

The House adjourned. 


. 
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IN SENATE. 
Wennespay, January 21, 1835. 


Mr. TALLMADGE presented the memorial of 
the heirs of Noah Brown and’ others, praying 
remuneration for the depreciation of certain Treas- 
ury notes; which was referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. FRELUNGHU YSEN presented the memo- 
rial of John Ross and other head men of the Cher- 
okee tribe of Indians, residing east of the Missis- 
sippi river. 

Mr. F said that the memorialists stated the 
situation of their uffairs with the State of Georgia 
—that they had now reached that crisis which 
required the interposition of the Government of 
the United States. They proposed to Congress 
t> purchase their territory, and cede the same to 
Georgia, and upon this Government doing so, 
they proposed to submit to the laws of Georgia— 
that they had come to the deliberate determination 
not to remove west of the Mississippi, but intended 


| to remain, and proposed, under suitable guaran- 


tees, to beconie citizens of Georgia, and to be 
entitled to all the privileges, political as well as 
others, to which citizens of that State were enti- 
tled. And thgy proposed to this Government to 
make such -arrangements with Georgia as would 
secure to them these privileges. He moved the 
reference of the memorial to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, and that it be ordered to be printed; 
which was agreed to. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a letter from the War Department, communicating 
the names of the clerks employed in that depart- 
ment for the year 1834, with the compensation 
paid to each. 

Also, another letter from the War Department, 
transmitting a statement of the expences for con- 
tingencies of the Army for the year 1634. ` 

Aiso, another letter from the War Department, 
containing an abstract of all the licenses which 
have been granted to trade with the Indians; which 
communications were severally laid on the table, 
and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. PORTER, from the Committee on Foreign 


Relations, reported a bill for the relief of Mary 
O’Sullivan í : 
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The following resolutions, submitted yesterday, 
were taken up, considered, and agreed to: 

By Mr. WAGGAMAN: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the expediency 


of constructing at the national expense, a railroad J 


from Jacksonville, on the St. Jokn’s river, to the 
mouth of the Suwanee river, at its entrance into 
` Vacasausa bay, onthe side of the Gulf of Mexico, 
or to. such other convenient point on said river as 
may be judged most expedient. 


By Mr. HENDRICKS: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and | 


Canals be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of authorizing the several railroad companies 
chartered by the Siate cf Indiana, to construct 
roads from the Ohi» river into the interior of the 
State, to use the timber of the pablic lands in the 
construction of their respective works; and also, 
to inquire into the expediency of making grants 
of the public land for the location of such roads, 
and to aid the compavies in making them wherever 
the same may pass over any unsold lands of the 
United States. 

The following resolution was submitted by Mr. 
HENDRICKS: 

Resolved, i'nat the Committee on the Jadiciary 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of fix- 
ing by law, the time of commencement and close 


of every succeeding session of Congress. 


The unfavorable report of the Committee on 
Claims upon the petition of Benjamin $. Heard, 
and the unfavorable report of the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims against the claim of the 
heirs of Colonel Harry Dixon, deceased, were 
- severally concurred in. 

The joint resolution from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, directing the Commissioner of Public 
Buildings to have the statues, executed by Persico, 
and now in the Rotundo, placed in the niches in 
front of the Capitol, for which they were designed, 
was read the second time as in Committee of the 
Whole, and ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 

The bill for the relief of Richard P. Archer was 
read the second time and referred. 

The bill authorizing the registers and receivers 
of public moneys to administer oaths, was taken 
up and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. POINDEXTER said, that several weeks 
ago he offered a resolution calling on the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office for copies of the 
oaths which had been prescribed to be taken by 

ersons prior to making entries of public land. 


o answer had yet been received from that office | 
|| leave given, introduced a bill to detect and punish į; 


to this resolution, and none, he presumed, would 
be made to it. This bill was intended to cover a 
palpable violation of public law on the part of the 


‘Treasury Department, and, as he wished an an- |! 


swer to the resolution, he would, with that view, 
move to lay the bill upon the table; which was 
‘agreed to. ` 

The’ bill making an appropriation to improve 
the harbor at or near the mouth of theriver Raisin, 
was considered asin Committee of the Whole, and 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

The bill for the relief of William C. Easton was 
taken up and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

After some remarks by Mr.. TIPTON, in favor 
of the bill, Mr. HILL moved to lay it on the 
table; which was agreed to. . 

The bill for the relief of William Pettiplace and 
others, heirs and legal representatives of Joseph 
White, deceased, was considered asin Committee 
of the Whole, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

The bill for the relief of David Lynch and 
others was taken up for consideration, and : 

On motion of Mr. KING, of Alabama, was laid 
on the table, with a view to allow some further 
examination to be made into its merits. 

Mr. BENTON, from the Military Committee, 
reported a bill for the relief of Colonel John Hudry, 
of New Orleans. 

This report having been made— 

Mr. WAGGAMAN observed that Colonel 
Hudry had last night committed suicide. 

Mr. BENTON expressed his astonishment and 
tegret at so melancholy an occurrence, and took 


the opportunity to say that he was well acquainted 
with Colonel Hudry at New Orleans, where he 
behaved with great gallantry during the late war, 
and sustained great pecuniary sacrifices. He also 
neler that the claim was perfectly correct and 
ust. E 
| Mr. PORTER remarked that a more melan- 
| choly event had rarely occurred within his recol- 
lection. He knew the individual well, and knew 
| him to be a most estimable man, and everything 
that had-been said of him by the gentleman from 
Missouri was well merited. - He did behave him- 
i self most gallantly at New Orleans, both on the 


| 
i 


i 
i 
| 


| 23d of December and the 8th of January, 1815, 
; and expended there in various munitions of war 
|| from ten to fifteen thousand dollars from his pri- 


it 
H 


ii vate purse, for which he had never been com- 
i! pensated. That he came here last winter, press- 
iling his claim, and there was no doubt it would 
i! have been allowed, but he last night put an end to 
|| his existence from utter despair of its recovery, 

|| Mr. BENTON then suggested the propriety of 
‘la recommitment of the bill, with a view to its 
i amendmen}, so as to allow the claim to the heirs 
| and legal representatives of the deceased. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, remarked that he was 
ja member of the Military Committee, and from 
| the examination he had given the claim, he had no 
li doubt of its being correct. But he suggested to 
the gentleman from Missouri, to take up the bill 
| for consideration now, and amend it conformably 
| to his proposition. ; 

| Mr. BENTON acceded to the suggestion, and 
l on his motion, 


The Senate proceeded to consider the bill, which 


H 
j 


j 
i 
i 
i 
| 
f 


| $4,366) to the heirs and legal representatives of 
| Colonel John Hudry. 

The bill, as amended, was then ordered to be 
; engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, pursuant to notice, 


act of 1824, for the relief of the heirs and legal 
{| representatives of John Donalson and Stephen 
Heard; which was read twice and referred. 

Mr. LEIGH, from the Judiciary Committee, 


Sarah Yorke. 

On motion of Mr. MOORE, the Senate resumed 
the consideration of the bill to remove the land 
office in Mississippi, from Clinton to Jackson; 
and the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time. 

Mr. PRESTON gave notice that he would, to- 
| morrow, ask leave to introduce a bill for the relief 
‘| of Thomas Cooper, of South Carolina. 

Mr, PRESTON, pursuant to notice, and on 


frauds and impositions upon the pension laws; 
i! which was read twice and referred. 


| Peter Butcher had been referred, reported the 
| same without amendment, 


i! ‘The bill making compensation for French spoli- 
| ations prior to 1800, came up as the special order, 
i when, 

| On motion of Mr. SHEPLEY, it was postponed 
| till to-morrow. 

The bill to distribute for a limited time the pro- 
ceeds of the sales of the public lands among the 
several States, came up as the special order; and 

On motion of Mr. CLAY, it was postponed to 
this day week. 

The bill graduating the price of the public lands, 
| and providing for the sale of those which have 
| been longest in market, came up as the special 
order; when 

Mr. BENTON moved that the Senate proceed 
| to the consideration of executive business, with a 
view to the despatch of business which remained 
unfinished. 

Mr. CLAYTON remarked that there were 

li several Senators unavoidably absent. 
‘| Mr. CLAY said he was very desirous that the 
|| Senate should engage in executive business; and 
he came to the Senate Chamber to-day for that 
|| purpose, but there were. several Senators absent 
i| who desired to be present at that time. He there- 
|| fore suggested to put it off till to-morrow. 


uo Mr. B 


| 

|| bill for the relief of Bartholomew Butcher and 
$ 
i 


i 
il 


l 
i 


H 
ti 


j was amended so as to make the allowance (about | 


Mr. LINN, from the committee to which the j 


and on leave given, introduced a bill to revive the |j 


made an unfavorable report upon the petition of | 


ł 


ENTON then waived his motion, and‘ 
* ra 


moved to. postpone the bill to Wednesday next; 
which was agreed to. Do 
Several other land. bills lying on.the table were 
postponed to the same day. ae ni 
On motion of Mr. CLAY, the Senate resumed 
the consideration of the bill for the reliëf Of 
Nicholas D. Coleman, and after some remarks 
by Mr. LEIGH and Mr. BLACK in favor, and 
by Mr. CLAY in opposition to the bill, it was 
negatived. i 


The joint resolution, directing the President of 
the United States to cause to bè presented to Cols 
onel Croghan and his under officers, medals, 
struck with suitable devices, as a testimony of 
national gratitude for their deeds of patriotism and 
valor in defence of Fort St. Stephens, being under 
consideration— 

Mr. BIBB gave a brief outline of the history 
and events connected with that brilliant affair, and 
paid a handsome compliment to the officers and 


| soldiers who fought in defence of that fort. 


The resolution was agreed to. 


The following bills were considered. as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time: 

A bill confirming the titles to certain lands in . 
Florida to General Carara; 

A bill authorizing the construction of a railroad 
through the lands of the United States, from Talla» 
hassee to St. Marks, in Florida; \ Lae 

A bill making appropriation for completing cer- 
tain improvements in Florida; ; 

A bill appropriating $20,000 for removing sand- 
bars in the Mississippi river, amended, : 

On motion of Mr. HENDRICKS, by adding a 
clause directing the appropriation to be extended 
under the direction of the Secretary of War. 

A bill providing for the adjustment of certain 
land claims in Louisiana; 

A bill for the relief of Elizabeth Magruder. 


_ The bill, reported by the Committee on Public 
Lands, for the relief of Silas B. Fisher, was, on 
motion of Mr. POINDEXTER, laid on the table. 

And then the Senate adjourned. s 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
W EpNeEsDAY, January 21, 1835. 


Mr. FORESTER, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the heirs 
of Benjamin Gentry; which was read twice and 
committed. ` : f 

Mr. FORESTER, by. consent, submitted the 
following resolution: : 

Resolved, That a select committee, consisting of 
members, be appointed to investigate the 
commutation claims: and seven years’ half-pay 
claims of the widows and orphans of those who 


| died or were killed in the service of the revolu- 


tionary war, as well such commutation and seven 
years’ half-pay claims as have been paid, as those 
which are still unpaid; and the half-pay claims 
authorized to be paid at the Treasury Department 
of the United States, under any act or acts of Con- 
gress providing for the payment of the same, as 
well those that have been paid as those that have 
not, and that said committee be directed to inquire 
into the expediency of passing such laws as may, 
be deemed expedient to prevent frauds against the 
Government and the claimants. 

Mr. MILLER suggested that the adoption of 
the resolution would interfere with an- important 


| bill reported by the Committee on Revolutionary 


Claims, on a branch of the subject embraced in the 


| resolution. 


Mr. FORESTER had no wish to interfere with 
the bill to which reference had been made. His 
main object was to have a full investigation of the 
frauds which were known to exist, and to devise 
some means of preventing others in future, not 
only against the Government, but against indivi- 
dual claimants. 7 

Mr. CHILTON was opposed to the adoption 
of the resolution. The whole subject was before 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims, It would 
bea departure from the parliamentary rule, if not 
a reflection upona standing committee ofthe House 
to aitempt to wrest from it in this way its legit- 


| mate fanctions and duties. 


Mr. VANDERPOEL. agreed with the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, that it was unnecessary to 
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caise a select committee on this subject. Hewas 
willing to vote for a resolution sending the same 
inquiries to. the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims, inasmuch as he doubted whether that 


committee was fairly in possession of the whole j 


subject embraced in the present resolution.. He 
referred to.the practices resorted to by specula- 
tors,.in order to defraud’ honest claimants of their 
rights, and was willing to aid in preventing those 
fraudulent practices. He was, however, opposed 
to raising a special committee, and preferred that 
the subject should bè sent to the Committee on 
‘Revolutionary Claims. He concluded by moving 
to lay the resolution on the table; but withdrew 
the motion at the request of 
Mr. BAYLIES, who remarked that as a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Revolutionary Claims, he 
did not view the resolution asa reflection upon the 
committee to which he belonged. He referred to 
the objects contemplated by the resolution, and 
remarked that the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims were anxious to place this subject on a 
footing to avoid, as far as possible, special legis- 
Jation—to produce, in regard to it, something like 
principle and uniformity of action. He could see 
no good reason for adopting the resolution. 
Mr. MASON, of Virginia, considered the pro- 


posed inquiry in some degree distinct from the- 


regular and ordinary duties of the Committee on 
Revglutionary Claims, It was known that the 
most profligate frauds had been committed, not 
only upon the Government, but upon individual 
claimants. At the last session he had offered a 
resolution calling for a list of persons entitled to 
commutation pay. Upon a consultation with the 
Third Auditor of the Treasury, he was apprized 
of the most profligate frauds which had been com- 
mitted by speculators, and informed that it had 
been deemed expedient, in order, if possible, to 
prevent their recurrence, to withhold information 
touching these claims, except to those directly 
- or indirectly interested. Jn consequence of this 
interview, he withdrew his resolution. The object 
of the present resolution was to raise a committee 
to devise the means, if possible, to protect the 
claims of the heirs of those who achieved our lib- 
erties, and to prevent the perpetration of frauds, 
not only against the Government, but against the 
meritorious claimants, to which reference had been 
made. If the object could be attained by a refer- 
ence of the subject to the standing committee of 
the House, he hoped his friend from Tennessee 
(Mr. Forester] would withdraw his motion for 
a select committee, and let the subject go to the 
former. i 

Mr. FORESTER referred to the duties of 
the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. The 
object which he had in view went further than the 
ordinary business confided to that committee. It 
proposed to investigate the whole subject, for the 
purpose of preventing speculators from seizing 
upon the bounty of the Government, which had 
been extended tothe heirs of those who had 
fought the battles of the Revolution. He intended 
no reflection upon the standing committee by his 
motion, 

Mr. F. referred to the fraudulent practices 
which existed on this subject. As things now 
stood, it was impossible for claimants to procure 
information which they could understand, while 
the hungry speculator makes himself acquainted 
with them. -He wished to guard against all this. 
He wished to prevent these speculations upon the 
honest earnings of the ancestors of his constit- 
vents, * P 
Mr. MILLER was opposed to the resolution, 
because the first branch of it withdrew from the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims a subject 
properly before that committee. He alluded to 
the commutation bill, which was made the special 
order for some future day. If this resolution was 
passed, it would commit the whole subject to this 
special committee, which he thought wholly un- 
necessary. 

Mr. MUHLENBERG remarked that he was 
not in his seat during a portion of the time in 
which the motion had been discussed. He believed 
the gentleman would accomplish his object when 
the general bill on the subject came up, which 
opened the whole question. i 
` Mr. REED referred to the frauds and specula- 
tions which had taken place in reference to this 


subject; and he thought the proposed inquiry 
entirely proper. 

Mr. GRENNELL was in favor of the resolu- 
tion, Its object was patriotic and humane. He 
was in favor of a select committee, because the 
inquiry extended beyond the scope of the ordinary 
duties of the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. TURRILL had heard no good reasons as- 
signed for the adoption of the resolution. He 
considered the whole subject already before the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. EWING wished to ingraft a small amend- 
ment upon the resolntion. He desired to give 
those who were rejoicing on account of the com- 
plete redemption of the public debt, -real ground 
for rejoicing, by making provision for the redemp- 
tion of the continental paper money. After afew 
| additional remarks, 

Mr. E. moved the following amendment to the 
motion: : : 

“ Also to inquire into the expediency of pro- 
t viding for the redemption of continental paper 
t yet remaining unpaid, according to the principles 
‘of equity and justice.” 

Mr. FOSTER said, as only fifteen minutes 
remained of the time allotted to resolutions and 
reports, he would move to postpone the resolution 
for another week, in order that the committee 
might have an opportunity to make report. 


the resolution to the 30th instant, which would be 
beyond the time allotted for the disposition of the 
bill to which reference had been made. 

Mr. FOSTER accepted the suggestion as a 
modification of his motion. 

The resolution was then postponed to the 30th 
instant, and, on motion of Mr. BEATTY, ordered 
to be printed. š 

INDIAN ANNUITIES. 

Mr. POLK, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, reported a bill making appropriations for 
Indian annuities, and other similar objects, for 
1835; which was read twice and committed. 

CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN 

AFFAIRS. 

Mr. J.Q. ADAMS said he was desirous of 
addressing a question to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and he wished. to 
inquire of the Chair who was the chairman of that 
committée. : 

Mr. CAMBRELENG stated, in answer to the 
inquiry of the gentleman from Massachusetts, that 
the committee had done him the honor to elect 
him their chairman. 

Mr. J. Q. ADAMS said he apprehended the 
gentleman’s reply would be found to haveinvolved 
something like the introduction of a new principle 
into that House, in the part taken by that com- 
mittee. Mr. A. had felt some degree of embar- 
rassment as to the manner in which this subject 
should be introduced to the House, but upon giving 
it the deepest reflection he had thought it best to 
apply to the Chair, because the usual authority 
| from which he could learn who were the chairmen 
of ‘the various standing and select committees of 
the House were the Journals of the House, and 
they were under the care of the Presiding Officer. 
| Now, it was one of the rules of the House that 
all standing committees should be appointed at the 
commencement of every session; and another rule 
was, that they should be appointed by the Speaker. 
| Hle was unaware of any rule of the House by 
iwhich the Speaker named the chairmen of the 
several committees but by usage, which had 
become almost universal, the person first named 
upon each standing or select committee wag con- 
| sidered as appointed by the Speaker ex officio the 
chairman of that committee, although a committee 


jj had power to elect its chairman, if they thought 


proper. As far, however, as he (Mr. A.) was 
acquainted with the practice of that House and its 
committees, the power of electing the chairmen of 
i the latter had never been exercised—or, if ever, it 
was believed only upon rare and extraordinary 
occasions. From what. had been stated by the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. CAMBRELENG,]} 
it would be seen that this old and general usage, 
| of considering the person first named on the com- 


mittee as its ex officio chairman, until another had 
, been duly elected by the committee—and that in 
the event of the resignation of the person thus 


Mr. FORESTER had no objection to postponing | 


constituted the official chairman, the person next 
named wasalso ipso facto considered as chairman— 
it would be seen, he said, that this usage had been 
departed from. From the statement of the gentle- 
man from New York, it appeared that the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations had thought proper 
to elect a chatrman of their own, and thereby dis- 
place the chairman appointed by the Speaker. if 
this had happened with respect to one the least ` 
important of the committees of the House, Mr. 
A. would still have thought the procedure one 
worthy of notice, but occurring as it had in one 
of the most important of the committees, consist- 
ing, or supposed to consist, of persons of the 
highest character, and owing the deepest respon- 
sibility to the House and to the nation—and its 
chairman also, a person under the heaviestrespon- 
sibility, he considered it his duty to bring the 
matter before the House. 

The CHAIR intimated that the debate had gone 
on thus far by the indulgence of the Flouse, with- 
out any motion having been made, but if it were 
the pleasure of the House, the gentleman might 
proceed. [Cries of ‘Go on!” * Go on!??] 

Mr. ADAMS resumed. He was stating that 
certain events had taken place which called for the 
seriousconsideration of the House, and that he was 
under some embarrassment as to the mode and 
manner in which he should bring it under its 
notice. In order, however, to make the debate 
proper, and within the rules of order, it was his 
intention to conclude by a motion or resolution, 
the purport of which he would state to be to place 
the name of the chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations on the Journals of the House. 

The main point, however, upon which he wished 
to direct the attention of the House was this, that . 
there was a chairman of one.of its most import- 
ant and responsible committees acting, without 
the House knowing anything about it. This, to 
say the Jeast of it, was an incongruous proceeding, 
as well as out of the usual form, It should be 
upon the Journals, since, if it-was desired to know 
who composed any committee, or who was its 
chairman, they offered the only record, and’ to 
them would any one refer for ascertaining the 
fact. If it should turn out that the committee. in. 
question had elected anew chairman, for he would 
not dispute the word of the gentleman from New 
York, why, at least it ought to be entered upon 
the Journals, so that every member of that House, 
and every one in the nation, might know it. Now 
in order to found some few observations he in- 
tended to make in this case, as the gentleman from 
New York þad told them he was the chairman of 
the committee, Mr. A. begged leave to putanother 
question to the gentleman, which he might answer 
or notas he pleased—it was whether the gentle- 
man was elected chairman by a majority of that 
committee, or by a minority? 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said that, before answer- 
ing the inquiry of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, he must apologize to the Speaker for having 
answered the first question of that gentleman. 
Not having heard the whole of his remarks, he 
was not aware that the inquiry was addressed to 
the Speaker; had he so understood him, he certainly 
should not have risen atall. Hemerely heard the 
question, and stated the fact for the information 
of the gentleman. He sincerely regretted that 
thegentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. Everett] 
and himsef should have been placed in so awkward 
an attitude before the House. However he had 
differed with that gentleman politically, he had 
ever been on friendly, if not on intimate, terms 
with him. In accepting the station assigned him 
by the committee, he had supposed that the 
gentleman from Massachusetts would be relieved 
from a position not agreeable to himself at this 
particular crisis. The gentleman from Virginia, 
[Mr. Arcuer,] the former chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, had not, at this session, 
doubtless from motives of propriety, desired to 
continue in that station in the present peculiar 
state of our foreign relations. With regard to the 
particular inquiry put. to him by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, he had merely to say that the 
vote of the committee stood four to three—the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Everett] 
and himself not voting. ; 

Mr. J, Q. ADAMS. Thegentleman from New 
York has answered with perfect candor; and from 
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this answer we learn that he was elected chairman 
of the committee not by a majority, but by a 
minority of that body. Every member of the 


committee, nine in number, were present, and the | 


gentleman states that he received four votes, so 
that he could not have been elected by a majorjty. 
It was not, however, Mr. A.’s purpose, at that 
time, to question the regularity of the procedure, 
but to ask that the fact of the gentleman being 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations 
may be entered on the Journals of the House. 
He entreated the gentleman from New York, as 
well as the House, to believe that the. grounds 
upon which he had brought this matter forward, 
did not, in the slightest degree, involve the personal 
respect which he always had, and always should 
entertain towards that gentleman. H it had been 
the pleasure of the Speaker to appoint him in the 
usual manner, no one would have been more satis- 
fied with thet appointment than himself. He also 
believed that in accepting the office, the gentleman 


beseved he was relieving Mr. A.’s colleague and |: 


friend froma most awkward and unpleasant situ- 
ation, but that was not the question. The ques- 
tion was whether his honurable colleague was in 
that situation, a situation of deep responsibility 
and high honor. 

Mr. A. thought the whole procedure was one 
that ought to go before the nation, and that it 
should be known whether the rules, orders, and 
acts of that House had been properly pursued by 
the committee. It was for that reason that he had 


deemed it necessary to lay the matter before the | 
It was a new thing, | 


House for consideration. 
and he did not understand it to have been done in 
consequence of any usage, or of any established 
principle. In Jefferson’s Manual of Parliamentary 
Practice it is stated to be the usage that * the per- 
“son first named is generally permitted to act as 
‘chairman; but this is a matter of courtesy, every 
< committee having a right to elect their own chair- 
cman.” That was stated as the parliamentary 


usage of England, but so far from being so in that | 


House, he believed it would be exceedingly diffi- 
cult to adduce a single instance in which a com- 
mittee had elected their own chairman. He was 
aware that the practiceof the other House varied. 


Well, then, here was a departure from usage, and | 
a departure in a form very questionable, viz: a į 


chairman elected by a minority, instead of a ma- 
jority of the body over which he is to preside. 


Ín respect to the appointment of a chairman by a | 
minority, he found nothing in the Parliamentary | 
Manual having any bearing, but he was at a loss | 


to see upon what ground the committee had de- 
parted from the old usage. There was a positive 
rule to the contrary, and he would refer to a manual 


published in Pennsylvania, by a member of that | 
House, which stated that the election should in all | 


cases take place by a majority of the members 
present. 

Mr. A. concluded by reiterating that his object 
was, that the election of chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations should be made a matter 
of record, and by entering upon the Journals of 
the Elouse that the chairman appointed by the 
Speaker at the commencement of tie session, had 
resfened, and he made that motion accordingly. 

Mr. E. EVERETT said he did not rise to dis- 
cuss this matter, and he had to solicit the indal- 
gence of the House under the circumstances upon 
which he found himself compelled to make a brief 
explanation. The honorable gentleman from New 
York (Mr. CamBre.enc] has said that Mr: E ’s 


respected colleague had placed him before the | 
House in a very embarrassing situation, and has | 


justly alluded to him (Mr. E.) as one on whom 


he has long and ever stood upon a footing of inthe | 


mate personal friendship. It was natural perhaps 


that his (Mr. E.’s) colleague had placed him in| 


an embarrassed situation, but Mr. E. thought i 
due to himself to state, to avoid any erroneous 
inference, that he was placed in that situation 
without any concurrence or ccOperauion on his 

art. His respected colleague had consulted him, 

ut had not made it in pursuance of any request 
from him; on the contrary, he had done nothing 
to induce his honorable colleague to bring the 
matter before the House. This explanation was 
necessary to remove from the mind of the gentle 


| man from New York the idea that he (Mr. E.) in 
any degree had prompted this movement. So 
| much on that ground. ` 
Another remark which fell from the same gen- 
tileman, seemed to require still more that Mr. E. 
1 Should say a word or two. The gentleman said 
|; that he considered instead of doing anything un- 
| friendly towards him—of which he had never 
| charged the gentleman, or designed to charge him— 
| that he had relieved Mr. E. from the situation in 
| which the delicate sense of honor of the gentleman 
| from Virginia, (Mr. Arcner,] at the commence- 
: ment of the present session, had led him to relieve 
himself. Now, this would seem to lead to the in- 


1 
i 
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ji 


if 
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not to have remained in a condition to receive the 
votes of the members of the committee. In the 
| first place he would say, that this was of all other 
' the last point on which he expected to have been 
| called upon to address the [louse this day. When 


caked him his friend not from mere parliamentary 
courtesy—retired from the office, Mr. E. felt the 


ji 


Because, by the usage of the House, (a usage by 
no means without exceptions, ) the chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs was understood to 
be politically friendly to the existing Administra- 
tion; and this not being the case with himself, he 
felt considerable delicacy on the subject, and ad- 
vised with his friends as to what course he ought 
to pursue. They stated, and gave reasons which 
had great weight with him, that he ought. not to’ 
i take the step which his private feelings preferred. 
| He also inquired of the honorable Speaker of the 
, House—he hoped he was not transcending the 
i line of propriety in adverting to this—whether he 
|! considered him (Mr. E ) chairman of the com- 
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| 


| 


: that though not the political adherent of the pres- 


majority of the committee on the great and all-im- 
portant question before the country; and thus, by 
taking the place of chairman, he was not thrast- 
ing himself into an’awkward and embarrassing 
position, it devolving apon him under long parlia- 
mentary usage. 
| neither inconvenience nor impropriety in that step. 
More than this, he thought, in the simplicity of 
his heart,—and he still thought,—that he took a 
view of that subject which would have been unani- 


likewise. 
fess, he did, acting under the specific advice of 


of Mr. Warne, take his seat as chairman of the 
committee, conceiving his right to do so, and re- 
` mained there until he was removed by the action 
i of the committee. He could assure the House 


! the suLject, nor was there one who would more 
cheerfully acknowledge the great merits of the 
gentleman from New York, or would more readily 


‘chairman, Mr. E. would conclude by repeating 


slightest degree. 

Mr. JARVIS. Mr. Speaker, this really appears 
to me to be something like “much ado about 
nothing.” The whois amount of itis, whether a 


not—a point I never knew disputed befo s 
| was through my instrumentality that the question 


1 
i 


ling, to take the whole responsibility 
s whether for good or for evil.” 
| My principal object is to make it known, that it 
wasmy doing alone, and without consultation with 
any member of the committee. I certainly wished 
that it might have been done by some other gen- 


|: perfectly wi 
‘upon myself, 


fit to do it, | deemed it proper myself to bring the 
question to their decision. . [ndeed, sir, 1 was in 
“hopes that it would have been done by the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts himseif, but the question 


| ference that Mr. E. ought to have taken the same | 
step which the gentleman from Virginia did, and | 


his friend from Georgia, (Judge Wayne}]—he, 


delicacy of his situation, and at first intended to | 
have declined acting in ihat capacity, and why? | 


mittee, after the resignation of Mr. Wayne. The i 
Speaker said it was his impression that Mr. E. 
should take the chair without any hesitation. | 
But the governing principle upon his mind was, | 


ent Administration, he did happen to be with the | 


Being in the majority, he saw | 


mously sustained by the committee, and the House | 
With some misgivings, he would con- | 


the Chair, on the first meeting after the retirement |: 


| that no one could feel less regret than he did on | 


than himself, do his duty, with that gentleman as | 


that this matter had been introduced by his re- | 
spected colleague without his concurrence in the |; 


committee hasa right to elect its own chairman or | 
re. Asit | 


that the gentleman from New York should think | was brought up before the committee, lam willing, ` 


tleman of the committee, but as none other saw : 


| having been brought up.in the committee, it was 
perfectly understood, nor did any difference ‘exist, 
that the first named gentleman was chairman only 
by courtesy, and that the committee had the right 
to elect their own chairman. +L regret that. this 
discussion has taken place, because It ig on a sub- 
ject which, f had never before:heard questioned— 
the wight of a committee of this: House to elect its 
own chairman, ; 
We have been told that the present chairman 
was elected by a minority of the committee; but 
the honorable member from Massachusetts labored 
under a mistake when he. made:that. assertion. 
| What are the facts? The committee consists of 
nine members; at the first ballot there were eight 
votes thrown—four for the gentleman who is now 
chairman, and three for the other gentleman from 
Massachusetts, {Mr. Evererr,} and.one for 
another highly respectable member of the commit- 
tee. Atthe second ballet there were seven voies 
thrown, four being a majority thereof, as many 
were given in for the ger:ileman from New York, 
(Mr Campretenc,] and he was declared duly 
elected. Now, sir, let me ask, what is the usage 
| of this House? Do we require a majority of the 
‘| whole body to elect an officer—not even except- 
‘ing the Speaker? No, sir, we require only.a - 
j! majority ofa quorum; and a majority of a quorum 
jf of the committee in the case under. consideration 
ii elected their chairman, f EN 
|| The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Evs- 
i: RETT) gave us for a reason why he did not decline 
|! the ofice, that he was with the majority of ‘the 
l committee in their views onthe important ques- 
ition before the country. This, sir, is news to me. 
l- have attended every meeting of that committee 
|) save one, and at that one I believe no business was 
i| transacted of any great importance, and J did not 
:, know that the gentleman was in the majoriiy—at 
‘any rate, I knew that at the last meeting he was 
inthe minority on a question which he himself 
brought before the committee, and his wishes 
were not acceded to, by a vote of fiveto four, f 
know not whether there be anything in this mat- 
ter requiring further observation. : 
The other gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Apams] has made ita gregt point thatthe election. 
of chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs , 
was not entered upon the Journals of the Fouse. 
Now, 1 willask him where he wiil finda precedent 
ii for ic? So far from its being consistent with 
established usage, as the gentleman supposes, in 
my opinion, it would be adeparturefrom it. » i do 
hope, Mr. Speaker, that the time of the House 
will not longer be taken up in so fruitless a discus- 
; sion. : 
Mr. EB. EVERETT said, as the gentleman from 
 Maine{Mr. Jarvis] had positively contradicted the 
i statement made by Mr. E. in regard to the division 
i of the committee, he would only say it was not 


| possible that that gentleman and himself should 
| differ as to a matter of fact, on a question in which 
J everything pertaining to it was well known to 
il both! Mr. & did not say that upon every ques- 
tion agitated before the committee he was with the 
| niajority, but only on the great and all-important 
one, whether the committee would recommend to 
i the House a decisive measure of reprisals or hos- 
tility towards France, he voted with the majority, 
i and that in the only question of great importance 
i| that has taken place since the gentleman from New 
York presided, Mr. E. was in the majority, and 
that gentleman in the minority. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said. that if the gentle- 
i| man referred to him, he could-only say that he 
'! [Mr. E.] had mistaken Mr. C.’s opinion, and 
i mistook the opinion of the committee. He knew 
| the gentleman did not design to mislead the House 
| nor the nation; but he would mislead both, if his 
remarks were suffered to pass uncorrected. The 
| majority of that commitiee were neither in favor 
‘| of the gentleman’s resolution, nor of the resola- 
| tion of the gentleman before him, (Mr. Parron,] 
| nor, in other words, of one similar to that which 
| passed the other branch of this Legislature a few 
‘i days ago. | 

Mr. POLK called for the orders of the day; but 
the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. GILLET rose to a question of order; and, 
after a few remarks on the point by the Chair- 
| man, 


Mr. PATTON then rose and said, Mr. Speaker, 
asa member of the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, and as a reference has been made to me, I 
feel it my duty to say a few words on the subject 
brought before us—brought before us, sir, with- 
out.any participation of mine, but of which [take 
leave in the outset to say | do not complain. I 
was in the minority of the committee on thetelec- 
tion of chairman, and voted against the dismis- 
sion and displacement of the honorable and dis- 
tinguished member from Massachusetts, from that 
position which, by usage, he occupied, and which 
[saw, and can now see, no just or proper reason 
why he should be removed therefrom. And, 
sir, I feel myself especially called upon to make 
this statement, because of the remarks made 
by the geatleman from New York, that considera- 
tions of delicacy and propriety demanded of the | 
‘honorable member [Mr. Everett] that he should | 
have retired from that situation, which reflects 
as much upon my course in voting that he should 
retain his position as it does upon that gentle- 
man. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG disclaimed all intention 
of applying his remark to the gentleman from 
Virginia, or to the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
(Mr. Evererr.] He had referred to the former 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, | 
(Mr. Ancuer,} and to him alone. 

Mr. PATTON. I understood the gentleman 
to say that the honorable member from Massa- 
-chusetts should have retired from the situation 
in which he stood, and in which, in my humble 
judgment, he had a right to stand, from considera- | 
tions of delicacy and propriety. Sir, my vote 
was given in order to retain him in a position | 
which constituted a situation of delicacy and pro- 
priety; and I maintain that he had no just or proper 
grounds for retiring from it, that it was an ele- 
vated, an honorable, a distinguished situation to 
which he had arrived in due course; and that it ' 
devolved upon him high and important duties, 
which he would have been recreant if he had 
shrunk from the performance of. That gentleman 
had long been a distinguished ornament of that 
committee; he was about to retire from the posi- 
tion he had so honoralJy and ably sustained; he 
was about.to retire fram Congress; and it seemed 
to me to be an uncalled for, an unjust, and there- 
fore an improper act, calculated to mortify his 
feelings, that he should be thus displaced from 
the position he had held. 

Í readily admit that, under ordinary circum- 
stances, and at the commencement of the session, 
a gentleman should be placed at the head of that 
committee friendly to the existing Administration; 
a committee, before which there was likely to 
come on questions of deep and vital importance; 
but that time had passed; the whole matter con- 
nected with the subject of our foreign relations of 
the slightest interest or importance to the country 
or the House, had long been before that commit- 
tee, had been deliberated upon by that committee, 
and its: solemn judgment given in relation to the 
most prominent and important question involved 
in our deliberations. 

Sir, I again reiterate the statement made by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Evererr,] 
that, as I understood the complexion of the opin- | 
jon of the committee, there is and was a majority 
concurring in the views which f understand that 
honorable member to maintain in relation to that | 
subject, from anything that he has offered in the 
shape.of action in committee, but by his-concur- 
rence in the action l had myself proposed, and | 

against which there has not yet been any decisive | 
vote, and upon which there has been an expres- 
sion of opinion as to its propriety from a majority 
of*the committee. I ask, then, why it is, and 
upon what principle of delicacy and propriety it’ 
is, that the honorable gentleman was called upon 
to abandon that position, in order to place upon 
that committee a gentieman understood until now 
to be in the minority of the committee? It is 
news to me, to use the language employed by an 
honorable member from Maine upon that com- 
mittee, [Mr. Jarvis,] “it is news to me,” which 
has just been announced by the honorable mem- 
ber from New York—but most agreeable and i 


| glad to find there has undergonea change of opin- 


j it is that the time was that there was a consider- | 


| of things; and I do trust that a majority of this 


; unanimous judgment of the committee, that that, 


acceptable news to me, that there is no member | 
of that committee in favor of recommending repri- | 
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sals at present! I rejoice to hear it. I trust it: 
may be proclaimed throughout the land. Iam j 


ion, with a portion of the committee, for certain | 


able minority of that committee, which had grown, 
and which I confess I began to fear would grow 
so large, as to make the majority, in favor of an 
immediate and prompt recommendatiorw of repri- 
sals, in conformity with the recommendation of 
the President of the United States. Sir, I am} 
glad, I am delighted to hear that such is the state | 


House will promptly second and confirm this now 


recommendation shall not be carried out. Trust- 
ing that this feeling, so much to be rejoiced at— 
that this unanimity, so much to be desired, may 
be found to prevail elsewhere, as well as in, the 
committee, I shall, sir, if I can get permission of 
the House, upon the first opportunity, present a 
proposition that will enable the House to indicate 
that feeling. 

There has been, and is now, a question before 
the committee, presented for action by myself— 
presented substantially three weeks ago, which 
was once rejected, and isnow postponed—post- 
poned—lI know not with what view—to what end 
—with what design. But I wish the House and 
the country to understand that the delay which 
has taken place, and the failure to act upon this 
important subject, about which the country is so | 
much alive, and so anxious—one in which the / 
country is so deeply interested—one in relation to 
which we have various and perpetual calls to know 
what we are going to do, and why we do not act— 
1 wish the House and the country to understand | 
that it is a delay in which I have had no participa- | 
tion. There is no man upon that committee, no 
matter of what political party—and I say it in jus- 
tice to those honorable gentlemen of that commit- 
tee who belong to what is called the Opposition 
party--no man disposed to pass censure upon the 
Administration, but on the contrary, all are dis- 
posed to respond to the general tone of the Presi- 
dent’s message, as prompted by a patriotic spirit, | 
and a jealous regard for the rights of the country. 
It is one to which the voices of the representa- 
tives of the people of the United States ought to 
respond, and, at the same time, avoid doing any- 
thing calculated to prevent the satisfactory adjust- į 
ment of a matter involving the interests of the | 
country. There ought to be a report made at 
once, 80 as to prevent the recurrence of any new 
difficulty. ` 

As to this appointment of a chairman, I feel no | 
concern about it whatever. Individually, it is to | 
me, as I should think it must be to everybody: 
else, a matter of not the slightest concern who is 
at the head of the committee—except as to per- 
sonal feeling; for any other purpose it is, indeed, | 
a quarrel about nothing. But, sir, I am perfectly 
willing that the House shall decide, in some way 
that shall be final, what are the rights of the com- 
mittee in relation to this subject, and whether the 
appointment by the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions be an authoritative and valid appointment. 
If it be, sir, I am content, and care nothing about 
it; let it stand. If it be not, then, sir, I hope the 
House will take it into their own hands, and elect 
their own chairman; and whenever sucha ques- 
tion is presented to me—having not seen—not now 
seeing—any reason why a preference should be 
drawn against the honorable gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr. Everrrr,] he shall have my vote 
here most cordially, as he had it there. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG extremely regretted that 
he was compelled to rise again in a debate of this | 
character; but the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Parron,] in repelling a presumed attack, had 
charged a majority of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs with neglecting their duty to the House. 
When the proper time arrives for decisive action, | 
he trusted that the committee would not be back- 
ward in discharging its duty to the House, and its 
obligations tothe country. He did not know that 
there was any member of the committee in favor | 
of proposing reprisals, or any other measure, at | 
this time—that there was a majority of the Com- 
mittee, and he was authorized to state it—indeed | 


4 


' been observed. 


the proceedings of no committee could be with- 
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held from the House-——who were of opinion that 
if we meant to do nothing, it was best to say 
nothing. Some of the members of the committee 
—and he was one of that number—believed that 
to be the most dignified course. He thought it 
not entirely compatible with the interest or honor 
of the country, in the present attitude of our rela- 
tions with France, to propose to the Housea reso- 
lution even of a negative or declaratory character, 
He was opposed, in the peculiar state of our rela- 
tions, to taking any step which might be miscon- 
strued to imply a disposition on the part of the 
House to do homage to “the pride of France.” 
Other gentlemen opposed immediate action. on 
other grounds, The gentleman who moved the 
postponement of a resolution—similar to that 
adopted by the Senate, and offered by the gentle- 
man from Virginia {[Mr. Parror]—made the mo- 
tion, believing that the most effectual way of doing 
nothing, was to say nothing. A majority of the 
committee were decidedly opposed to any action 
whatever at this time; but if the House thought 
otherwise, the committee could be instructed’ to 
report such a resolution as the gentlemen from 
Virginia and Massachusetts desired. 

Mr. PATTON said either the gentleman from 
New York was very unfortunate in hearing, or I 
was very unfortunate in giving expressions to 
my thoughts, if he understood me as making any 
attack upon the majority of the committee, or 
as intending to reflect upon them. I have rather 
too much of self-respect, even if I had not what 
I hope I have, a proper share of respect for this 
House, and for all its organs, to express what 
I certainly did not feel, any disrespect to any 
one of them. But the committees of this House 
are agents of this House, and under its control, 
and in the House, when the proper occasion shall 
arrive, | will say exactly when, and in what, and 
how far I differ in opinion with the majority of 
the committee. I disagree to the correctness, and 
policy, and wisdom cf the course pursued by that 
majority; and I have indicated as much there. 1 
deny the right of that committee to prevent the 
House from expressing its opinion upon matters 
which are matured for its judgment, because the 
committee do not choose to express theirs. We 
are now nearly at the close of the second month of 
this short session of three months, and this matter 
has been before us, before the House, and before 
the whole country, for upwards of six weeks, and 
will any man upon that committee, or in the 
House, say that he has not formed his judgment 
upon these matters? ` 

Mr. BOON here rose to a question of order, and 
after some conversation thereon by the CHAIR, 
Messrs. BOON, J. Q. ADAMS, POLK, and 
BRIGGS, 

Mr. PATTON proceeded. He was aware that 
his remarks were not strictly relevant to the mo- 
tion before the House, but the remarks made by 
the honorable chairman of the Committee on Fog- 
eign Relations had drawn him into a wider range 
than he had intended. He had merely to add, that 
he conceived as soon as a committee had formed 
an opinion upon a subject-matter before it, it was 
its duty to present it to the House. 

Mr. COULTER said, in his opinion, the motion 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. AD- 
Ams] was strictly parliamentary, and called for 
by the condition of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. lt was very true that in some old books 
upon parliamentary law, it was stated, that al- 
though by usage and courtesy the first named on 
the committee was the chairman of that committee, 
yet it was nevertheless in the power of that com- 
mittee to constitute its own chairman; but Mr. C. 
knew of no instance in which this practice had . 
4 He thought, also, that in case of 
resignation of the first named individual, the second 


| on the list of the committee became chairman, that 


rule being equivalent to, and commensurate with, 
the other. Therefore it was that when a com- 
mittee was announced, at the commencement or 
at any other period of the session, it was well 
known to the House and to the country who was 
the chairman of the same. But if the committee 
undertook to exercise the “power which this old 
rule seemed to confer upon them, it must become 
necessary so to inform the House, so that it might 


be entered on the Journals, and become generally 
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known. The motion under consideration was due 


to the Houseand due to the gentleman from New 
York, and Mr. C. could perceive no objection in 
adopting it. He would also state further, that the 
question of the committee’s right to elect a chair- 
man was diacussed there, and assented to unani- 
mously. They proceeded to an election, and the 
former chairmén [Mr. Everett] himself an- 
nounced to the gentleman from New York that he 
was duly elected. Mr. C. must respond to the 
gentleman from Virginia that it wasa matter of 
no consequence further than as related to personal 
feelings, and he would say that a deep wound 
had been inflicted upon his own, but that was not 
a matter for the House. When the question 
came up in its proper shape, he should be pre- 
pared to give the House the views he entertained 
upon it. 

Mr. ARCHER obtained the floor, but yielded 
it at the request of _ 

Mr. JARVIS, whosaid: Mr. Speaker, I should 
not have thought of addressing the House again 
upon this subject, were it not for some observa- 
tions which fell from the gentleman from Virginia, 
who is one of the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
with myself. The gentleman made an attack upon 
me, and upon the majority of that committee, in 
giving bis reasons for voting as he did. I under- 
stood the gentleman to say he voted as he did, 
because he considered it wouid be a violation of 
delicacy and propriety to vote otherwise. 

Mr. PATTON disclaimed having used such 
language, and explained. ° 

Mr. JARVIS. The gentleman, however, did 
use the words ‘‘uncalled for,” “ unjust,” and 
“improper,” in reference to this subject. Now, 
sir, a majority of the committee do not seem to 
think it was ‘‘uncalled for,” because the ques- 
tion, on going into the election of a chairman, was 
unanimous. That it was neither ‘unjust’? nor 
“improper,” in their opinion, may be inferred 
from the course taken by the committee; and I 
will state in a few words what it was that actuated 
me. I consider that the chairman of the various 
committees of this House ought to be men in a 
certain degree in confidential relation with the 
executive bragches of the Government, or at least 
such as the latter may enter into confidential rela- 
tions with. I conceive that the chairman of a 
committee ought not to be a man who has shown 
from first to last an unrelenting hostility to the 
Administration, and who, on every occasion, has 
endeavored to thwart it. The gentleman from 
Virginia, with his very delicate notions, may think 
it proper and right to embarrass the Administra- 
tion by electing such a chairman; I do not think 
so. The gentleman has said, that if this election 
should come on in this House, he should again 
vote for the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Evererz] as chairman of the committee. I am 
very glad to know beforehand how that gentle- 
man Intends to vote. The gentleman says that a 
majority concurred with the honorable member | 
from Massachusetts. Here is a point of fact upon | 
which we are distinctly at issue; for I repeat it | 
was not so. There were two distinct questions 
brought before the commitiee, and both of them | 
voted down, On the first question the gentleman | 
from Massachusetts and the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia voted in the majority; on the second ques- 
tion they voted in the minority. Sir, I voted 
against both propositions. I voted against the 
first because | thought that at the present time 
it went’ rather too far; and I voted against the 
second because it did not go far enough—neither 


t 
| that was. the case; for I thought there was a dis- 
į positon to give us something of the “ milk and 
| water’ kind, which I believe the President has not 
| been in the habit of giving us. The gentleman 
į seemed to think that it was proper in the begin- 


mittee thinking with the Administration; bat. he 
seemed to think it proper in the middle of the ses- 
sion to have one who thought entirely different 
from the Administration. What kind ofa chair- 
man the gentleman would wish to have at the end 
of it, we do not know. 

Mr. PATTON. Not such a chairman as the 
gentleman from Maine would make, at any period 
of thesession, There is one remark made by that 
gentleman, to which I beg leave to say a few words 
In reply. 


throw embarrassment in the way of the Admin- 
istration and for that end. Sir, events are too 
recent in the knowledge of this House and of this 
Congress, to give any point to such an imputation 
as that. I stood here during the last session, in a 
position, and pursued a course, which will pre- 
vent any insinuation of that. sort from having any 
weight here or elsewhere. Sir, I stood here in 
vindication of this Administration from assaults 
of the most violent character, in opposition to 
two-thirds of the Legislature of my native State. 
I made that vindication undercircumstances which 
{ knew at the time involved great personal sacri- 


a 


in the discharge of my public duty. - 

Mr. Speaker, | have never stood here, nor ever 
will stand here, as long as those who send me 
shall continue to honor me with their confidence, 
either to throw embarrassment in the way of any 
Administration, or to comply with base subservi- 
ency to all the edicts of this orany Administration. 
In the performance of my duty on this floor, I 
care not who or what the Administration are. I. 
come here to represent the people who sent me 
here; to sustain their rights and interests, and to 
vindicate the Constitution of my country from 
assaults made upon it, whetherthey come from the 
Administration or areaimed atthe Administration. 
Sir, I think in general it was best that the chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Relations, as of 
most of the committees of this House, should 
concur, in general political sentiment, with the 
majority of the House, and especially that that 
should be the case in relation to so important a 
one as the committee in question; because the 
chairman of that committee is supposed, by usage 
of the House, and perhaps by propriety itself, to 
be on terms of more confidential intercourse and 
communication with the Secretary of Foreign Af- 
fairs, who might make his communications through 
a gentleman who stood in that political relation. 
Bat this is a matter of little importance. [saw 
no necessity for casbiering our chairman. Al- 
though that gentleman is a political opponent of 
the Administration, I presume he is so conscien- 
tiously—and it gives me pleasure to say, that so 
faras I know, or have seen, he has conducted 
himself in opposition with the dignity and spirit of 
a gentleman. I did think, and do now think, that 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, as far as I could 
in his views, did concur in opinion with a 


j 
| ascerta 


i| majority of the committee. 


| The gentleman from Maine has undertaken to 
| throw out another remark, which I suppose he 
| considers witty and sarcastic. But he should 
‘bear in mind, that wit and sarcasm are always 


of them met my views of policy; but if I had been 
oblized to determine between them, I should have 
certainly preferred the epigram of the President 
to the madrigal of the. gentleman from Virginia. 
This latter gentleman brobght his proposition a 
second time before the committee, and it was post- 
poned. It was the opinion of the committee that 
if we intended to do nothing, the proper course 
would be to say nothing, and not issue a report to 
the world which should enable the disaffected to 
make it speak any language they thought proper. 
Sir, Lam very glad to Hear from that gentleman 
that it was not the intention of any one on the 
committee to do otherwise than respond to the 
sentiments embraced in the President’s message. 
lam very happy to hear it, though I did not know 


| pointless unless sharpened by truth. I ask, what 
| ground is there for the gratuitous and insolent 
Insinuation 

The CHAIR here interposed and called the 


uestions has been my misfortune. It 3 
Ault. ] have never waited,as some politicians do, 
o see which way the wind blows, for God knows 
am always willing to give a free and frank ex- 
ression of my sentiments. It would be fortunate, 
erhaps, if we could know what some gentlemen’s 
pinions were even after they had voted, for since 
e are giving the experience of the committee 
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OTU m 
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| ning of the session to have a chairman of the com- || 


rep! He says, or seems to say, or seems to | 
wish it to be understood that he supposes that I | 
desire the appointment of a chairman who would | 


fices; I regarded all but ‘*as dust in the balance” | 


upon this subject, it may not be amiss, perhaps, 
to remind the gentleman from. Maine, that he was 
one of those who voted against the recommenda-; 
tion for reprisals, when the question was first pūt, 
and he himselfafterwards moved to reconsider that 
vote. Whether that reconsideration was prompted 
by a change of opinion or not, lconfess: I have 
no means of knowing, except from the gentleman 
from New York, who informs. us that the com- 
mittee are. unanimous that there ought tobe no 
reprisals. Now, except as far as we can judge 
from the votes which the gentleman has given, and 
from information derived from. the gentleman 
from New York, the gentleman from Maine left 
us ata loss to know what his opinion was when 
he first voted, and what his opinion may be now. 
I regret that anything of a personal character 
should have been brought into this discussion; 
and before I sit down, I beg leave to discharge 
myself from any imputation of having, in the 
slightest degree, any intention of making any re~- 
flection whatsoever upon the committee. I stated 
this explicitly at the outset of my remarks. They 
| have precisely the same right to their opinion as 
i I have to mine, and I have precisely the same 
right to my own opinions that they haveto theirs. 
I intended no reflection upon them. <I again, 
į however, repeat that I do not concur with. the 
committee in their course, which I think was cal- 
culated to inflict a wound on the feelings of, and 
| an uomerited reflection upon, the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. If those. who voted in the ma- 
jority did not think so ih carrying out their view, 
they had so expressed their opinion, : 
Mr. ARCHER rose and said, he had not, thus 
far, taken any part in this discussion, which had 
taken a wide and unparalleled range; but cireum- 
stances seemed to call upon him for the expres- 
sion of his opinion on some of the points which 
it involved. e would ask if any such office or 
officer as ‘‘chairman of the committee,” was 
known or recognised by the House? He believed 
not. It was the whole committee to which the 
House looked as one of its instruments or agents. 
Put the question on the strongest possible ground: 
suppose a committee to be constituted in the usual 
manner, of which the gentleman first named is. 
considered, by usage, the chairman. Suppose the 
committee to displace that individual, and elect 
another. Would it be contended that it was not 
competent for them to do so? Again: it being 
known that the duties of the chairman of a com- 
mittee were much more onerous than thoseof any 
other member, suppose they should. come to the 
humane conclusion that it was unfair to impose all 
those duties on one individual, and should agree 
that they should be performed consegutively by 
all the members of the committee, each individual 
taking his regular turn in the chair; would any 
one on that floor contend that it was not compe- 
| tent for them to doso? But when there was a 
| removal of the head of the committee from his 
station, as was the case in the present instance, 
by the transfer of his esteemed friend from Geor- 
gia [Mr. Warne] to another sphere of action, 
what was the evident and obvious course for the 
committee to pursue? Precisely whatit had done 
—to proceed to the election of another chairman. 
They had a right to do so, and they had done it. 
That House had no cognizance of the acts and 
doings of committees further than they were 
reported to it. 

r. A. said, gentlemen were mistaken when 
they averred that no precedent existed on this sub- 
ject. Such a precedent did exist. He could not 
determine positively the year in which it occurred; 
but he distinctly remembered that a former col- 
league of his, (the late Mr. Randolph,) in conse- 
quence of some change in the political relations of 
the country, was, by one important standing com- 
mittee of the House, in consequence of the occur- 
rence of a vacancy, elected as their chairman. 
| When you appoint a committee, you constitute 
ii an organ capable of making its own subordinate 
l| regulations. Mr. A. said, he admitted with the 
| gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Cou.rer} that 
it was incumbent on the committee jn this.case, as 
that did in the case of the late Mr: Randolph, to 
report the fact of the election to the House. Had 
they done so, it would have superseded the neces- 
sity of this debate. It was still competent for 
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object. 
motion until he could ascertain who was the chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, The 
gentleman from New York himself, [Mr. Cam- 
BRELENG,] had admitted that he received only four 
votes, which was a minority of the committee. 
Mr. A. said, he had made a motion to that effect, 
and he wished to see it recorded on the Journal 
of the House, that Epwarp Everett, of Massa- 
chusetts, or CHurcuitt C. CAMBRELENG, of New 
York, was chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. f 

Mr. A. continued. When he first rose he had 
distinctly stated that his object in rising was to 
propound a question to the chairman of that com- 
mittee. It became necessary for him, first to as- 
certain who that chairman was. Flence this inqui- 
ry. The subject on which he desired to propound 
his question, was the very important one so often 
alluded to in this debate. It related to our affairs 
with France—that part of the President’s mes- 
sage being referred to thatcommittee. He wished 
to know what that committee had done—what it 
waa doing—and what it intended to do in relation 
thereto. But he was now unable to put that ques- 
tion. The gentleman from Virginia had said that 
every member of a committee could be its chair- 
man—sometimesoneand sometimesanother. He 
knew no such rule or practice. 

Mr. ARCHER explained.. He had said that it 
was competent for committees to elect their own 
chairman, and he read Jefferson’s Manual to that 
effect. In standing committees the gentleman 
first named thereon was considered as the chair- 
man by courtesy, and discharged the duties ac- 
cordingly, f 

Mr. ADAMS resumed. Such was not the rule 
of that House, and no such usage having obtained 
there, he had two objections to it. First, the 
displicement of a chairman was, he would not 
say an insult to the individual holding the station, 
but it evidently conveyed a censure on his con- 
duct or opinions. Secondly, it was calculated to 
display an improper, dishonorable, and degrading 
subserviency on the part of that House towards 
the Executive or Administration, This doctrine 
was entirely new to him, and he thought it due to 
the dignity and honor of that House to repudiate 
it. Fle asked where was the rule by which com- 
mittees of that House were to be made to coincide 
in and support all the views of the Administra- 
tion, especially when those views involved the 
great questions of peace and war? Fle knew of 
none—but he well knew of instances where a con- 
trary practice had obtained. Mr. A. said that 
during the administration of Mr. Monroe, when 
he was himself at the head of the Department of 
State, the individual placed by the Speeker of the 
Elouse of Representatives as chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, was not only 
decidedly hostile to the Administration, but him- 
self and that individual were not then on speaking 
terms. 
that time knew, but he bad never entertained an 
idea of complaining that the Speaker had done in- 
jusiice to the Administration in the selection. The 
business between the department and the com- 
mittee was as well transacted through the medium 
of other individuals. Mr. A.asked what must be 


sisted in? Evidently to place that House at the 
feet of the Executive. : 
Mr. ARCHER said the gentleman from Massa- 


chusetts [Mr. Apams] was correct in point of | 


fact. ‘The chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs had been opposed’to the Administration, 
prior to his own appointment to that station. 


Mr. ADAMS was giad to hear the gentleman | 
from Virginia (Mr. Arcuer] confirm the asser- | 
i This | 


tion. For his own part, he knew the fact. 
new principle, he contended, was a most danger- 
ous one-~—calculated to prostrate that House before 
executive domination. fe wished itto be distinctly 
understood that he made no personal objection 


These facts, Mr..A. said, the Speaker at | 


i that committee is; that the gentleman from New 
| York (Mr. Campretenc] was not elected by a | 


i | delicate, if not embarrassing. 
the result of this principle, if carried out and per- j| 


; by management, and by means of which it becomes | 


to the honorable member from New York. Let 
the chairman be ever so much a friend of the 
Administration, it constituted no objection: but it 
was the rule that he must be of such particular 
politital complexion, which he denounced as odi- 
ous and inadmissible. He would havethat House, 
in point of fact, as it was in name, one of the most 
dignified bodies on the face of the globe. He 
would have its committees appointed, neither with 
a view to their opposition or adhesion to any 
Administration. 

Mr. A. said, before he sat down, he felt that he’ 
ought to confirm the remark made by his honora- 
ble colleague, (Mr. E. Evererr,] by stating that 
he had brought this subject before the House, 
without any recommendation or concurrence on 
his [Mr. E.’s} part, but rather in opposition to 
that gentleman’s wishes. F had determined, (said 
Mr. A.,þas soon as I heard—not from him, for 
it was common rumor—of the change in the head 
of the committee, to have the subject investigated. 
And when I reflected that the individual whose 
rights and feelings were more particularly impli- 
cated, was my colleague and friend, I came to the 
conclusion that it became peculiarly my duty to 
bring it before the House. Í have accordingly 
done so. Mr. A. said he still adhered to the opini- 
ion, that the four votes given for the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. CamBRELENG] were insuffi- | 
cient to elect him. He would be perfectly satis- 
fied, however, if the House would insert the name 
of the chairman of that committee on the Journal | 
He knew not how else to get over the matter. He | 
said he would conclude by repeating that when he 
could ascertain officially who was the chairman of | 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, he had a ques- 
tion to put to him. 

Mr. LANE said he had not been able to com- 
prehend the object of the distinguished member 
from Massachusettts, [Mr. Apams.] He admits | 
the Committee on Foreign Relations have selected | 
a chairman. And the object of the motion, as 
avowed by the mover, is not to set aside that elec- 
tion, but to place the fact upon the Journal of the 
House. 

The honorable gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Arcurr] requests his friend to withdraw the mo- 
tion, that the committee may report, which will 
place the Hlouse in the possession of all the gen- 
Ueman desires. To this request, the gentleman 
from Massachusetts (Mr. Apams] responds that | 
he will not withdraw the motion from the House, 
because he is not informed who the chairman of 


majority of the votes of the committee; that four | 
votes did not constitute a majority of nine; that, | 
by the usage of the House, his honorable friend 
and colleague (Mr. Eversrr] was the chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Sir, the gentleman from Massachusetts seems 
to have forgotten the fact that, upon the ballot by 
which the chairman claims to have been elected,'| 
but seven votes were cast, and that four isa major- 
ity of seven. The gentleman is eloquentupon the 
rights of the majority, and says they have been 
disregarded. 

Mr. Speaker, that the majority ought, in all 
cases, to prevail, is a sentiment as democratical as 
it is patriotic; and it is a subject of national gratu- | 
lation to hear it acknowledged even at this late | 
period of our political history, by the honorable 
gentleman from Massachusetts, (Mr. Apams.] 
But, sir, while the sentiment is praiseworthy, for 
some individuals to invoke a discussion would be 
The day has been | 
when a different principle was not only held, but | 
prevailed in this House—when the minority forced 
for the brief period of four years, a chairman of a į 
committee constituted of the entire American peo- 
ple—a day when the voice of fifteen times forty 
thousand freemen was disregarded—a day when 


us not to speak, eighty four was made to prevail | 
over ninety-nine. 

Sir, (said Mr. L.,) the day has already been 
spent in, it is true, an interesting, but in some | 
respects an unpleasant debate. The time of this ! 
House is the time and the money of the people. 
To spend it without any visible or valuable object, 


, would not hesitate to qualify or retract 


is a sacrifice of the public interest. To bring it 


. 


On this motion, Mr. REED called for the yeas 
and nays; which were ordered. 

Mr. JARVIS appealed to the gentleman from 
Indiana {Mr. Lanz] to withdraw his motion for 
one moment, as he was desirous of making a 
single remark on a.point implicating his own per- 
sonal feelings. - 

-After some hesitation, Mr. LANE withdrew 
his motion to lay the subject on the tæble, on 
receiving the pledge of the gentleman from Maine 
(Mr. Jarvis] that he would renew it. 

Mr. JARVIS then said the gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. Parron,].with whom he had ever 
been on terms of the most friendly intercourse, 


‘inthe progress of his remarks, and in the heat of 


debate, had suffered an expression to escape him 
which was at least unparliamentary, and he hoped 
—indeed he bad no doubt, og cooler reflection, he 


The SPEAKER here interposed and stated, that 
for the expression alluded to, the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. Parron] was called to order by the 
Chair, and the Chair had considered it as retracted 
by the manner in which that gentleman imme- 
diately qualified it. 

Mr. JARVIS said, under these circumstances, 
he had not another word to add. 

Mr. PATTON rose and said he had not retracted 
his expression, nor did he consider it as retracted, 
while—— 

The SPEAKER again repeated that he had so 
considered it. He could countenance no such 


‘debate. 


Mr. JARVIS, according to his promise, here 
renewed the motion of Mr. Lang to lay the reso- 
lution on the table. 

Messrs, ARCHER and ADAMS rose together, 
appealing for withdrawal of the motion. ` 

Mr. POLK rose to a question order—the mo- 
tion not being debatable. 

Mr. JARVIS replied, that the motion belonged 
to the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Laxe,] and 
could not be withdrawn without hig consent. 

The question was then taken by yeas and nays, 
on the motion of Mr. Lane, and decided in the 
affirmative, as follows: g 

YEAS—Messrs. John J. Allen, William Allen, 
Anthony, Beale, Bean, Blair, Bockee, Boon, 
Bouldin, Brown, Burns, Carmichael, Carr, Casey, 
Chaney, S. Clark, Coffee, Connor, Cramer, Day, 
P: Dickerson, D. W. Dickinson, Dunlap, Ferris, 
Fowler, William K. Fuller, Galbraith, Gillet, 
Gilmer, Graham, Grayson, Joseph Fall, Thomas 
H. Hall, Halsey, Hamer, Joseph M. Harper, 
Harrison, Hathaway, Hawkins, Hawes, Hen- 
derson, Howell, Hubbard, Huntington, Inge, 
Jarvis, Richard M. Johnson, Noadiah Johnson, 
B. Jones, Kilgore, Kinnard, Lane, Lansing, La- 
porte, Lea, T. Lee, Loyall, Lyon, Lytle, Abijah 
Mann, Joel K. Mann, Mardis, John Y. Mason, 
Moses Mason, May, McIntire, McKay, McKim, 
McKinley, McLene, McVean, Miller, Robert 
Mitchell, Morgan, Muhlenberg, Osgood, Parks, 
Parker, Patterson, Dutee J. Pearce, Peyton, 
Franklin Pierce, Pierson, Pinckney, Plummer, 
Polk, Pope, Ramsay, Reynolds, Schenck, Schley, 
Augustus FHI. Shepperd, Shinn, Smith, Speight, 
Standifer, Sutherland, William Taylor, Francis 
Thomas, Thomson, Turrill, Vanderpoel, Wage- 
eae Wardwell, Webster, Whallon, White 

NAYS—Messrs. J. Q. Adams, Heman Allen, 
C. Allan, Archer, Banks, Barber, Barnitz, Barrin- 
ger, Bates, Baylies, Beatty, Binney, Briggs, Burd, 
Burges, Bynum, Cage, Chambers, Chilton, Clais 
borne, Wm. Clark, Clayton, Clowney, Coulter, 
Crane, Darlington, Amos Davis, Davenport, De- 
berry, Denny, Dickson, Evans, Horace Everett, 
Ewing, Felder, Fillmore, Foster, Philo ©. Fuller, 
Gamble, Gholson, Gordon, Gorham, Grennell, 
Griffin, Hiland H. Hall, Hannegan,Hard,Hardin, 
James Harper, Hazeltine, Heath, Hiester, Wil- 
liam Jackson, Ebenezer Jackson, Janes, William 
Cost Johnson, Henry Johnson, King, Lay, 
Letcher, Lewis, Lincoln, Love, Lucas, Manning, 
Martindale, Marshall, McComas, McKennan, 
Mercer, Milligan, Miner, Moore, Patton, Phillips, 
Pickens, Potts, Reed, Rencher, Robertson, Wil- 
liam B, Shepard, Slade, Sloane, Spangler, Steele, 


liam 


Wil 


Apams on the table. 

Mr. MERCER then rose and said he had, in 
common with the whole House, regretted to wit- 
ness a personal misunderstanding {the first that 


had occurred during the present session) between || 
In thus alluding to |} 


two of its respected members. 
the subject, Mr. M. said, he acted as the friend of 
both those honorable individuals. He had dis-. 
tinctly heard his colleague [Mr. Parron] make 
the remark that he could not retract his expression 
while the language of the genjJleman from Maine 
(Mr. Jarvis} remained in full Force. Believing, 
as he (Mr. M.) really did, that no personal disre- 


H 


towards his colleague, he had¥ought and obtained 
assurance of that fact: Those honorable gentle- 
men were now fully reconciled, and he was happy 
to be the organ to announce that intelligence to the 
House. 

On motion of Mr. MERCER, the House then 
adjourned, 


IN SENATE. 
Tuunrspay, January 22, 1835. 

Petitions and memorials were presented by 
Messrs. TYLER, BLACK, and LEIGH. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN rose, after the read- | 
ing of the Journal, to make a correction which he | 
observed two of the newspapers of the day had 
fallen into, in their report of his remarks upon 
the presentation of the Cherokee memorial yes- 
terday. He was represented as having said that 
the Cherokees proposed to cede all their lands in 
Georgia to the Government of the United States. 
In this particular he was misapprehended. They 
proposed only to cede all those lands which were 
not needed for their personal use and enjoyment; į 
the rest to be secured to them absolutely, together 
with eqnal political privileges with other citizens 
of Georgia. 


. 


COMMUNICATION FROM THE SECRETARY OF |; 


THE TREASURY. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
| 


ate a communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, made in obedience to a resolution of the | 
Senate, transmitting a statement of the progress 


which had been made in the preparation of maps |! 


of certain States, required to be prepared by a | a 
i! White, deceased; 


resolution of 28th February, 1823. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


tionary Claims, made an unfavorable report upon | 


the petition of Colonel Vivion Brooking. || 


Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on 


Finance, to which the same had been referred, |; 


reported the bill from the House of Represent- | 
atives, making appropriations for the Indian de- 
partment for the year 1835. 

Also, the bill making appropriations for the 
support of the Army for the year 1835. f 

Mr. WEBSTER moved that the Senate pro- || 
ceed to the consideration of these bills; which was |i 
agreed to, and the first named was then considered 


as in Committee of the Whole. i fi 

Mr. HENDRICKS objected to a clause in the į 
bill appropriating $81,300 for the pay of one hun- 1; 
dred and six supernumerary lieutenants, graduates | 
of the Military Academy, and asked some expla- |. 
nation relative to this item from the chairman o 
the Finance Committee. : 

Mr. WEBSTER said he thought there was no | 
appropriation in the bill but what was authorized f 
by existing laws. He supposed these supernu- ;; 
meraries were attached to the Army. | ne 

Mr. WRIGHT suggested that the item was In | 
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the bill because these lieutenants were attached to |; 
the Army and ready for duty. i 
Mr. WEBSTER said he would not press the | 
bill aj this time, unless gentlemen were satisfied |: 
of the correctness of it. . 
On his motion, the bill wag then laid on the |; 


a 


table. i 

The bill making appropriations for the support | 
of the Army for the year 1835 was read a second | 
time as in Committee of the Whole, and ordered ji 
to be engrossed for a third reading. d 


i 
i 


|| Mr. SOUTHARD: 


i! tee P A 
7 à : re- || petitions of Captain Drinker and Samuel Martin. 
spect was intended by the gentleman trom Maine |! 


The following resolutions were submitted by 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be 


| instructed to inquire into the expediency of pur- 


| chasing the copies of Watterston & Van Zandt’s 
| ‘Continuation of the Tabular Statistical Views 
of the United States,” which remain unsold of the 
| edition, for the use of Congress. ` 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
; making an appropriation to deepen the bar of 
| Pensacola bay, in Florida, so as to admit vessels 
| of war of the largest class to the United States 
| navy-yard established there. 


| Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, made unfavorable repogts upon the 


Mr. LINN, from the Committee on Private Land 
laims, to which was referred a bill confirming 
he title of Joseph Sovin, alias La Rochelle, and 
| those claiming under him, to a tract of land in 
Missouri, reported the same without amendment. 
| The bill was read the first time, and ordered to a 
| Second reading, 
l. The following resolution, submitted yesterday 
| by Mr. HENDRICKS, was taken up, consid- 
j ered, and agreed to: 
| Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
| be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
| fixing by law the time of the commencement and 
| Close of every succeeding session of Congress, 
| The bill from the House of Representatives 
| making appropriations for certain fortifications 
| far the year 1835, was read the first time, and 
| ordered to a second reading. 
Mr. KING, of Georgia, from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, made an unfavorable report 
upon the petition of Somerville Pinckney. 


i The bill for the relief of William O’Neil was 


! read the second time and referred. 


SENATE BILLS PASSED. 

The following Senate bills were read the third 
time and passed: 

A bill for the relief of the heirs or legal repre- 
sentatives of Colonel John Hudry, deceased; 

A bill authorizing the construction of a railroad 
from the public grounds near Tallahassee to St. 
Marks, in Florida; 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of General 
Carera; 

A bill for the relief of William Pettiplace and 
White, legal representatives of Joseph 


A bill to improve the navigation of the Missis- 


l! sippi river, in the vicinity of St. Louis; 
Mr. LEIGH, from the Committee on Revolu- | PP y 


A bill authorizing the removal of the land office 
from Clinton to Jackson, in Mississippi; 

A bill for the completion of certain improve- 
: ments in Florida; 
| A bill for the relief of Elizabeth Magruder, of 
' Mississippi; and 
| A bill to improve the harbor at or near the 
_mouth of the river Raisin. 


| UNITED STATES CLAIM ON BANK OF ILLI- 


NOIS. 


Mr. PRESTON, from the Judiciary Committee, 


reported a bill authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to compromise the claim of the United 
States upon the bank of Illinois; which was read 
the first time, and ordered to a second reading. 
THOMAS COOPER, OF SOUTH CAROLINA. 
Mr. PRESTON, pursuant to notice, and on 
eave given, introduced a bill for the relief of 


read twice, and referred to the Judiciary Commit- 


tee. 
[This bill proposes to refund to Doctor Cooper 


| the sum of $400, with interest from the year 1798, 
' being the amount of a fine imposed upon him, 
| ander the old alien and sedition laws.] 


HOUSE BILLS PASSED. 
The following bills from the House of Repre- 


: sentatives were read a third time and passed: 


A bill to provide for the final adjustment of 


' claims to land in the State of Louisiana; 


The joint resolution requiring the statues exe- 


‘cuted by Persico to be placed in the niches in 


front of the Capitol, for which they were de- 
signed; 


| Thomas Cooper, of South Carolina; which was | 


| 


n department for: t ; 
1835; cee ca Dyar 
‘A resolution authorizing a gold meda! to’ be 
struck and presented té Colonel Croghan, and 
swords to the officers who were under his corm- 
| mand, for their gallant conduct at Fort Sandusky, 

during the late war. ae 

The bill making compensation for French spoli- 
auone prior to 1800; came up as the'specialorder; 
and, l 

On motion of Mr. ROBBINS, ‘it was postponed 
to, and made the special ordér for, Monday next.’ 

Mr. CLAY rose and said, that in consequence 
of the indisposition of several Senators who were’ 
| absent, he would not make the motion which he. 
intended yesterday to make to-day, to go into 
the consideration of executive business: 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, from the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims, reported a bill for the 
relief of David Brooks; which was read the first 
time and ordered to a second reading. 

The bill for the relief of J. B. O’Strouder w 
taken up for consideration, and, 

On motion of Mr. SOUTHARD 
postponed, 

The Senate then proceeded to the general orders 
of the day, and the following bills were read a 
second time, considered as in Committee of the 
Whole, and ordered to. be engrossed for. a third 
reading: pase 

A bill-for the relief of William Clark; 

A resoiution for the relief of John S. Stiles; and 

A bill for the relief of Samuel S.. Lord and 
others, < f 
- A bill for the relief of Walter Loomis and 
Abel Gay was considered on second reading as 
in Committee of the Whole, when some remarks 
were made by Mr. HENDRICKS and Mr. TOM- 
| LINSON in favor, and by Mr. HILL and Mr. 
WRIGHT in opposition to the bill, when, . 

On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, it was laid on 
the table.. oe 

The bill granting military bounty land scrip to 
the heirs of Nathaniel Tyler, deceased, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole, and after 
some remarks by Mr. CLAY, Mr. LEIGH, and 
«Mr. POINDEXTER, the bill, 
On motion of Mr. CLAY, was laid on the table, 
On motion of Mr. HILL, the Senate adjourned. 


as 


; indefinitely 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, January 22, 1835. 


Petitions and memorials were presented by-— 
Mr. PLUMMER, of Mississippi; 

i .Mr. PARKER, of New Jersey; 

| Mr. GORHAM, of Massachusetts; 

Mr. TOMPKINS, of Kentucky; 

| Mr. CHINN, of Virginia; 

Mr. MAY, of Ilinois; 

Mr. KINNARD, of Indiana; 

(Mr. Kinnaxp presented the petition of William 
Bowman, of Morgan county, Indiana, praying the - 
correction of certain errors in the entry of land.} 

Mr. WHITE, of Florida; 

Mr. SEVIER, of Arkansas; 

Mr. GRAYSON, of South Carolina; and 

Mr. GILLET, of New York. 

Which memorials and petitions were appropri- 
ately referred. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

‘Mr. THOMSON, from the Committee on Mili- 
| tary Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Drs. 
| Findley and Meade; which was read twice and 
; committed. ‘ 
Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on the Public 
| Lands, reported a bill supplementary to the act 
| reviving the act granting preémption rights to set- 
| tlerson the public lands, approved May 29, 1830; 
| which was read twice and postponed to the first 
| of February. 

i Mr. BOON, from the Committee on the Public 
| Lands, reported a bill granting school lands to 
| fractional townships; which was read twice and 
| committed. ; 

| Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on the Ju- 
| diciary, reported a bill to authorize letters patent 
| to beissued to Francis B. Ogden; which was read 


i twice and ordered to be engrossed. 
| Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on the Ju- 


i 
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diciary, reported the following resolutions; which 
were agreed to: : 

Resolved, That a communication, with the ac- 
ecompanying document, from the-Secretary of the 
Treasury to the chairman of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, dated 31st December last, on the subject of 
the proposed discharge of Joseph L. Dias from a 
jodgment obtained by the United States against 
him in the southern district of New York, be 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, with 
instructions to consider and report thereon. 

Resolved, That the communication from the Sec- 
retary of State to the chairman of the Judiciary 
Committee of the 15th January instant, relative to 
the punishment of consuls and commercial agents, 
and-also relative to the commission of frauds in 
obtaining patents for inventions for which patents 
have already been obtained, be referred to the 
Judiciary Committee, with instructions to con- 
sider and report on the several subjects introduced 
in said communication. 

Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill to confirm private land 
claims in Missouri; which was read twice and 
committed. 

On motion of Mr. A., the documents on. this 
subject not heretofore published were ordered to 
be printed. i 

Mr. INGE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill to authorize the settlement, 
of the claims of deputy surveyors who have sur- 
veyed Spanish land claims in Florida; which was 

' read twice and committed. 

Mr. INGE, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of James M. Tuttle; which was 
read twice and ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 

. Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported a bill to regulate the sittings 
of the United States district courts for the eastern 
and western districts of Tennessee; which was 
read twice and ordered to be engrossed. 

: Messrs. BANKS, SLADE, FULTON, FOS- 
TER, CLAYTON, YOUNG, and INGE, each 
made unfavorable reports upon petitions, &c., 
referred to their respective committees. 


Mr. CARR, from the Committee on Private " 


Land Claims, moved that said committee be dis- 
charged from the consideration of the petition of 
Chad Miller, and that said petition be referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

The motion prevailed, and the petition was so 
referred. 


The resolution heretofore offered by Mr. TUR- 
RILL, was, on his motion, taken up, modified, 
and adopted. 


The following resolution, heretofore offered by 
r. PINCKNEY, was taken up and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the President of the United 
States be requested (if not inconsistent in his opin- 
ion with the public interest) to communicate te 
this House any correspondence that may have 
taken placè between, the Government and that of 
Spain respecting the act of Congress, passed on 
the 30th day of June, 1834, entitled “* An act con- 
cerning tonnage duty on Spanish vessels; and 
` also any information in his possession going to 
show whether there is any prospect that. thecom- 
merce of the Wnited States with the Island of 
Porto Rico, will hereafter be regulated upon prin- 
ciples of reciprocity, or whether it is in contem- 
plation by the Spanish authorities to increase or 
reduce the discriminating duties of tonnage, and 
the discriminating duties on imports and exports 
now levied on American vessels and on American 
merchandize and produce. 


On motion of Mr. KINNARD: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Private Land 
Claims be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of allowing William Bowman, of Morgan county, 
Indiana, to relinquish to'the United States certain 
lands erroneously entered at the land office at 
Crawfordsville, and to enter certain other lands in 
heu thereof, as shown by his petition and the 
papers on file in the office of the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office. 


Mr. BOON moved to suspend the rule of the 
House for the purpose of calling. the States for 
resolutions; which was lost. 


COMPENSATION TO INVESTIGATING COM- 
i MITTEE. 

The following resolution, heretofore offered by 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, was taken up: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the House be directed to audit 
the accounts of the members of the committee 
appointed by the House of Representatives on the 
26th day of June last, for investigating the condi- 
tion and proceedings of the Post Office Depart- 
ment, at the rate of compensation paid to the 
committee for preparing a code of laws for the 
District of Columbia, of which Philip Doddridge, 
Esq., was chairman, viz: eight dollars per day 
during the recess, without any other allowance. 
When the rgolution was last before the House, 
the following amendment was proposed by Mr. 
MANN, of New York: 

Strike out all after the word resolved, and insert: 

‘“ That the Committee on Accounts of this House 
‘be directed to audit the accounts of the members 
‘of the committee appointed by this House onthe 
26th day of June last, for investigating the con- 
‘dition and proceedings of the Post Office Depart- 
< ment, and allow each member of such committee 
‘at the rate of eight dollars per day (including a 
‘reasonable time for their travelling respectively 
‘to the seat of Government) during the time they 
‘have actually been engaged at the Post Office De- 
‘partment, up to the commencement of the present 
‘ session.” 

To which latter proposition Mr. GILLET 
moved the following amendment: 

“ And that those who came to Washington on 
‘said business, and returned home before the 
‘commencement of the present session of Con- 
‘gress, he allowed their extra travel and their per 
‘diem allowance while attending on said commit- 
‘tee, and no more.” ` 

Mr. LANE said he had been surprised to hear 
a difference of opinion expressed by -honorable 
members of the House upon the subject of com- 
pensating the committees appointed at the last 
session to investigate the Post Office Department 
in the recess of Congress. That to his mind a 
plainer proposition could not be presented to the 
human understanding for decision. The commit- 
tee are members of this House; as such they were 
appointed to perform duties properly belonging to 
this House; as such will be their report; and as 
such ought to be their pay. This admitted, and 
the question is determined. Suppose Congress 
had adjourned to meet in October. The travel 
and the pay would have been the same, except 
the per diem from October to the Ist Monday in 
December. Will any gentleman attempt to dis- 
tinguish the one from the other. The committee 
convened in October and continued their labors 
until the meeting of Congress. To pay them $8 
per day from the time they respectively entered 
upon the duties assigned them, to the first Mon- 
day in October, is to pay them as members of 
Congress—all they have a right to expect, all they 
deserve, and all this House has the power under 
the law to allow. The members of this commit- 
tee, like every other member of this House, re- 
ceived their travelling pay to and from this capital, 
before or at the close of the last session. They 
will now, if not already done, draw their pay a 
second time. 

And is there an honorable gentleman on this 
floor who really believes the members of this 
committee will have necessarily travelled the road 
to and from their respective places of residence 
more than four times? If not, for this they have 
or will receive eight dollars. for every twenty 
miles; to pay them more, would be to pay them 
for travelling expenses never incurred; to pay 
them other than for every day they have devoted 
to the public interest as members of the commit- 
tee, would be to pay them for services never 
rendered. His honorable friend upon the right, 
from Kentucky, (Mr. Jounson,] had said, he 
would pay the committee from the close of the 
last to the commencement of the present session, 
That his constituents were intelligent, patriotic, 
and bold, and would sustain him in rewarding the 
public servants generously. 

Mr. L. said while he fully acquiesced in the 
praises his friend from Kentucky {Colonel Jonn- 
Son] had been pleased to bestow upon his constit- 
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The amendment of Mr. LANE was then read 
as follows: ‘ 

Strike out all after the word department, and 
insert: 

“ By allowing to each member of said committee 
‘eight dollars per day, from the time said commit- 
| € tee met at Washington, until the commencement 
‘ofthe present session.” < . 

Mr. MANN, of New York, was willing to ac- 
cept the proposition of the gentleman from Indiana. 

The amendments proposed by Messrs. MANN 
and GILLET were negatived. 

The question recurring upon Mr. LANE’S 
amendment, i 

Mr. PARKER moved toamend it by adding ‘*the 
usual allowance of mileage to Washington city.” 

Mr. PARKER was of opinion that the mem- 
į bers of this committee should receive something 
beyond the ordinary allowance. They werecom- 
pelled to leave their business at home unattended 
to. There were members residing at a distance, 
particularly in the South, who, as a matter of 
choice, remained in this neighborhood, and who. 
| did not go home at the close of the session, who 
were nevertheless paid their mileage. The Post 
| Office Committee were here in the recess. by the 
direction of the House. Their duties were ardu- 
ous, and he hoped that the amendment submitted 
by him would prevail. 

Mr. LANE suggested that the members of this 
committee, asa matter of course, would receive 
the usual allowance for mileage. Fe was opposed 
to giving them double the amount provided by law. 

Mr. PARKER’S amendment-was disagreed to. 

Mr. BEAUMONT moved to amend theamend- 
ment of Mr. LANE, by adding the words “ and 
no-more;”’ which was negatived. p 

The amendment submitted by Mr. LANE was 
then concurred in, and thus amended, the resolu- 
tion was agreed to. 


INDIAN RESERVATIONS. 


The following resolution, heretofore offered by 
Mr. McCARTY, was again taken up: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
| be requested to transmit to this House copies of 
| all letters and correspondence of all Indian agents 
and sub-agents, and other persons connected with 
| the Indian department, now in the Executive or 
; War Department, or in the office of the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, connected with 
| or relative to the survey, location, sale, and trans- 
i fer of all Indian eserves of lands since the year 
| 1825, up to this time; and also, all the orders and 
j communications from the Executive of the United 
States, through the War Department, or General 
Land Office, or otherwise, in reference to said 
surveys, locations, sales, and transfers of Indian 
reserves; together with maps and plots of said 
surveys, and of the tracts approved and confirmed . 
by the President under said transfers and sales, 
and what remains unappropriated, that have been 
reported and submitted for his approval, together 
with the evidence of title. . 

„Mr. McCARTY addressed the House in favor 
of the resolution, and in explanation of the rea- 
sons which had induced him to offer it. 

Mr. PLUMMER moved an amendment to the 
| resolution, to restrict the call for information to 
| “that not already communicated to the Senate 
under resolutions of that body, adopted at the 


last session.”? : 


23D CONGRESS, 


Vor. 2.....No0: 10. 


Before the amendment wa 

POLK called for the orders of the day; which 
_ was sustained by the House. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. - 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing communications: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, enclosing an 
abstract of the licenses granted to trade with the 
Indians; laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War in relation 
to the contingent expenses of his department; | 
laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. | 

A letter from the Secretary of War, in response 
to a resolution of the House, relative to an unap- 
propriated balance fur the construction of the 
Cumberland road, in the State of Indiana; which 
was referred to the Commitee of Ways and 
Means. 

A letter frorn the Secretary of War, enclosing a 
list of the clerks in his Department, and their re- 
spectives alaries; laid on the table, and directed to 
be printed. 

SENATE BILLS. 


Bills from the Senate of the following titles, 
were read twice and committed: 
A bill for the relief of Charles Lynch, of Mis- 
sissippi; and 
A bill to exempt merchandize imported under 
sertain circumstances from the operations of the 
act of 19:h May, 1828, in alteration of the several 
acts imposing duues on imports. i 
BILLS PASSED. 
The following bills were read a third time and 
assed: 
A bill to extend the time for issuing serip upon 
United States land warrants; and: 
A bill to authorize the City Council of St. 
Augustine to widen the streets in said city. 
GENERAL APPROPRIATION SILL. 
The House then took up the biil reported from 


the Committee of the Whole, making appropria- j; 
tions for the civil and diplomatic expenses of |; 


Government for the year 1435. 

Several amendments of the Committee of the 
Whole were agreed to without amendment. 

Mr. POLK moved to disagree to so much of 
the amendment to the item for law agent, &c., 


of Fiorida, as went to provide that no part of the |; 


money should be paid till the claims had been 
adjudicated, and after some conversation between 
Messrs. POLK, WHITE, of Florida, and GREN- | 
NELL, the motion was agreed to, and the remain- 
ing portion of the amendment concurred in by the 
House. 

Mr. POLK then moved to concur in the amend- 
ment of the committee to sirike out the appropri- 
ation for the salary of a Minister to Buenos 


s disposed of, Mr. | 


i 
H 


Mr. POLK replied, that he possessed no inform- 
ation in regard to the previous expenditure of this 
fund. The information he possesseil was to be 
found in the Annual Report of the Secretary-of 
i the Treasury, by which it would be seen that of 
the fund alluded to, there did remain the sum of 
| $14,214 9I unexpended. 

Mr. POLK then moved that the bill be en- 
grossed for a third reading. 


| bill repealing a portion of the second section of 
ithe bill of 1834, and reénacting another part of 
i the same, relating to the pay of collectors, naval 
| eflicers, and surveyors of the several ports of the 
i United States, out of any money in the Treasury 
i not otherwise appropriated, such sums as will 
| give to thé said officers, respectively, the same 
i compensation in the year 1835, according to the 
| importations of that _year, as they would have 
i been entitled to receive,*if the act of 14th July, 
: 1832, had not gone into effect, &c. 
Mr. VANCE addressed the House on the sub- 
i ject of the amendment, at some length, and was 
i replied to by Messrs. POLK and SUTHER- 
LAND. 

A debate ensued, in which Messrs. GILLET, 
POLK, SUTHERLAND, VANOE, FILL- 


ok part. 
Mr. VANCE moved that the House adjourn. 
li The motion was losi—ayes 63, noes 76. 


j to 


| amendment of Mr. VANCE, which was rejected. 
After a protracted debate, Mr. WILLIAMS 
l that the House adjourn. He, however, 
withdrew the moion, at the solicitation of Mr. 
WATMOUOGH, in order to allow him to place an 
| amendment on the table to the biil to regulate the 
| pay of the Navy, with a view to have it printed. 
| Mr. POLK objected to this proposition, and 
i hoped the House would have the biil which was 
| before it, engrossed, before it consented to ad- 
! Journ. 7 
; Mr. WILLIAMS then renewed his motion for 
i adjournment, and on this question, 
Mr, PARKER cailed for the ayes and noes, 
‘which were ordered, and taken as follows—ayes 
100, noes 83. . 
So the House adjourned. 


i 
li 
: move 


IN SENATE. 


Ayres. 


Mr. P. said he had made inquiry and he wished | 
it to be distinctly understood, that no portion of | 
the money appropriated for this purpose last year || 
ks inser- |) 


had been drawn out of the Treasury. J 
tion in the present bill arase from its being the | 


usual annual itera; the fact of its nog being expended | 
having been overlooked. He was not only willing 


but desirous that the amendment should be con- 
curred in by the House. 
it was agreed to. 


Mr. POLE then said an honorable member 
from Illinois [Mr. Reynoips] had proposed an 
` additional item in the committee of $500, for the 
expense of the survey of certan lots in Peoria, 
Nhnois, which had been rejected, and he now 
moved that it be agreed to. He had consulted 
the department and found the appropriation called | 
for. 

It was agreed to. 

Mr. MERCER observed that be should not 
renew a proposition which he kad submitted in 
the Committee of the Whole, in relation to the 
fund appropriated for the suppression of the slave- 
trade, in consequenceof information which he had 


f 
i 
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Fraipay, January 23, 1835. 

Mr. KENT presented the credentials of the 
| ator from the State of Maryland, elected to supply 
the vacancy occasioned by the resignation of the 
Hon. Ezexrer F. CHAMBERS. | . 

Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH having presented him- 
self, the oath was administered, and he took his 
seat in the Senate. 


Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on 
| Pensions, made an unfavorable report upon the 
| petition of William Welsh. 


| 


Secretary of the Treasury, relative to the progress 


' maps, &c., of certain States, was ordered to be 


obtained from the chairman of the Committee of 


10 


~ 


| 


printed. ie, ; A 
The following resolutions, submitted yesterday, 


. 


Mr. VANCE proposed to add a section to the | 


MORE, HARPER, MINER, and WILLIAMS, | 


Mr. GILLET offered an amendment to the |! 


Hon. ROBERT H. GOLDSBOROUGH, a Sén- |; 


On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, the report of the | 


made at that department in the preparation of | 


iby Mr. SOUTHARD, 
jand agreed to: | 

| Resolved, That the Commiitee on the Library 
ibe instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
i purchasing the copies of Watterstoné& Van Zandt’s 
|“ Continuation of the Cabular Statistical Views of 
ithe United States,’ which remain unsold of the 
ii edition for the use of Congress. fee 
| Resolved, That the Committee on Naval A fairs 
ibe instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
| Making an appropriation to deepen the bar of 
i; Pensacola bay, in Florida, so as to admit vessels 
lof war of the largest class to the United States 
|| navy-yard established there. ` 

ii On motion of Mr. WEBSTER, the Senate then 
; resumed the consideration of the army appropria: 
tion bill, as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr, WEBSTER said that an objection had 
been urged yesterday by the honorable member 
from indianu (Mr. Henpricks} against the item 
[of appropriation to pay Certain eupernumerary 
ilreutenants. He (Mr. W?) then said that he 
thought. the provision was only in fulfilmentof 
| the exigency of the existing laws.. Mr. W. here 
: referred to the act of 1812, to show that. when 
cadets were not attached they were to be provided 
for. Tiat there were one hundred and six speci- 
fied in the bill, which was a less number than wag 
authorized by the law alluded to. 

Mr. HENDRICKS said he did not consider 
the act of 1812 as having anything to do with the 
li Military Academy. The provisions of that law 
| were certainly as the gentleman from Massachu- 
|| setts represented them to be, but he was unable to 
i reconcile them with subsequent laws. The act of 
i21 March, 1821, to reduce and fix the military 
! peace establishment, provided for the discharge of 
| all supernumerary officers. He wouid not, how- 
ever, persist in his opposition to the bill, buthe 
| objected to the provision alluded to, and thought 
| it ought to be inquired into. 

‘After some further conversation between Mr. 
WEBSTER and Mr. HENDRICKS, the bill was 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. > 

The bill making appropriations for certain pen- 
sioners of the United States for the year 1835, wag 
read the secand time, considered as in Committee 
of the Whole, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

The bill authorizing a further issuing of scrip in 
satisfaction of military bounty land warrants; and 

The bill making appropriations for certain forti- 
fications of the United States, for the year 1835, 
were read the second time and referred. ` 

BILLS PASSED. 

The following bills were severally read the third 
time and passed: 
| A bill for the relief of W-illiam Clark; 

! A resolution for the relief of John S. Stiles, 

| upon a contract for Navy bread; 

A bill making. appropriations for revolutionary 

| and other pensioners’ of the United States for the 

i year 1835; 

i A bill making. appropriations for the Indian 
: department for the year 1835; and 

A bill for the relief of Samuel S. Lord and 

; others, a 7 

| Mr. PRESTON, from the Judiciary Committee, 
i to which was referred the bill to prevent and 

punish frauds against the pension laws, reported 
| the same without amendment. 


| Mr. ROBBINS submitted the following resolu- 


were taken up, considered, 


{ 
t 
| 
l 
H 


| 
i tion: 

| Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be. 
| directed to furnish a copy of the Register of the 

| Debates of Congress, published by Gales & Sea- 

i ton, to each of the members of the Senate, who 

have been elected since the commencement of the 

_ present session, or who may be elected during. the 

ii session. 

ii Mr. ROBBINS asked the consideration of the 

| resolution at this time. 

i The motion requiring unanimous consent, 

Mr. HILL objected; and 
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Mr. ROBBINS then gave notice that he would 
eall.it up on Monday next. * 

Mr. CLAY rose and said, that in consequence 
of the continued indisposition of an absent Sena- 
tor, he would not move to go into executive ses- 
sion to-day, but as the business on the docket 
ought to be despatched, he gave notice, that on 
‘Monday next, whether there was any indisposi- 
tion of members or not, he would make that 
motion. While up, he would move that when 
the Senate adjourns, it will adjourn to Monday 
next; which was so ordered, : 


The bill for the relief of Wilkinson Goodwin 
was read the second time, considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and, 

On motion of Mr. POINDEXTER, indefinitely 
postponed. 
© The bill for the relief of Wyatt Singleton and 
James Andrews, was read the second time, con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole, when 

Mr. BLACK moved its indefinite postpone- 
ment, but yielded to a motion by Mr. PORTER, 
that it be laid on the table; which was agreed to. 

. The bill for the relief of Thomas L. Winthrop 
and others was taken up for consideration as in 
Committee of the Whole, and, 

On motion of Mr. SMITH, postponed to Wed- 

nesday next. 7 


The bill for the relief of David Beard was read 
a second time, considered as in Committee of the 
Whole, and, after some remarks from Messrs. 
HILL, SMITH, and CLAYTON, 

Mr. SHEPLEY submitted an amendment, the 
substance of which was to refer the subject to the 
Secretary of the Treasury, to examine into the 
justice of the claim. 

Mr. CLAYTON objected to the amendment, 
and, on his motion, the bill and amendment were 
laid on the table. 

BILLS ORDERED TO A THIRD READING, 

The following bills were read the second time, 
considered as in Committee of the Whole, and 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading: 

A bill for the relief of Christopher C. Builey; 

‘A supplement to the act authorizing the people 
of Louisiana to settle back lands; and 

A bill for the relief of David McCord. 


A bill in addition to the act for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Lucy Bond and Hannah 
Douglass, was read the second time, considered 
as in Committee of the Whole, and, after some 
remarks by Messrs. SMITH, TYLER, HILL, 
SHEPLEY, MOORE, LEIGH, and WHITE, 
the question being on the engrossment of the bill 
for a third reading, 

Mr. HILL asked the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered, and are as follows, to wit: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bibb, Buchanan, Frelinghuy- 
sen, Goldsborough, Kent, Leigh, Linn, McKean, 
Moore, Naudain, Porter, Preston, Robbins, Shep- 
ley, Silsbee, Smith, Southard, Swift, Tomlinson, 
Tyler, Webster, White—22. 

NAYS—Measrs. Benton, Black, Brown, Cuth- 
bert, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, King of Alabama, 
King of Georgia, Robinson, Tallmadge, Tipton, | 
Wright—13. 

_ So the question was determined in the affirma- 
tive. 

On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, January 23, 1835. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, reported, without amendment, a 
bill from the Senate for the relief of Thomas 
Aspinwall; which was committed. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, reported, with amendments, 
the bill from the Senate to exempt merchandize 
imported under certain circumstances, from the 
operation. of the tariff act of May, 1828. The 
amendments were read, and, together with the 
bill, committed. 

Mr. THOMSON, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported a bill to authorize a 
compromise to secure to the United States, Pea | 
Patch Island, in the river Delaware; which was 


read twice and committed. 


$ 


Mr. FORESTER, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported, with an amendment, the bill 
from the Senate for, the relief of Hiram A. Hun- 
ter; which was committed. 

Mr. CHINN, from the Committee on the Dis- 


| trict of Columbia, reported a bill to extend the 


jurisdiction of the corporation of the city of Wash- 
ington; which was read twice and committed. 
Mr. FULTON, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported, without amendment, a bill from the Ser- 
ate for the relief of Henry B. Tyler, executor of 
Colonel Richard Smith; which was committed. 
Mr. REED, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill for the benefit of Boyd 
Reilly; which was read twice and committed. 
Mr. HARPER, of New Hampshire, from the 


i| Committee on Commerce, reported a bill for the 


reltef of Reuben Colburn; which was read twice 
and committed. 

Mc. McKINLEY, instructed by the Committee 
of Ways and Means, asked for the printing ofa 
report from the Treasury Department, in relation 
to the establishment of branches of the Mint; which 
was agreed to; and, on motion, five thousand extra 
copies of the document referred to were ordered 
to be printed. ` 

Messrs. BROWN and ANTHONY each made 
unfavorable reports upon petitions referred to their 
respective committees, 

JOHN N. REYNOLDS. 

The following resolution, heretofore offered by 
Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, was considered 
and agreed to: . 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be 
directed to communicate to this House a copy of 
the report made to the Navy Department by John 
N. Reynolds, October 9, 1829, describing a num- 
ber of the islands, reefs, and shoals, in the Pacific 
ocean, and on the northwestern coast of America. 


* RAILROAD SURVEY. | 


| lowing resolution; which lies one day on the table: 

Resolved, That he Secretary of War be direct- 
ed to forward copies of the report and profile of 
Major Bache’s survey of a route for a railroad 
from Williamsport, Pennsylvania, to Elmira, New 
York, to the Governors of Pennsylvania and New 
York, with a request that they lay the same before 
the Legislatures of their respective States. 

On motion of Mr. VANCE, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
communicate to this House the arhount paid to 
| the different custom-house offices of Boston, New 
York, Philadelphia, and Baltimore, under the pro- 
visions of the second section of the act making 
appropriations for thecivil and diplomatic ex penses 
of Government for the year 1834. 

NEW POST ROUTE. 

On motion of Mr. STANDIFER, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a post route from Ten 
Mile Post Office,in Rhea county, by Gordon’s 
Iron Works, through the Grassy Cove, to John 
Narromore’s, on the Sparta road, in Tennessee. 


INDIAN RESERVATIONS. 


The following resolution, heretofore offered by 
Mr. McCARTY, was taken up: 
Resolved, That the President of the United States 


. 


all letters and correspondence of all Indian agents 
and sub-agents, and other persons connected with 
j the Indian department, now in the Executive or 
War Department, or in the office of the Comis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, connected with 
or relative to the survey, location, sale, and trans- 
fer of all Indian reserves of lands since the year 
1825 up to this time; and also, all the orders and 
communications from the Executive of the United 
States, through the War Department, or General 
Land Office, or otherwise, in reference to said 
surveys, locations, sales, and transfers of Indian 
reserves, together with maps and plots of said 
surveys, and of the tracts approved and confirmed 
by the President under said transfers and sales, 


reported and submitted: for his approval, together 
wlk the evidence of title. Pp ae 


Mr. ANTHONY, by consent, offered the fol- || 


be requested to transmit to this House copies of |! 


Mr. PLUMMER moved an amendment to the l 


f 
] 
i 
j 


| hundred pages of matter. 


resolutiqn to restrict the call for information to 
“that not already communicated to the Senate 
‘under resolutions of that body, adopted at the 
‘ last session.” 

The question being on this amendment, 

Mr. PLUMMER said he had not yet had an 
opportunity of investigating this subject so fully as 
he ought to do'to jusufy recording his vote upon 
its adoption. He had, however, given it a partial 
investigation yesterday, as much asthe time would . 
permit, and he had considerable doubts of the cx- 
pediency or propriety of adopting it, in any form 
or shape whatever. At any rate, he certainly 
thought that the amendment he had offered should 
be appended to it, for this reason: at the last ses- 
sion of Congress a call was made, by a resolution 
of the Senate, for part, at least, of the information 
called for by the present resolution, and a report 
was made, comprising between two and three 
Subsequently to that, 
a call was made upon the same department—the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs—for the very same cor- 
respondence, and the same documents contem- 
plated by the present resolution, That call was 
made on the 23d of December, 1833, and it took, 
Mr. P. was informed, the clerks employed in that 
department, not only during the last session, but 
also the whole of the recess to respond to it. He 
objected, therefore, to a call being made for the 
same correspondence and the same documents, 
unless some strong and substantial reasons should 
be assigned for it. Mr. P. had made some inquiry, 
and he found that it not only took up a great por- 
tion of, but he believed all the time that could be 
spared by the four regularclerks in the Bureau of 


| Indian Affairs, and in addition to thatthe extra clerk 


hire amounted to $1,800, to furnish the other 
branch of the Legislature with the answer to their 
call. This was paid out of the old contingent fund, 
and something like $1,000 more was paid for such 
part of the same information as came from the 
Commissary General’s Department, in addition 
to the expense of obtaining eight hundred pages 
of the information from the Second Auditor’s 
Office. He found, furthermore, upon inquiry, that 
this document, the printing of which was not yet 
completed, would comprise six large volumes, of 
upwards of six thousand pages, cost the Govern- 
ment $12,750, and its binding, at the usual rate, 
would cost about $3,250; the whole sum, together 
with the printing and binding, would be $16,000. 
This, added to the expense of clerk hire, would 
make about $19,000, which the Government had 
already paid, or would soon have to pay, for this 
same correspondence, and those same documents 
contemplated in the resolution of the gentleman 
from Indiana. Moreover the gentleman’s resolu- 


| tion not only made a call upon the Indian Bureau, 


but also upon the General Land Office, and Mr. 
P. had good authority for saying that this call 
could not possibly be answered during the present 
session, nor probably during the recess, without 
the employment of much additional clerk hire, 
and consequently an additional appropriation for 
that clerk hire. He would remind the House, also, 
that the old contingent fund out of which the 
$1,800 were paid last year for extra clerk hire in 
the Indian Bureau, was exhausted, and therefore 
the House would be called upon to pay a sum, 


‘ something like $19,000, if it cost no more than the 


Senate document; but he believed the call contem- 
plated by the present resolution would involve 
twice that sum. For the purpose of giving time 
for investigating the subject, Mr. P. said, he would 


j conclude by moving that the further consideration 
| of the resolution and amendment be postponed till 


Monday next. 

Mr. McCARTY said he would accept the 
amendment of the gentleman from Mississippi - 
[Mr. Plummer] as a modification of his own. 

Mr. PLUMMER must still insist on his motion 
to postpone, because he considered the subject 


: deserving of more investigation before the final 


action of the House was taken upon it He sup- 
posed that all the gentleman-wanted was the cor- 
respandence in relation to particular Indian trea- 
ties; and Mr. P, thought the gentleman had better 


e \ : modify his resolution accordingly. 
and what remains unappropriated, that have been || 


The motion to postpone the further considera- 


i tion of the resolution till Monday next, was then 


taken, and negatived without a division. 
Mr. CLAY said it appeared to him that the 


r 
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laws already passed were efficient as to the mode 
and manner in which information, ifit was wanted, 
could be procured; and he saw no necessity for 
adopting the present measure. He therefore 
moved to lay the resolution and amendment upon 
the table. z 

Mr. WILLIAMS asked for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

The question was taken; and decided as follows 
—yeas 71, nays 108. 

The question then recurring on agreeing to the 
resolution as modified by the amendment 

Mr. BATES called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. : 

Mr. PLUMMER called for the orders of the 
day. Negatived—yeas 71, nays 83. 

Mr. McKINLEY said he had been go unfor- 
tunate, thus far, as to have heard no satisfactory 
reason advanced for the adoption of this resolu- 
tion. If such reason had been given by the mover, 
[Mr. McCanry,] it had escaped his attention. If 
the friends of the resolution could produce any 
better reason for incurring the enormous expense 
of printing the document called for, than the 
mere gratification of an idle curiosity, he would 
be glad to hear it. 

Mr. McCARTY said he did not presume the 
printing of the correspondence and documents 
would be so very expensive as gentlemen seemed 
to anticipate. The information sought for, he 
believed, could be furnished in a few days. He 
had not a doubt that gentlemen were laboring 
under a great mistake on thése points. He hoped 
no further obstacles would be thrown in the way 
of obtaining the information desired. 

Mr. LOVE contended that the subject of ex- 
pense should present no obstacle to the passage of 
the resolution. ,When the object was the detec- 
tion of fraud, or where a mere suspicion of fraud 
existed, an investigation should be made, without 
reference to the secondary consideration of ex- 
pense. Ele was. not about to charge the Govern- 
ment with a participation in frauds; but if its faith- 


less agents had abused the trusts reposed jn them | 


by defrauding either the Indians or others, the 
nation had aright to know the facts, if those frauds 
were ever so light, or the expense ever so great. 
He hoped the resolution would be adopted. 

Mr. McKINLEY again addressed the House. 
He could see no object to be obtained by the 
passage of this resolution. H frauds had been 
committed, would the publication of these docu- 
ments tend to the punishment of the delinquents? 
He could not see how this extraordinary expense 
should have a tendency to correct the evil. It 
seemed to him to be only a publication of papers, 
to gratify the curiosity of individuals, without the 
least beneficial result to the country. If such were 
not his conviction, he would cheerfully lend his 
aid to sustain the iaquiry. 

Mr. BYNUM said be trusted he would be the 
last person in the House who would refuse an 
inquiry into a subject calculated to detect fraud or 
promote public good. But the proposition before 
the. House seemed to him to be rather an extra- 
ordinary one. The mass of documents here pro- 
posed .to be printed, he verily believed, would 
never be read by ten members on that for, 
besides the honorable gentleman who introduced 
the resolution. 
that the expense of printing would be very great, 
Bat it had been said by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky (Mr. Love} that the expense should not be 
taken into consideration. Sir, (said Mr, B.,) T 
differ with the gentleman on this point, especially 
where the expense was greater than the losses 
sustained. If the gentleman would introduce a 
proposition for inquiry, which could result in any 
public benefit, without this enormous expense of 
perhans fifteen or twenty thousand dollars, he 
would cordially codperate with him. But pnder 
the present aspect he could see the prospect of no 
benefit to any one, excepting it were to the public 
printers. — j 

Mr. LANE said, the resolution called for ex- 
tensive information, covering a period of ten years 
and. the entire continent. To furnish it, would 
require the employment of several clerks for three 
-or four months; and when obtained, could not be 
made the foundation of any action of this House. 


Is there any gentleman on this floor who can, for | 


a moment, believe that any one who may have 


lt was admitted’ (Mr. B. said) | 


| committed frauds upon the Indians, would have 
|| been so weak as to have placed it in any corre- 
ji spondence? This is not the manner frauds are 

| perpetrated The object of the resolution, as ob- 
| served by the honorable gentlemen from Indiana, 


| (Mr. McCarry,}and from Kentucky, (Mr. Lovz,} 


said have been perpetrated by Indian ageuts, in 
the sale of reservations. So far as private individ- 
uals are concerned in these alleged frauds, this is 
| not the tribunal; the Constitution has properly 
referred such inquiry for decision to courts of jus- 
tice. To remedy this evil, then, the resolution is 
incompetent. If the object is as avowed, to bring 
to justice, and expose to public view and. public 
condemnation, it is equaliy incompetent and im- 
proper. Let the mover of the resolution specify, 
put his finger upon the Indian agent, or refer it to 
a committee for inquiry; and if any frauds shall be 


be necessary for the object, that the public inter- 
est, or the honor of the nation shall demand. If 
the gentleman will adopt this course, i will go 
as far as any-one to bring allsuch agents to public 
justice. 

Mr. LOVE said, it had been admitted that ru- 
mors had gone abroad, going to implicate officers 
of the Government in participating in immense 
frauds. He thonght this a proper subject for the 
investigation of the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
Ele had no hesitation in declaring bis conviction 
| that the executive departments of the Government 
i were entirely disconnected with these alleged 
i frauds. Ele condemned the doctrine that the item 
of expense should have any weight in the detec- 
tion of crime. 
stule one hundred dollars should be suffered to 
escape because it would cost five hundred dollars 
to convict him? It had been insinuated, too, that 
it was his desire, in voting for the printing of these 
documents, to give the public printer a profitable 
job. Sir, (said Mr. L.,) printers under the present 
management of the press, are a sort of cattle I 
have little or nothing todo with. After some fur- 
i ther remarks, Mr. L. repeated, that he believed 
the executive departments had no participation in 
the frauds in question, Of this fact he was fully 
convinced. 


come from the Siate that the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Lane] considered so very delicately 
situated in reference to this question.. That not- 
withstanding the declaration of the gentleman, he 
should on this, as upon all other propositions. be- 
fore the House, give free utterance to his senti- 
ments. 


that he did not intend to make any such insinua- 
tion, 

Mr, M. resumed his remarks by saying that 
after the explanation of the honorable gentleman, 
| he had nothing further to say on that point, Mr, 
+ M. said that a thing proper in itself, should, nev- 
ertheless, be done in a proper manner, He had 
no objection to a thorough investigation of the 
conduct of all the public officers of this Govern- 
ment whenever the public good would be pro- 
moted by such examination; he went further—he 
would, on a bare suspicion thata public agent had 
been guilty of fraud, or unfairness in the discharge 
| of the duties of bis office, cost what it might, ex- 
; pose his delinquencies. 
| of the resolution, that it was of the utmost impor- 
! tance to the community, thatall their agents should 
i not only be honest, but above all suspicion, and 
; did not agree with gentlemen, that the expenses 
| of the proposed investigation should be taken into 
| the account. : 
| Bat, Mr. Speaker, (said Mr. M.,) Tam not of 
| the opinion that the resolation, if adopted, would 
|| accomplish the object that the honorable member 


| for information, generally, in relation to the sale of 
| Indian reservations. Fraud is imputed to some 
| one connected with these sales—whether to the 
| purchasers, or to the Secretary of War, or some 
: sub-agent, or agents acting under him, we are not 
oformed. If the object of the resolution be to 
scertain whether or not the purchasers of Indian 
reservations have practised a fraud on the reserves, 

then he apprehended the House had no jurisdiction 
i The sale is an individual trans- 


l over the subject, 


is to obtain evidence of frauds which rumor has | 


discovered, call for all such papers as shall or may | 


fle asked if the Individual who | 


Mr. MARDIS said that he had the honor to | 


Mr. LANE said he was misunderstood; and | 


He held with the friends | 


|| seems to have had in view. The resolution asks | 


‘the members of this House. 


action, and Congress has not the power. to-eree 
itself into a court of chancery, for the purpose: 
passing upon these contracts. © The validity of 
transactions of this nature are properly referable 

to the judicial tribunals af the country. If, Kow- * 


7 


ever, the object of the gentleman from: Indiana © 
{Mc. McCarry]. was, as he supposed,-to convict. >.> 
some public functionary of rhalieasance in emee, °. 


then it seemed to him that it would..be: proper to. | 
raise a committee, vested with power to send for: 
persons and papers, with a view. that-the facts 
might all be fully examined into; as welk for-ds 
against the accused. This. course appeared: to 
him to be proper, in many points of view... First, 
because he held it to be correct doctrine, that no 
man should be condemned before an opportunity. 
had been given him to be fully heard in his. defence 
before his judges. Secondly, such a course reč- 
ommended itself to the intelligence and justice of 
Fie therefore moved 
to amend the resolution. so as to authorize: the 
appointment of a committee, empowered to send. 
for persons and papers, to ‘be charged: with: the 
investigation of all the matters contained inthe 
resolution. 

Mr. M. withdrew his motion te.amend, witha 
view to send -the subjeet to the Committee on, 
Indian Affairs. g 

Mr. LOVE said, to 
he would move to commit the resolution to: i 
Committee on-Indian Affairs, ere 

Mr. MARDIS then withdrew his: propogition 
for a select committee. : Lae 5 TE 

Mr. McCARTY begged to make. brief expla- 
nation. He disclaimed any intention of casting a 
single imputation upon. the officers of the Govern- 
ment in this city, and his motives have been egre- 
giously mistaken, if such an’ inference. has -been 
drawn; there was nothing in the resolution to war- 
rant any such inference, and such allusions were 
unjast and unfounded. He had no expectation 
that anything improper on the part of the Execu- 
tive, or either of the departments mentioned in 
the resolution, existed that would be brought, to 
light by the call. No man upon this floor has. a 
higher opinion of the integrity of the Chief. Ma~ 
gistrate than he had. In offering the. resolution 
he had, he had done it from motives of public 
duty alone, to expose fraud, if any existed, and ' 


avoid all.further difficulty, 


k 


to exculpate the innocent, upon serious delibera- SES 
tion and reflection, and he would not be dictated `: 
to as to the manner-in which he should discharge’: 


that duty. : i a taie tek 
Mr MARDIS disclaimed having any such ine 
tention towards the honorable gentleman. < es. | 
Mr. McCARTY continued. Nor did he mean: 
to cast any imputation upon. the Executive, but: 
he wished to show what he: believed, that the 
Executive had been‘ imposed: upon, by ‘persona 


+ wha endeavored to practice deception upon him, 


for the purpose of putting money into their own 
pockets, and then shielding themselves from inves- 
tigation, Mr. McC. repented, he was astonished 
to see objections to the resolution from any guar- 
ter of the House. The object of the resolution 
was to expose guilt and shield the innocent. = 
Mr. BARRINGER said there were. strange 
rumors abroad—rumors not of to-day or of yesters 
day—involvirg charges of fraud and malfeasance, 
and it was right that they should be investigated, 
and either proved or disproved, by that branch of 
the Legislature. [Je would mention one or. two of 
them, ft wassaid thata stock company had been 
formed for the purchase of Indian reserves, con- 
sisting of a capital of $100,000 in shares of $1,000 
each, and that there was one individual. who had 
subscribed $5,000 in money, and another $5,000 in 
services, by exercising hig influence, and certify- | 
ing that the transactions were fair and honorable, 
If there was ground for these rumors, it was right 
that it should be known, and at any rate it was a 
matier worthy of investigation, that those who 
were guilty should be held up to the scorn and 
reprobation of the country, and meet the punish- 
ment they merited. Many gentlemen on that 
floor had constituents who were implicated, and 
he should imagine they would rejoice at an oppor- 
tunity of placing thera before the country in the 
garb of innocence; and he trusted there was not 
one who would attempt, or desire to screen the 
guilty.. If the resolution be-not broad enough to 
cover the ground, it was perfectly competent in the 


> would cost? 


“it be known; if corrupt, let it be exposed, and the 
` gooner the better, f 


-broadly and openly repeated upon the floor of the 
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House to frame such a one'ʻas should meet the i 
object desired, and be acted on.promptly by the 
House. He must be permitred žo say, that he i| 
thought the House had been hitherto too negligent i 
in regard to the management of the Indian lands, 
Charges uf corruption and malfeasance had been | 
niade, and reiterated aggin and again, against cer- |} 
tain public cfivers, receivers, registers, &c., and 
yei no inquiry had been instituted there. ‘That: 
House had permitied such rumors to go abroad in 
the land, without attempting any investigation into 
the foundation of them. ft was no excuse for 
them that the other branch of the Legislature had 
acted in part. lt was the duty of the Representa- 
tives of the people to step forward, and rip up |; 
these transacuions. If they have been honest, let 
j 


Mouch had been said about the expense of an- | 
Swering the call Of this resolution, What, were 
we to set about an inquiry into the cost, when a 
great public defaulter is to be brought before us? 
When a ‘public functionary was charged with a | 
dereliction of duty and absolute commission of 
fraud, were they to stop and inquire iow much it 
W ho ever heard in a court of justice 
ofa jury or of the public prosecutor stopping in 
the discharge of their duty by a consideration of || 
cost? Did a judge ever pause at proceeding to |} 
trial from such a consideration? Mr. B. cared || 
not what the cost might be in this case, he looked 
not to a quid pro quo, but to do justice in bringing 
a delinquent to justice. Let an example be made, 
and that promptly; for so long as they permitted 
such rumors to pass nnheeded, so long did they 
hold out inducements to their public functionaries |: 
to abuse their trusts. How would it now appear, 
if the resolution should be rejected? Why, that 
those rumors to which he had referred, had been 


Representatives of the people, the assembled 
wisdom of the country: and in spite of that, no 
investigation was to take place, because, forsooth, 
it would cost money ! He knew not whatit would 
cost—he cared not—but if the fact were so that 
great frauds had been committed, he was for having 
them investigated; and when that was. done, let 
unishment fall where it was dne, be the cost what 
1t might. Mr, B. had not intended to trespass upon 
the patience of the H{cuse, and he should conclude 
by hoping that the resolution would be adopted. 

Mr. POLK, here made another attempt.to call 
up the orders of the day; but the House refused— 
ayes 79, noes 94, - 

Mr. MILLER. expressed his intention, from 
circumstances which had arisen during the debate, 
to support the resolution. 

Mr. BOON demanded the previous question, 
but the motion was not seconded by the Flouse. 

Mr. EWING said he should vote for the reso- 
lution. Ele wished to see it passed in the form in 
which it was originally presented. When the 
proposition was made to publish the pension list, 
not.a word was objected to that measure, though 
the expense was probably three times as great as 
that of this correspondence would be. Nota word 
was said against that printing; but when you come ! 
to investigate the conduct of Indian agents and 
land speculators, objections are abundant, It had 
been said the whole affair rested on vague rumors, 
and that ‘rumor wasa pipe blown by surmises.”” 
He could not think all these. rumors could be 
without some foundation in fact. It also had Ween |} 
contended that our action on this subject would 
not effect the punishment of the delinquents. Mr. 
E. contended that exposition was of itself a pun- 
ishment of a high order, He thought the investi- 
gation due to the country. 

Mr. CAGE said he felt it his*imperious duty to 
himself and to his constituents to vote for investi- | 
gation in its most extended form. He repelled the 
idea that this measure was got up for the purpose 
of implicating or casting censure on the executive 
department of the Government. It was the un- 
worthy agents who had crept into the confidence |! 
of the Government. It was not alleged that that 
Government had, in any instance, winked or con- 
nived at fraud. f 

Mr. WARDWELL said the speeches.of gen- 
tlemen appeared to be all on one side; He really 
wished they would save the time of the House by 
taking the question. 


} ia its present shape. 


| introduced into that bo 


lution was, that the information desired could not 


be obtained at the present session of Congress. If | 


the gentieman would make his resolution more 


, specific—pointing out the State or designating the 
i individual office where the investigation should 


take place—he would second the proposition. 
Mr. HAMER and Mr. BYNUM both ad- 


dressed the House in opposition to the resolution | 
; They wished it to be made ! 
! mere specific—to make its objects more tangible, 
{ and they would then support it. 


Mr. LANE said he had risen to explain. He 
had opposed the resolution, and voted to lay: it 


i upon the table, believing, as he did, that the sub- 


ject was not attainable by its adoption. The 


| course now given to it, by a reference to a com- 


mittee for inquiry, accorded with his views. Be- 


i lieving, as he did, that the committee would first 


inquire if any frauds had been committed, by 
whom and where, and then call for such papers 
and information as should be alone indispensable. 

One word, Mr. Speaker, (said Mr. L.,) in de- 
fence of the people of Indiana, a part of whom he 
had the honor of being the immediate representa- 
tive. Sir, a purer, more intelligent, high-minded, 
and honorable population than that of Indiana 
cannot be found in any other State. That he had 
considgred it his duty to say this much in defence 
of the people and the Indian agents, from the 
circumstance that the resolution came from ‘that 
State, and that two of his honorable colleagues 
(Messrs. McCarry and Ewine] had expressed 
their belief that trauds had been committed in the 
sale and transfer of Indian reservations, from an 
apprehension that some might be led to suppose, 
from this circumstance, that the frauds which 
rumor had thrown upon the public, had taken 
place in Indiana. That he had been acquainted 
with all the Indian agents employed by the Gov- 
ernment for the last twenty years, and he believed 
them to be honest and high-minded men, and 
incapable of committing a fraud on the Govern- 
ment, an Indian, or any one else, 

_ Mr. McCARTY said a few words in explana- 
tion. 

Mr. PLUMMER regretted that hisamendment 
should have given rise to so protracted a discus- 
sion. He would not now trouble the Honse 
with any additional remarks, further than a mere 
explanation. His object in proposing the amend- 
ment which he did, was not to screen any branch 
of the Government, or any officer acting under 
the Government, from the most scrutinizing inves- 
tigation; but it was to prevent the useless expense 
of obtaining and printing information, a part of 
which had been already laid on the table, and the 
residue of which would be laid before us in two 
or three days at farthest, on a call from the other 
end of the building, at an expense, according to a 
rough estimate, of upwards of nineteen thousand 
dollars. The gentleman who moved the resolu- 
tion (Mr. McCarry] had done him the honor to 
accept his amendment as a modification of his 
resolution. His objections to the resolution 
were, therefore, in a great measure done away. 


| He desired a postponement only for the purpose 


of giving it an examination. He voted for the 
motion to lie on the table for the same reason. 
With regard to the certificates of fraud and 
depositions alluded to by the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. Barrinesr] and others, and 
rumors in relation to the formation of companies 
for purposes of speculation, so far as his own 
State and constituents were concerned, instead of 


|| shrinking from an investigation, he invited it; he 


defied it; let it come; he was ready to meet it. 
He supposed that allusion was made to certain 
affidavits and rumors introduced into the other 
branch of the Legislature at the last session of 
Congress, Itis well known that the Committee 
on Public Lands in the Senate were at the last 
session authorized to investigate these alleged 
frauds, with power to send for 
It is well known, also, that some of the certificates 
dy have been responded to 
by the persons implicated. lt is furthermore well 
known that the chairman of that committee was 
authorized to continue the investigation during 
the recess of Congress. This had been done 
through the aid of commissioners appointed b 


the chairman of the committee of that *bedy. ! 


persons and papers. | 


CONGRESSIONAL GOBE. 


Mr. ASHLEY said his objection to the reso- | 


Some half a dozen persons had been selected in 
Mississippi, and how many in other States he 
would not pretend to say. A report had been 
made to the committee, and the committee, he 
was informed, had reported to the Senate. This 
report, he understocd, was now in the hands of 
the printer, and would soon be laid on our tables, 
On the result of the investigation alluded to, he 
would not express an opinion, unless circum- 
stances should make it his duty to do so. He 
hoped that gentlemen would not make further 
charges of fraud, and locate the charge in Missis- 
sippi, until the result of that investigation was 
known. If fraud had been committed in the State, 
and by a portion of the people he had the honor 
to represent—which he by no means admitted— 
the atonement, according to the custom of the 
| ancients, had been made to a certain extent, We 
are told by high authority that without the shed- 
ding of biood there is no remission of sins. Blood 
had not only been shed, but one of Mississippi’s 
most valued citizens had lost his life in conse- 
quence of difficulties growing out of that investi- 
gation. The lives of others were threatened. The 
public mind had been highly excited. 

Mr. P. hoped that no additional charges would 
bé preferred, nor new excitements created, in re- 
| lation to the alleged frauds in Mississippi, until 
they had an opportunity of reading the document- 
ary evidence in cases which had been investigated. 

Mr. P. said that he was no favorite with the 
locating agents under the Choctaw treaty, but he 
was in justice bound to them to repel the idea of 
their having acted fraudulently or even improperly. 
| Their proceedings had already been reported to 
Congress, and he invited gentlemen to examine 
them for themselves. He deemed it unnecessary, 
however, to enter into a defence of them or any 
portion of his constituents, because he did not 
understand that allusion had been made to them 
by any member who had spoken on the subject. 
Mr. P. concluded, by expressing a wish that no 
opposition would be made to referring the subject 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. The refer- 
ence he considered appropriate, and one that met 
his most cordial approbation. 

The question was then taken on the commit- 
ment of the resolution to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and carried. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


On motion of Mr. HUBBARD, the House next 
proceeded to the consideration of the orders of the 
day. Ș 

The following bills and joint resolutions, from 
the Senate, were read twice and committed: 

A bill for the relief of the heirs or legal repre- 
sentatives of Colonel John Hudry, deceased; 

A bill authorizing the construction of a railroad 
from the public grounds, near Tallahassee, to St. - 
Marks, in Florida; 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of M. Carrera; 

A bill for the relief of William Pettiplace and ~ 
White, legal representatives of Joseph 
White, deceased; 

A bill to improve the navigation of the Missis- 
sippi river, in the.vicinity of St. Louis; — 

A bill authorizing the removal of the land office 
from Clinton to Jackson, Mississippi; 

A bill for the completion of certain improve- 
ments in Florida; 

A bill for the relief of Elizabeth Magruder, of 
Mississippi; 

A bili to improve the harbor at or near the mouth 
of the river raisin; and 

A bill for the relief of William Tharp. 

The following bills and joint resolutions, (which 
originated in the Elouse,) were read a third time 
and passed: 

A bill authorizing letters patent to be issued to 
Francis B. Ogden; | 

A bill for the reliefof James Middleton Tuttle;and 

A joint resolution authorizing certain papers 
having reference to claims for revolutionary ser- 
| vices, to be placed in the office of the Secretary of | 
| War. f 
Mr. POLK moved to take up the general appro- 
! priation bill. 

After some conversation between Messrs. ASH- 
LEY, POLK, VANCE, and WILLIAMS, the 
motion was negatived. 


Oa motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, the 
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PATTON in the chair) on the bill for the relief 
of Colonel John Eugene Leitensdorfer; which 
was subsequently reported to the House without 
amendment. 

Mr. WARDWELL inquired of the chairman 
of the Committee on Military Affairs the grounds 
upon which, in addition to pay, the bill proposed 
to give lands to the individual named? 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, replied that this 
donation of land was in consideration of the ex- 
traordinary services and sufferings of Colonel 
Leitensdorfer. 

The bill was then read a third time and passed. 

On motion of Mr. LETCHER, the House 
went into Committee of the Whole (Mr. EVANS 
in the chair) on a biil for the relief of Colonel 
Thomas Buford, which was subsequently reported 
to the House without amendment, and ordered.to 
-be engrossed for a third reading. 

The House adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, January 24, 1835. 


Mr. E. EVERETT, from the Joint Committee 
on the Library, reported the following joint reso- 
lution; which was read twice, and ordered to be 
engrossed: 

Beit resolved by the Senate and House of Representa- 
lives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That in pursuance of the request of 
Morgan Newille, the master of the Mint be, and 
he is hereby, authorized and directed to cause to 
be struck a gold medal, in honor of the battle of 
the Cowpens, which was fought on the 17th day 
of January, 1781, to replace the original medal 

resented by the Cogginental Congress to General 
Daniel Morgan; the said medal to be struck from 
the original die, and at the expense of the said 
Morgan Neville. 


Mr. PEYTON, on leave, presented a petition; 
which was referred. 

Mr. J. Q. ADAMS, from the select committee 
appointed on the subject, reported, without amend- 
ment, the bill from the Senate providing for the 
establishment of the northern boundary lines of 
the States of Ohio, Indiana, and LIinois. 

Mr. A. stated that the committee recommended 
the rejection of the bill. 

It was committed. 


On motion of Mr. CLAY, 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Public 


Buildings and Grounds be instructed toinquire into 
the expediency of enlarging the space at present 
allotted for the Library of this House, and of 
_ adapting the same to a more convenient place and 
arrangement for the use of the members. 


Mr. GILMER offered the following resolution; 
which, under the rule, lies one day: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
report to this House, at as early a day as practica- 
ble, what States, if any, have paid co their officers 
on the Continental establishment, the commutation 
or other pay due those officers by the resolutions 
of the Congress, and if any, whether the United 
States, in pursuance of the laws and resolutions 

. for the final settlement of the accounts between the 
United States and the States, has allowed to said 
State or States credit for such payments for com- 
mutation pay; and that the Secretary specially re- 
port whether John Pierce, commissioner of army 
accounts, did not give to the State of Georgia a 
certificate in 1785, that that State had paid to its 
officers the commutation and other pay due them, 
and that there was due to the State of Georgia, 
from the Confederation therefor, the sum of $123,- 
283 70, and if so, whether the said certificate 
was ever allowed to the State of Georgia, in the 
settlement of accounts between that State and the 
United States, and whether the same yet remains 
due to said State. And that the Seeretary further 
report whether the States which were found debt- 
ors to the United States in the final settlement of 
accounts between the United States and the States, 
have paid the same so found to be due to the. 
United States, and if not, what sums remain un- 
paid to the United States from the several debtor 
States. 


-the consideration of the orders of the day. 


AMENDMENTS TO THE CONSTITUTION. 


The resolution heretofore offered by Mr. HA- 
MER, requiring the Committee on the Judiciary to 
inguire into the expediency of amending the Con- 
stitution of the United States in relation to judi- 
cial officers, and the amendment moved by Mr. 
VANCE, to inquire into the expediency of further 
amending the Constitution in regard to removals 
from office by the President of the United States, 
was taken up. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Ohio, remarked that his col- 
league, who had introduced the resolution, was 
not then in his seat. He, no doubt, desired to be 
present when his proposition was acted'on. He 
therefore moved to postpone the consideration of 
the resolution to Monday next;-which was agreed 
to. 


VIVA VOCE MODE OF VOTING. 


The following resolution, heretofore offered by 
Mr. REYNOLDS, came up in course: 

Resolved, That hereafter, in all elections made 
by the House of Representatives, (for officers,) the 
votes shall be given viva voce, each member in his 
place, naming aloud the person for whom he votes, 

Mr. CROCKETT moved to lay the resolution 
on the table. 

Mr. REYNOLDS said that the House being 
thin, and the resolution being of an important 
character, he would move a call of the House. 

The motion was agreed to; and the roll was 
called, when it appeared that 178 members were 
present . 

Mr. EVANS moved to suspend further pro- 
ceedings under the call. 

Mr. McKINLEY demanded the yeas and nays 
upon the motion; which were ordered. 

Mr. EVANS then withdrew his motion. 

Mr. BRIGGS inquired whether the 19:h rule of 
the House, setting apart Fridays and Saturdays for 
the consideration of private bills, did not require 
imperatively that the House should proceed at one 
o’clock with such bills, without a question ? 

The SPEAKER replied in the negative. 

- The doors were then closed, and the absentees 
were called, and excuses made for those who were 
necessarily absent on Jeave or otherwise. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, moved to sus- 
pend further proceeding under the call. 7 

Mr. CROCKETT asked for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. x 

Mr. JOHNSON withdrew his motion. 

Messengers having been despatched by order of 
the House for absent members, > 

Mr. THOMSON moved that the absentees be 
again called; which was agreed to; when 197 
meinbers were ascertained to be in attendance. 

* Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, renewed the 
motion to suspend the call. 

Mr. CROCKETT demanded the yeas and nays. 
Ordered. 

Mr. JOHNSON withdrew the call. - 

Mr. TURRILL moved an adjournment. 

Mr. CROCKETT demanded the yeas and nays. 
Ordered: 

Mr. TURRILL withdrew the motion. 

Mr. IIARPER moved to suspend further pro- 
ceedings under the call. 

Mr. CROCKETT demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered, and were—yeas 95, nays 109. 

The absentees were-again called. 

Mr. ANTHONY then moved to suspend all 
further proceedings under the call; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. A. 


H. SHEPPERD moved to proceed to | 


Mr. CROCKETT demanded the yeas and nays; | 
which were ordered, and were—yeas 64, nays 
146. 

The question recurred upon the motion to lay 7 
the resolution on the table. 

Mr. CROCKETT demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered, and were as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. John Q.Adams,Heman Allen, 
Chilton Allan, Ashley, Bank, Barber, Barnitz, 
Barringer, Bates, Baylies, Beatty, Bell, Binney, 
Briggs, Bull, Bunch, Burges, Cage, Campbell, 
Carmichael, Chambers, Chilton, William Clark, | 
Clayton, Clowney, Corwin, Crane, Crockett, | 
Amos Davis, Davenport, Deberry, Denny, Dick- | 
son, Dickinson, Evans, Ewing, Felder, Fillmore, | 
Forester, Foster, Fulton, Gamble, Gholson, Gil- i 
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NAYS—Mesars. John Adams, John J. Allen, 
William Allen, Anthony, Archer, Beale, Bean, 
Beardsley, Beaumont, Blair, Bockee, Boon, Boul- 
din, Brown, Burrs, Bynum, Cambreleng, Carr, 
Casey, Chaney, Chinn, Claiborne, Samuel Clark, 
Clay, Coffee, Coulter, Cramer, Day, Dickerson, 
Dunlap, Ferris, William K. Fuller, Galbraith, 
Gillet, Gordon, Joseph Hall, Thomas H. Hall, 
Halsey, Hamer, Joseph M. Harper, Harrison,. 
Hathaway ,Hawkins,Heath, Henderson, Howell, 
Hubbard, Huntington, Jarvis, Richard M. John. 
son, Noadiah Johnson, Benjamim Jones, Kava- 
nagh, Kilgore, Kinnard, Lane, Lansing, Laporte, 
Lee, Loyall, Lucas, Lyon, Lytle, Abijah Mann, 
Joel K. Mann, Manning, Mardis, John Y. Mason, 
Moses Mason, May, McComas, Melntire, Mc- 
Kay, McKim, McKinley, McLene, McVean, 
Miller, Robert Mitchell, Morgan, Murphy, Os- 
good, Parks, Parker, Patton, Patterson, Dutee J.” 
Pearce, Franklin Pierce, Pierson, Polk, Pope, 
Ramsay, Reynolds, Robertson, Schenck, Schley, 
Shim, Smith, Speight, Standifer, Sutherland, 
Francis Thomas, Thomson, Turner, Turrill, 
Vanderpoel, Van Houten, Waggener, Ward, 
Wardwell, Webster, and Whallon—112. 


So the House refused to lay the resolution on 
the table. 


Mr. FILLMORE, after having called for the 
reading of the resolution, (which was read by the 
Clerk,) said it seemed to him to involve principles 
of some importance, and he would frankly confess 
that, in determining how he should vote, he had 
been met by many difficulties. His own opinion 
with reference to the appointing power of this 
Government, and of all Governments similar to 
our own, was, that where the legislative power or 
body exercised the appointing power, peculiarly 
and especially for itself, i. e., for its own internal 
rule and regulation, and not for the nation at large, 
then that power might, with great propriety, be 
exercised by ballot; and he believed that to be the 
practice in most legislative bodies in reference to 
the appointment of those officers, who might be 
considered special officers of the body, but not of 
the nation. This was the practice in Mr. F.’s 
own State, (New York,) and he really could see 
no objection toit in principle or practice anywhere 
else. It appeared to him to be correct to give the 
people at large, when they exercised the right of 
suffrage, the power to exercise that right in secret, 
by the dallot; and it was equally so to extend the 
same privilege, the same right, and the same 
authority to their representatives, when acting for 
themselves in the election of those officers pecu- 


i liarly belonging to the body to: which they were 


elected. 3 
The next question that presented itself, would 
be, what officers had that House the power of 
appointing or electing? A reference to the Consti- 
tution of the United States proved that we had the 
power of appointing all the officers of the House. 
It says: ‘*The House of Representatives shal 
choose their Speaker and other officers; and shall 
have the sole power of impeachment.’ This, 
then, was the extent of the appointing power in 
that House to ‘*choose their Speaker arid other 
officers,” alluding, doubtless, to the clerk, ser- 
geant-at-arms, messengers, door-keepers, &e. 
That they had no appointing power generally, 
would be seen by referring to another clause of 


| the same insttument, which says the President of 
i the United States “ shall nominate, and by and 


‘with the advice and consent of the Senate, shall 
‘ appoint ambassadors, other public ministers and 
‘consuls, judges of the Supreme Court, and all 


<< other officers of the United States whose appoint- 


‘ments are not herein otherwise provided for, and 
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“which shall be established by law; but the Con- | 
‘gress may by law vest the appointment of such} 
“inferior officers, as they think proper, in the Presi- 
* dent aléne; in the courts’cf law, or in the heads 
“of departments.” 

Here, then, the whole appointing power was 
vested in the President of the United States and 
the Senate, with certain exceptions—those therein 
otherwise provided for, and which shail be estab- 
lished by law, &c. This, then, was all the control 
thatthe Legislature, or rather this branch ofit, had 
over the appointing power, to‘ choose their own 
officers,”’ and’ to ‘* vest the appointment of such 
inferior officers as they think proper in the Pres- 
ident alone; in the courts of law, or in the heads 
of departments.’? ‘They might create such offices 
as they should deem necessary, or think proper, 
but the moment the office itself’ was credited, the 
power cf nominating to, or filing up that ofice, 
became vested inthe President of the United States | 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
uuless. they shall see fit to vest them in the other | 
way laid down in the clause; but they had no | 
power, no authority to vest the appointment in | 
themselves. Mr. F. furthermore thought that the 
distinction taken in the Constitution between cfi 
cers of the body and cfficers of the nation, was 
fairly, clearly, and distinctly marked out. ` 
had, under the Constitution, the po wer of appoint: | 
ing officers for that specific body, but none others 
whatsoever. 

Mr. F. supposed that the fact would not be dis- 

` guised that the object of the present resolution 
was, to reach what was said to be an officer of the 
House—not the Speaker, Sergeant-at-Arms, or 
messengers, but the printer. We may as well, 
gir, (said, Mr. F.,) come to itatonce, and discuss 
tie matier fairly and openly, and candidly. -Now, 
the first question that arose on this sulject would 
be, (if the object of the. resolution Le to affect 
this appointment in any way,) to inquire whether 
the printer of that House was or was not, in the 
trve acceptation. and meaning of the term, an cfi- 
cer of that House. ‘This was a very important 
inquiry, The question was agitated, he believed, 
during the last session of Congress, and if his 
recollection served him aright, there was a strong | 
party who thought he was not an officer, and 
another who thought he was. From the best in- 
vestigation he had been able to give, and he bad 
spared neither diligence nor reflection, he confessed 
his own impression was, that the printer of the 
House of Representatives was not an officer either 
of the Government or of thatbody. dt might be 
somewhat difficult to define what was necessary to 
constitute an officer, and to draw a distinction, or 
give such a definition, as should in all cases deter- 
mine what was an officer; but he would endeavor 
to give, as briefly as possibi”, the reasons why he 
could not regard the individual charged with the 
Congress printing as an officer. Jn the first place, 
Mr. F. did not find that he took any oath of «fiice, 
which was the practice with all other officers of 
the Government appointed in the usual manner. 
“There was nothing in the law authorizing the 
House to employ a public printer which required 
an oath of office to be administered to that individ- 
ual when employed. On the contrary, he did 
find that, after they had designated a person to 
the employment, if he should fail in the perform- 
ance of the work, they might employ any other 


person, who might enter into a contract; and be į: 


paid forsuch work as should be executed by him. 
Again: the word * employ” was made use of in the 
law, and not “appoint,” as if thereby to regard 
the printer in a light different from the officers of 
the House. i 

But perhaps the best distinction drawn between 
the contractor and the efficer of the Government 
or of the House, and which showed that the dis- 
tinction was designed by the framers of the law, | 
was this, that there was not a solitary case in any 
department of the Government wherein an officer 
had not the power of resignation; whereas a con- 
tractor was bound to the performance of his con- 
tract, as was the case with the “printer of the 
House. He had to give security for the due and 
faithful performance of his contract, but could not 
himself fix the term of his services by resigna- 
tion. If they employed a person to build a capi- 


was: designated; he was ipso facio a contractor 


Phey | 


House. Because the House had the power to de- 
signate the person with whom it would contract 


: for certain services, surely no one would contend 
that that was sufficient to constitute an officer. An 


appointment to an Office, as’ he said before, never 
deprived an individual of the eight of tendering 


: his resignation; but would any one pretend to say 


that were that House to enter into a contract with ; 


a person to print, that thal person couid resign 


the contract? Mr. F. thought not. 
ual in question would stand in the relation and 
capacity of a contractor to that body, without 


- having had conferred upon bim the particular 


character that created him an officer. We have 
contracted with him to perform certain services, 
and we hold him to their performance by certain 


stipulated obligations which may be enforced in | 


the ordinary courts of law. 
But suppose, (said Mr. 


ernment or of that body, could we appoint him 
for the next Congress? Most clearly not. If we 


‘adopt the rule, they will act upon it, and as they 


have the power to do, will elect their own officers, 
and make their own regulations. We cannot ‘do 
it for them, and should be transcending our pow- 
ers in atemp'ing it. On the contrary, the Consti- 
tution had taken it out of our power, for it says 
tthe Fouse of Representatives shall choose their 


in the light of an oficer, so would the next, for 


we have no power to control the appointment of || : ae 
This conclusion seems irresistible. {| Very representative body. This was the reason 
The Constitution had vested in each House the |i he offered it, and on these principles he hoped it 


their «ffivers. 


power of appointing its own officers, and if its 
printer be an officer, it is out of our power to 


‘adopt any’ rule, the effect of which would be to 
‘take the appointment or election out of the hands 
' of the next. 


It might be well, however, to advert 


‘to the power by which we contracted with a per- 


son to execute the public printing, and it would 
be found that it was provided for by a joint resclu- 
tion, of 1819, which received the sanction of both 


! Houses of Congress, and the approval of the Pres- 


_ ident of the United States 


Now, if we intended 
to alter the mode therein laid down, it would be 
necessary first to reveke or to repeal that resolu- 


‘tion, and enact a new one, in the usual form and 


manner; for nothing less than the whole legislative 
power of the nation could effect the change. 
What were the provisions of that instrament? 
First, it provided for the manner in which the print- 
ing should be executed. 2d. for the prices; 34. 
for the manner of performing the press-work, and 
4:h. the manner in which the person to be em- 
ployed should be elected. The last part of the 


resolution was to the following purport—that as į 


soon as it should receive the approval of the Pres- 
ident of the United States, each Heuse should 
proceed to ballot for a printer, to execute the work 
during the next Congress, and the person having 
the greatest number of votes, shall be considered 
elected, &e. Now, then, if the person thus to be 
employed, be an officer of that House, by virtue 
of that resolution, then it was to Mr. F. incontro- 
vertible, that they could not appoint him for the 
next Congress. If, however, he be regarded as 
an officer of the nation, then had the Constitution 
vested the power in the President of the United 
States, by and with the advice ahd consent of the 
Senate. 


ity by and under which one Congress could ap» 
point for the ensuing one was to regard the printer 


|: as the contractor for the performance of certain 


services, and by legislative authority to enter into 
a contract with him, and enforce its observance in 
a court of justice, should he fail therein. 

With this view of the subject, (said Mr. F. in 


; conclusion,) and conceiving ita matter in which we 
have a right to exercise our own judgment and 


discretion, so far as the election of our own of- 
cers is concerned; and believing that the practice 
of almost all legislative bodies are at variance with 


: the proposed mode, and that there is no reason 


fi 
i 


J s i ‘ for changing the rule, I shall feel myself compelled 
tol or any other work, it was immaterial how he |: j 


to vote against the adoption of the resolution. 
Mr. REYNOLDS said, the resolution which he 


I’.,) that he was mis- ! 
“taken, and-that the printer to the House of Rep- | 
resentatives be in reality an officer of the Gov- 


Take either horn of the dilemma, and the | 
; difficulty was insurmountable. 


| 
i 


The individ- |} 


i 
| 
1 
i 


' Speaker and other officers,’ and if this House had | 
the power to choose their printer, regarding him || 


t 
| 
| 
i 
i 
I 
| 


The only author- | 


i 
l 
| 
| 
i 
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t 
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| Resolved, That hereafier in nil elections made 
‘by the House of Representatives for officers, the 
‘ votes shall be given viva voce, exch member in his 
‘place naming aloud the person for whom he 
€ votes,” ` 


Mr. R. observed that he had not the least in- 
tention of producing any excitement when he had 
the honor to offer this proposition for the consider- 
ation of this House, and he sincerely hoped that 
none should be now created byit. He was not 
himself considered at home a violent party man, 
and he condemned excessive party excitement, 
either at home or abroad. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Fik- 
more] urged in this discussion Mr. R’s motives 
in presenting this resolution. He stated them 
to be to operate on the election of public printer. 
In this allegation, Mr. R. observed, that his friend’ 
from New York {Mr. F.}] was entirely mistaken. 
tie did not now entertain any great feeling or 
interest about the election of a public printer, and 
‘at the time he introduced the resolution, he did 
not even know there was ane to be elected at this 
session of Congress. He had nothing to do with 
the election of a public printer, and did not care 
‘on whom, oron whatprinters, the resolution would 
i Operate. 

Mr. R. observed that he” moved it because it 
i was the rule of action of the representatives in 
‘the State of IHinnia, in which he lived, and had 
the honor to represent in part, and it was adopted 
when he had the honor to be in the L€gislature of 
i that State, and that it was the republican rule in 


would be sustained by the House; consequently, 
the burthen of the song’ofthe gentleman from 
New York—the election of a public printer—was 
out of the question. It could not in fact be dis- 
cussed on the proposition which is now before 
the House. ‘* Sufficient unto the day is the evil 
thereof.” Tet the abstract principle be once 
‘ established; let the republican rule be adopted, 
‘and then let it operate on preachers, speakers, 
‘printers, and all officers of the House on whom 


it ought to operate. Do right in all cases, and let 
| the consequences provide for themselves. 

Mr. R. remarked that, as his motives and the 
election of public printer were disposed of, he 
would bring to the consideration of the House 
part of the fifth section of the first article of the 
Constitution of the United States; which he read 

as follows: 

“ Each House shall keep a Journal of its pro- 
' © ceedings, and from time to time publish the same, 
“excepting such parts as may in their judgment 
‘ require secrecy; and the yeas and nays of the 
‘t members of either House on any question shall, 
‘at the desire of one fifth of those present, be 
‘entered on the Journal.” 


This is the rule of action in all cases when it 
ig applicable. It is the supreme law of the 
and. 

The object of this part of the Constitution was 
to preserve a record of the proceedings of Con- 
gress, and to give them publicity to the people. 
i This is expressly required on all questions in the 
proceedings of Congress, where one fifth of the 
members desire it. No member of this House 
will contend that an election is no question. It 
is the most important question, frequently, to 
members of Congress, of aby that could be agi- 
tated. 

Mr. R. said, he recollected well last summer it 
| was an important question to your humble servant. 
| He appeared often on the “stump”? before his 
constituents; and each party, candidate and con- 
' stituent, took it for granted that if was a question 
i Is not the election of a public printer a question 


il also? There is too much discussion about it in 


| this House foritto be no question. Some may say 
| that the rule of action under the provisions of the 
| Constitution has been, for a long time, different, 
| and ought not now to be changed from this mode 
| of balloting. 

| He considered the principle to be just that, 
i whenever we found an error to exist in our pro- 
ceedings, if those proceedings were as old as 
i Jerusalem, we should change them. : 
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It may be that this provision of the Constitution 
was never discussed in relation to this subject, and 
consequently never actedon. If neither an exam- 
ination nor discussion has been had on this part 
of the Constitution, the prevailing practice of bal- 
loung should not receive much consideration from 
its antiquity——‘* an ancient error cannot make a 
modern right.” 

The object and meaning of the Constitution 
was to give publicity to the proceedings in Con- 
gress; and as all elections were questions in which 
the people were interested, the conclusion is irre- 
sistible, under the provisions of the Constitution, 
that- the proceedings in all elections should be 
viva voce, and published to the world in the Jour- 
nals. 

It cannot be seriously cuntended that under the 
Constitution the yeas and nays ought to be used 
literally in an election; but even this could be 
done, The candidate proposed for office could be 
voted for in this language. The voter could say 
yea or nay to him. And one fifth of the members 
present may require it. 

But independenvof the express provision of the 
Constitution, and independent of the spirit and 
meaning of that instrament, Mr. R. observed that 
this proposition was of such a character, arising 
from our republican institutions, that itjs almost 
as susceptible of demonstration as any mathemat- 
ical problem, j 

Ìn this Republic the supreme power rests with 
the people, under such rules and regulations as 
are prescribed in our constitutions and laws. The 
people are sovereign, and of rigbt must be, while 
our Government continues to exist as a Republic. 
No tyrant or irresponsible lord or representative 
can rule over us. The people are responsible for 
their acts to no earthly power, while they remain 
within the pale of the Constitution and the law of 
the land. H . 

This principle needs no demonstration to an 
American. lt is self-evident to every republican; 
and I hope 1 address such. 

Arising out of this principle the system of 
representation must of necessity be adopted. 

It would be folly to suppose that all the people 
of this widely-extended Republic could assemble 

_ together to provide for their various wants, and to 
transact their public business. If they were pres- 
ent, they could not do any business, as the body 
would be so unwieldy. Hence resulted the rep- 
resentative form and principle in our Government. 
It is the great improvement in governments which 
gives the modern the great superiority over the 
ancient Republics. This is the principle, above 
all others in our Government, which should be 
preserved pure and sacred. Any intervening cir- 
cumstance, although trivial in itself, that tends to 
injure the purity of elections, or the purity of the 
representative principle, should be condemned as 
dangerous to our liberties. 

Judging from the experience of a few years past, 
Mr. R, said he had arrived at the conclusion that 
the people of the United States are determined, 
at all hazards, to preserve the purity of elections. 
This is the greatest evidence of the vigor, strength, 
and long life of our Government. 

Next in the order ofevents is the responsibility 
of the Representative to his constituents. Thisis 
as important, and, in fact, as necessary to be cher- 
ished and preserved in its purity, as the elective 
franchise. It isa yoke fellow; one will not exist 
in vigor when the other is in decay and rottenness. 
They will both rise or fall together, as they beth 
stand on the same political ground. 

A moment’s reflection will satisfy all of the ne- 
cessity of the responsibility of the Representative 
to hisconstituents. The very name will show that 
he is not acting for himself in his official capacity. 
He acts for others, and to them he is responsible 
for his official conduct. Heshould be the mirror, 
to exhibit the sentiments of his people, and, in 
fact, the miniature picture of the people. 

Although I am at a great distance from my con- 
stituents, and perhaps not one of them will wit- 
ness any of my official conduct, yet I consider 
myself bound, by the nature of my office, and by 
my own feelings also, to represent 1n this House 
the will and sentiments of the people of the First 
Congressional District in the State of Illinois. 
Should I disregard their republican sentiments on ' 


A 


F by contract to perform a particular duty. The, 
joint resolution of 1819 could have no influence | 


| to exhibit to the people the acts of their repre-’ 
sentatives. i 


| the right to vote as they please, by ballot or other- 


the subject now before the House, and vote to | 
hide my vote from their examination, | would be 
taught'a lesson, through the medium of the ballot- | 
box at home, which would be a warning to me on’ 
ali future occasions. This, 1 think, would be my | 
lot. 1 judge not for others, | 

This principle being established, that the repre- 
sentative is bound to represent the sentiments of l 
his constituents, iruly and honestly, and that he is 
responsible for the same, the question then arises, | 
how is this fact to be ascertained ? . 
_ The proposition now before the House, is noth- 
ing more or less than to require the best evidence 
to ascertain the responsibility of the representa- 
tive of which the nature of the case is susceptible. 
This is the common sense, and, } may add, the 
common law rule of evidence in our courts of jas- 
tice. And should it not be extended also to trans- ; 
actions in the most high and august tribunal in the ; 
nation? The record evidence of each individual’s ; 
vote on the Journal is the mode the best calculated | 


Thisis the mode pointed out by the Constitution, 


and it is found by experience to be the best man- : 
| ner to preserve the history of any transaction in | 


courts of justice,*or in legislative bodies. It is 
much the best for the member himself. There | 
can be no perversion of his vote, if it be recorded, | 
as it falls from his mouth. His constituénts and | 
the world, if they please, will know how he acts. | 
Mr. R. said he was satisfied that there was no | 
person in this House, who would want to hide | 
his vote on any publie transaction.- 

The people, as they are sovereign and not respons- 
ible to the representatives or to anyhody, have 


wise. The ballot system is the best for the people, 
and the viva voce for the public servants. 

It is idle to contend that the Constitution requires 
the record of the proceedings and votes of mem- 
bers on measures, to be recorded, and not on men, 
in elections. Ou measures, one-fifth of the mem- 
bers can require the votes to be recorded, and on 
elections for men to office, the same rule and prin- | 
ciple should be applied. They are both within | 
the meaning and letter of the Constitution. 

Mr. McKINLEY did not consider it a matter of į 
the least consequence, so far as this resolution was 
concerned, whether the printer to this House be 
regarded as an officer of the. House, or one bound | 


upon the mere question of election or appointment | 
of printer, because that part of it which directed | 
that the printer to each House should be elected | 
by ballot, was temporary, and expired with the! 
first election under it. The residue of the resolu- | 
tion, which regulates the duties of the printers, is | 
still in force. The joint resolution of 1829, is the j 
law regulating the election of printers; by it there 
is no mode of election prescribed; consequenily | 
there is no law of Congress requiring that the | 
election of public printer shall be by ballot. 

But, sir, if there was such a law, it could have 
no weight in a case like this. The Constitution 
confers the power on each House, to determine the 
rules of its own proceedings. That part of the 
resolution of 1819, which directs that the printers 
shall be elected by ballot, does nothing more than 
prescribe the rule of proceeding in the election, 
therefore, is not obligatory on either House longer 
than either chooses to conform to it. There is 
nothing, therefore, in the resolution of 1819, if it | 
were in force, which could, or ought to, restrain | 
this Elouse’ from adopting the resolution ander 
consideration. Sir, [ deem it unnecessary to fol- 
low the argument of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Fitrmore] farther upon this part of 
the subject. The resolution under consideration, 
is one of great importance, in principle; it pro- 
poses that the vote of each member of this House 
shall be entered upon the Journal in every election, į 
and thereby promotes the great and leading prin- 
ciple of the Government—the responsibility of the 
representative to his constituents. In doing this, it 
conforms to the spirit and intention of the Consti- 
tution. Why should any gentleman desire to con- 
ceal his vote, or to shield himself from just accoun- 
tability, upon this, more than any other subject. 
Upon all other questions it is admitted that one 


H 
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fifth of the members present can compel, each 
member to vote viva voce, and have his vote re- 
corded in the Journal. Are elections exempted, 
in any way, from the influence of this- rule? Ts 
there any reason why they should be? The con- 
stitutional rule is broad enough to cover every case 
that can come before either House. -It is in these 
words: ‘t Each House shall. keep a Journal of its 
‘ proceedings; and from time to time publish. the 
‘same, excepting such parts as may, in their judg- 
‘ment, require secrecy; and the yeas and nays of 
‘the members of either House on any question, 
‘shall, at the desire of one fifth of those present, 
‘be entered on the Journal.” 

Sir, is not an election a proceeding which is, and 
ought to be, entered on the Journal? If so, any 
quesiion arising in the courge of that proceeding 
may be so entered, or their is no virtue in the rule. 
There is no provision of the Constitution more 
practised under by this FJouse—none so well cal- 
culated to keep the people informed of the pro- 
ceedings of Congress, and the motives of its mem- 
bers; why then should they not have the full 
benefit of it in elections as in other cases? It does 
appear to me to be utterly impossible to escape 
from the obligatory form of this provision in this 
or any other case. The proposition here is, that 
a majority of this House, by passing the resolu- 
tion under discussion, may compel all the mem- 
bers voting upon a question of election to have 
their votes entered on the Journal. The consti- 
tutional rule is, that one fifth of those present may 
do so; and yet gentlemen say this resolution ought 
not to pass. 

Why was this provision inserted in the Con- 
stitution? Was it not to enable the people to see 
who sustained and who opposed any particular 
measure? This, sir, is the living principle of 
this Government; without it the liberties of the 
country could not be preserved. We see efforts 
making daily, on the part of the representative, to 
shake. off all responsibility, and to put at defiance 
the popular will. Let it now be established by 
the vote of this House, that we are not bound to 
record our votes in the election of officers, or on 
any other question, and the boldest step towards 
irresponsible power ever yet taken in this Govern- 
ment will have been, so far, established. 1s there 
any exception to the rule laid down in the Consti- 
tution? If elections of officers, the election or 
appointment of printers, or any other act, or 
thing to be done by this House, is excepted, let 
the exception be shown. There is just as much 
danger from the exercise of irresponsible power, 
in the election of officers of the two Houses of 
Congress, as in innumerable other cases, occurring + 
daily, in which the yeas and nays are required. 
Your Clerk disburses annually more than one hun- 
dred and fifty thousand dollars—has the custody 
of the papers and journals of the House. The 
Speaker presides over the deliberations of this 
House—appoints the committees—examines and 
corrects the Journal—preserves order and deco- 
rum—decides questions of order; and in virtue of 
his office, may be President of the United States. 
And have the people no interest in the appoint- 


| ment of these officers? It is strange if they have 


not. Should a worthless individual be appointed 
to either of these offices, and any signal failure of 
duty occur, we should. hear the inquiry—who 
voted for him ?—by which party was he elected? 
But under the existing rules of this House these 
would be unavailing questions—secrets which the 
people could not know, and which gentlemen say 
they ought not to know: ; 
The framers of the Constitution did not put it 
in the power of a bare majority of either House 
to suppress or exclude from the Journals the vote 
upon any question whatever; but to effect that 
object they required that more than four fifths of 
those presentsshould concur. This shows the 
jealous apprehensions entertained by those pat- 
riots. It shows that they foresaw that the repre- 
sentatives would be disposed to conceal their pro- 
ceedings and to avoid responsibility; and fearing 
the combinations of interested members, and the 
failure of public virtue, they put in the power of 
one fifth of those present to cocrce the remaining 
four fifths, and compel them to record their votes 
for the information of the people. And is this 
essential provision of the Constitution to be 
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entirely disregarded—nay violated—because it has 
been neglected heretofore? ` 

It may be, sir, that lam mistaken on this seb- 
ject.. Lam willing, however, to abide the conse- 

uences of that mistake, and record my vote. in 
avor of this proposition. i 

Mr. BARDIN (owing to a considerable stir, | 
Mr. E.'s remarks were occasionally inaudible at 
the reporter’s desk) was believed to say that with- 
out pretending to understand what members of 
that House proposed by the resolution; but believ- 
ing that gentlemen did intend it should bear upon 
allthe elections of that Howse, he was satisfied, 
so far ag the elections of Speaker, sergeant-at- 
arms, door-keeper, assistant door-keeper, messen- 
gers, &c., were concerned, that the resolution 
should .be adopted; nor if his honorable friend 
from Illinois [Mr. Reynovps] desired to place the 
record of his own vote upon the Journals would 
he have any objection; but there were certain 
officers of the House, if they were officers, in the 
election of whom certain conditions were stipu- 
lated: for, and which must be complied with, or 
the contract made with them would not be worth | 
acent. Mr. El. then put the case of sheriffs being | 
elected ina State Legislature in the manner pro- | 
posed by the resolution, vive voce, and the law in; 
force declared he should be appointed in a different | 
way, would the bond required of him be binding? 
Certainly not. And so in the present case, if they ; 
were to direct the election of their printer in any | 
other mode than that provided for by the law in 
force, the stipulations under the contract made 
with him would beinvalid. He understood there 
had been a variety of modes of electing the print- | 
ers of that House and of the Senate, and great | 
complaints made at former periods, on account of | 
their extravagant charges, and the manner in} 
which their accounts were audited by the House. | 
In 1819, a committee was raised for the purpose 
‘of jovestigating the whole subject, who made a 
‘report, and presented a resolution, which received 
the sanction of Congress. Mr. Fl. here read from 


the resolution a lengthy extract, showing the || 


manner in which the work was to be executed, 
the prices to be paid, &e, Now, said Mr. H., 
here was a certain law, fixing the pay for printing, 
and prescribing that the printer should give bond 
for the faithful performance of his contract. It} 
moreover prescribed, that in the event of the 
printer failing to do so, the Clerk of the House 
was empowered to employ some one else, the 
contracting printer to pay for any loss that might 
accrue in consequence thereof. Mr. H. was pro- 
ceeding on this point, when 

Mr. VANDERPOEL rose to .a question of 
order. He would respectfully inquire of the 
Chair if it was in order to argue the question of 
electing a public printer, when no such proposition | 
was before the House? 

The CHAIR deemed the argument of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky perfectly in order. The 
resolution under discussion provided for the elec- 
tion of all: officers of the House, and as it waa 
made a question whether the printer wag an offi- 
cer or not, the remarks of the gentleman came 
within the rules of debate. 

Mr. HARDIN proceeded by reading a proviso 
he intended to offer, and asked the honorable 

“mover of the resolution if he were willing to 
accept it? Jt was read as follows: 

Provided, That elections ordered by joint reso- 


lutions of the Senate and House of Representa- || 


tives, approved and signed by the President, shall 
be conducted in manner ‘and form as are directed 
by said resolutions. 

Mr. REYNOLDS dissented. É 

Mr. HARDIN was willing to believe the reso- 
lution had no particular case in view; but if his 
proviso were adopted, every difficulty. would be 
obviated. Suppose we were to disregard the pro- 
viso, and, under the resolution, proceed to the 
election of a printer. 


tion of 1819 has been repealed. We shall see 
whether it is or note [Mr. H. here read the reso- 
lution.} Now, the resolution repealed only just 
‘as much as it altered; and it aliered only that part 
which provided that the election should take place 
within thirty days of the end of the session. ‘That 
was the only alteration. Did it alter the price of 
the work? No. Did italter the mode of appoint- 
Ling the printer? Na. Jt only prescribed the time 


did. 

We were informed that the Constitution of the 
United States required all these elections to be 
viva voce; that it should be known and spread upon 
the journals how each member voted. Mr. H. 
believed this had never been done since the form- 
ation of this Government in 1789. The wise men 
who framed our system came from every quarter 


said Mr. H. jocosely, things are reversed, and the 
wise men are to come from the West, (he was 
glad of this, for he was a western man himself,) 
and discovered errors to which we had been blind 
for forty years. Now it was, discovered to be 
fraught with danger to elect ovr own Speaker, 
sergeant-at-arms, door-keepers, messengers, &e. 
Why, sọ litle interest did he take in the elec. ion 
of these officers, that about three times out of four, 
he took no part in themat all. Now, however, it 
was ascertained to be a high responsibility the 
representative owed to his constituents to record 
his vote upon the Journal, and written, he sup- 
posed, in sun-shine on the. face of the heavens. 
What did the people of Illinois care about who 
any of those officers were? He believed they 
rarely knew their names. : 
so far as to assert that the resolution pointed to the 
election of public printer, but he must say, thatif 
the House agreed to the resolution, it was bound 
to adopt the proviso. Then he thought—he did 
| not know—but he thought the resolution would 
be something like a royal birth in England—still- 
born. ` Mr. H. concluded by moving the adoption 
of the proviso. z 

Mr. GILMER said, it was remarkable to see 
| the attention and excitement cf the members on this 
| question; and he deemed it important the people 
i should understand the reason of all this intense 
excitement, Wasita desireto create a reform in 
ithe administration of the offices of the House? 
Not at all—that was not pretended. It could be 
traced to principles which struck at the very 


| not checked, must render it the most corrupt 
Government in.the world. He asked what was 
the difference between voting by ballot and viva 
voce, it was this: When an.individual voted 
from his own unbiased judgment, he voted by 
ballot. But if you would have him operated on 


vote be viva voce. This was a question relating 
i to the officers of the Honse, interesting only to its 
| members, and not to the people at large. He 
| would be glad to know what the people of Illinois 
knew or cared about the election of those officers. 
Mr. G. said he did not believe there were ten 
men in Illinois who knew who those officers were. 
How should they know whether the Clerk or the 
Speaker of that House faithfully and promptly 
| discharged their respective duties? It was not in 
the nature of things. 
voting viva voce, the voter should become depen- 
| dant, and not independent, as some of his friends 
seemed to suppose. Jt was a fundamental prin- 


rendered the voter independent, while the vote 
viva voce rendered his subservient. It could not 
be denied that there would be less opportunity for 
the free and unbiased exercise of the judgment of 
| the members in selecting their own officers when 


printer would be bound by the contract? Not at 
all. If he fail in furnishing the work, and the | 
Clerk should employ any one else, could we | 
deduct the same from the stipulation? No; we: 
could not. The resolution he had before referred | 
to, prescribed the form, and they must proceed | 
according to it. The gentleman: from Alabama 
(Mr. McKintey] has discovered that the regula- i 


| 
Mr. H. would aak, if the |! 
| 


they were brought up to face those who wielded 
' the power, the influence, and the offices of the 
| Government, in giving in their suffrages. He 
| asked if it was worthy of that House to thus give 
| an opportunity of rendering its members liable to 
| such undue influence. The practice long pursned 
i of electing the officers of the House, and of re- 


|, electing them so long as they discharged their 


i duties. with fidelity, had been found safe and satis- 


of election; but left the price of the work, and the | 
manner of electing, just as the resolution of 1819 


of the United States—from the East, where the | 
scripture says they shall come from; but now, į 


Mr, H. would not go | 


foundations of this Government, and which, if 


by the dictation or influence of others, then let his | 


It was intended that by | 


| pose of them. 


factory; and the operation of the proposed change 
could only tend to render the officers so elected, 
the mere creature, the tool, the servile instrument, 
of the majority on whom he was dependant for hig 
station. He trusted there was not a member of 
that House, who wished to see their officers ser- 
vilely dependant on any individual member or 


| , a : 
any portion of members. The design was not so 


much to make members responsible to the people, 


as to a self-constituted power surrounding them. . 


Here was the very evil of our Government, which, 
if not corrected, and seduously guarded against, 
must eventually sap its foundations. -Sir, (said 
Mr. G.,) I will vote against any man who wil dare 


‘to avow himself dependant alone on the majority 


who are to elect him. He would not, and he 
trusted the House would not, permit itself to sanc- 
tion this dangerous principle. Everything in this 


country was looking towards this great evil, and 


should it continue to be countenanced, this Gov- 
ernment could not stand. 

Mr. MILLER said, that long before he had the 
honor of a seat in this House, his attention had 
been turned to the present rule, under which the 
members vote by lalot for the officers of the House. 
Ee had always thoughtit wrong. He well recol- 
lected when at home among the people, in exam- 
ining the proceedings of Congress in the papers, 
the general result: of the election could only be 
seen. But the people could not ascertain froma 
list of yeas and nays, how their own immediate 
representative, nor how any other member had 
voted. He also recollected that one of his prede- 
cessors (the late Mr. Ramsey) had, during his 
term, brought this subject betore the Flouse, by 
moving a resolution very similar to the one now 
under consideration, and having precisely the same 
object in view. He then felt astonished that it 
had not met with a more favorable reception, as 


‘he had always thought the proposed change so 


reasonable-in itself, that it was only necessary to 
bring it to the notice of the House to insure its 
adoption. He thought there was a pecaliar fitnesu 
and propriety in the alteration of the rule as pro- 
posed. It was due to the members themselves, 
and it was also due to their constituents, that the 
change should be made. The present mode os 
voting is not only an undeserved reflection upon 
the independence of members, but it subjects 
them, in some instances, to unjust imputations. 
Their political opponents may represent them as 
having. voted for this man or for that man for 
Speaker or public printer, so as to injure them in 
the estimation of their constituents, and there isno 
journal, or published jist of yeas and nays, to put 
the question to rest. f 

The Speaker of this House is one of the most 
important and dignified officers in the Government, 
He occupies a distinguished and very elevated 
position in the eyes of the people of this nation. 
The people, therefore, have a right to know how 
their representatives vote in bis elqction, as well ag 
that of public printer, and the other officers of the 
House. 

In the State which he had the honor to repre- 
sent, in part, the people vote by ballot themselves. 
This he thought right; their votes are their own; 
and no one has a right to inquire how they dis- 
But it is not so with regard to their 
representatives, So tenacious and careful had the 
people of Pennsylvania been on this subject, that 
they had made it a provision in their constitution, 
that all votes given ima representative capacity, 
should be viva voce. The representative gives the 
vote of his constituents, and not his own, and con- 


| 
€ C | sequently they have a right to know how he does 
ciple in our Government, that the vote by ballot |i : "This, g 


giveit. This, as a general rule, cannot be suc- 


cessfully controverted in a representative govern- , 


ment. And surely the case under consideration, 
forms no exception. 

He was no little astonished at the opposition to 
the resolution by the gentleman from Kentucky, 
[Mr. Hanpiv.] He represents a State where the 
people themselves vote at the polls viva voce—an 
intelligent and independent people, who proclaim 
aloud for whom they. vote; and why should he, as 
their representative, wish to put in a secret ballot, 
for any officer of this House, in preference to 
naming aland the individual for whom he votes? 
Certainly gentlemen who represent those States 
where the people themselves vote viva voce, will 
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_ be the last to resist the adoption of the resolution 
under consideration. $ 

Mr. M. said that he would not enter into a 
discussion of the abstruce legal question, as to 
wnether the public printer of this House is an 
officer or a mere contractor. In his opinionit had 
nothing to do with the question under considera- 
tion. With regard to the objection that is made, 
that the adoption of this resolution will interfere 
with the joint resolution of the two Houses rela- 
tive to electing a printer, he would observe that it 
is true the first resolution on that subject provides 
that the choice shall be made by ballot. But the 
last resolution on the subject, passed at the session 
of 1828-’29, provides that the members of each 
House shall vote for a printer, omitting the word 
by ballot. He had always undecstood that the 
last or subsequent law repeals the former, when 
there is any inconsistency or incongruity between 
them. Ele therefore thought that the members 
were in this case at perfect liberty to vote in any 
manner they may choose to adopt, so far as this 
joint resolution is concerned. 

The resolution now under consideration is one 
on which miich might be said by traveling into 
irrelevant and extraneous matters; but it is one 
that requires but little argument to show the pro- 
priety of its adoption. i 

The question presented is nothing more nor 
less than simply this: Shall we change the rule of 


f 


this House in relation to the election of officers, || 


so that our constituents and all others may know 
for whom we do vote; or shall we continue the 
present rule, so that neither they nor any one else 
shall know for whom their votes are given by the 
Representatives? 

Mr. BRIGGS said, that a few points had been | 
raised in this discussion in reference to the power | 
of that House in the election of its officers, which 
seemed to him ought not to be suffered to pass | 
without especial notice. The gentleman from 
Alabama (Mr. McKinzey] seemed to admit that 
the House had the power to prescribe the mode 
of its own action; and while he also admitted that | 
the law of 1819 had prescribed that mode to be | 
by ballot, he contended that by the subsequent 
law of 1829 that mode was changed. How was 

‘this? The law of 1819 prescribed that the mode 
should be by ballot, and that thechoice should fall 
on the individual who had a plurality of all the 
votes, instead of a bare majority. In 1829 the| 
House again took up the subject, and he would 
call upon the gentleman from Alabama, as a law- 
yer, to look into the resolution then adopted, and 
ask himself what the Legislature of 1629 intended 
to do. What were the evils the second Jaw pro- 
posed to remedy, and wherein. and how far had 
the previous law been changed? The only prin- 
ciple changed had been that of a majority toa 
plurality of votes being necessary, and the clause 
providing that the election should take place 
within thirty days of the expiration of Congress. 

Now, the gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. | 
Miier,} who laid down the principle very clearly, | 
told us that the resolution of 1829 did change the | 
mode of election; and how did he prove it? Why, | 
forsooth, because it merely said the House shall | 
proceed to vote for a printer, without, as in the | 
former resolution, specifying the mode and man- į 
ner in which it should be done. According to the 
gentleman’s rule of construction, the omission of 
prescribing the mode in the law of 1829, neces- 
sarily involved the repeal of the clause in that of 
1819, which set forth that the election should be 
by ballot. If Mr. B. was not entirely mistaken, 
the provisions of the resolution of 1829 did not 
reach the mode of election at all. 

{[Mr. McKINLEY here read the joint resolu- 
tion of that year. 
Mr. BRIGGS. But that resolution distinctly 
provided that-no more of the resolution of 1819 
should be repealed than was contrary to the pro- 
visions thereof. The gentleman says that the 
omission is a virtual repeal—we say that the law 
of 1819 having prescribed the mode of election, 
and no mention. being made of its repeal in the | 
subsequent law, but on the other hand a clause | 


providing that nothing should be repealed contrary | 
to its provisions, ‘hat the old mode is stillin force. | 
x Another question. Lt seemed that the great i 
principle of liberty was involved in the mode of | 
electing our officers. ‘The great principle of our 


; ballot? Mr. B. would ask, if the people of Penn- 
sylvania were wontto ‘* sneak” in their ballotsin 
the election of their State officers? Would the 
gentleman aver that he was sent to that House by 
the ballots of the “ sneaking’? citizens of Penn- 
sylvania? 
in his own ballot? Let those who are sneaks, say 
| so; he did not believe the gentleman to be one. 
| Mr. B. would allude to the people of Massachu- 
! setts, and those of New England generally, who 
had been peculiarly watchful of the right of suf- 
| frage, and guarded it with the utmost vigilance. 
| No officer dared to icok into the ballot-box of 
|a freeman, and they were still satisfied with 

their experience of the past, and relied on it as 
| one of the main pillars of their future welfare. 
| He knew that our brethren in other parts of the 
Union entertained a different idea, and sustained it 
| by arguments of great weight; but, in his opinion, 


| told us that by adopting this mode of electing viva 
vece, we should return to the great principles of 
the Constitution. Now, sir, said Mr. B., I will 
i pause to give the gentleman an opportunity of 
pointing out a single clause of that sacred instru- 
ment embracing any provision, or saying one word 
about voting viva voce. The gentleman makes no 
| reply. Mr. B. apprehended it had escaped the 
gentlemar’s recollection that the only provision 
therein that prescribed the manner in which the 


to a subject more interesting to the people of this 
country than any other—he had almost said, of 
all others, and that was the choice o 


| they should vote by ballot. 

The Constitution provided first, that ‘ the elec- 
‘tors shall meet in their respective States and vote 
‘by ballot;” and if there be no choice, or two 
| persons have a majority, “then the House of 
‘ Representatives shall immediately choose by ballot 
‘one of them for President; and if no person have 
“a majority, then from the five highest on the list 
‘the said House shall, in like manner, choose the 
President.” - And again, in the elecuon of Vice 
President, ‘if there remain two or more who have 
‘equal votes, the Senate shall choose from them 
| ‘by bailotthe Vice President.” Thus, then, we see 
‘that the wise framers of. that sacred instrument 
į have provided for the election by ballot, and that, 
| too, by the servants of the people upon the floor 
| of Congress. ‘These provisions of the Constitution 
+ were full, (however gentleman might talk about 
.the sacred principles of liberty,) and the fact was 


g 
| 
f 


‘deduced from them that the legitimate principle 


of voting in this House must be by ballot, We 


li were told that, when the Representative went 


| home to his constituents, he might, by means of 


ii. the ballot, shield himself from accountability to 


them; but Mr. B. said, this brought him to the 
| converse of that conclusion; and under these views | 


i; his duty would lead him to vote against the adop- 


tion of the resolution. 

Several members rose to address the House. | 

The fluor was obtained by Mr. PEYTON, who 
gave way to g 

Mr. LOVE, who moved an adjournment. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, asked for the yeas ; 
| and nays; but the House refused to order them. | 
The motion to adjourn was then put and carried į 
| without a division. 


: IN SENATE. 
Mowpay, January 26, 1835. 

Petitions and memorials were presented by 
Messrs. TIPTON, TOMLINSON, TYLER, | 
BLACK, and CLAYTON. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee of Claims, 
made an unfavorable report upon the petition of 
Roger Bond. 

Mr. TIPTON, from the same-committee, made 
an. unfavorable report upon the petition of the 


i 


+ 


Did the gentleman in voting ‘ sneak’? |} 


| they did not counterbalance the reasons for the || 
ji mode by ballot. The gentleman from Hlinois has 


Representatives cf the people should vote, related | 


f the Chief || 
Magistrate; where it was laid down expressly that į 


marshal of the district 
allowances, 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill from ‘the 
House of Representatives to authorize the Super- 
intendent of Indian Affairs at St. Louis to employ 
a clerk, reported the same with an amendment, 
limiting the employment to one year, and the 
salary to $700. ` x a 

Mr. MOORE presented certain joint resolutions 
from the Legislature of Alabama, on the. subject 
of reducing the minimum price of the public lands; 
which was laid on the table. > 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Judiciary Commit- 
tee, made an unfavorable report upon the petition 
of Ludwig Ludwigson, for leave-to introduce 
certain slaves into New Orleans; and the Com- 
mittee was discharged from the further consider- 
ation of the’same. 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the same committeée, also 
made an unfavorable report upon the petition of 
Noah Brown and others. : 

Mr. LEIGH, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, made an unfavorable report upon 
| the petitions of Robert Ferroll, Uriah Forest, and 
Zackguell Morgan. 

Mr. LEIGH, from the same Committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of John Spitfathom; which was 
read, and ordered to a second reading.. 

Mr. PRESTON, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, made an‘unfavorable report upon the peti- 
tion of Captain Richard H. Bell. 

Mr. BELL, from the Judiciary Committee, 
| reported a bill authorizing the issuing of a patent 
to John Howard Harris, for his discovery of a 
method for preserving vegetable substances from 
decay. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, from the Committee 
on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the 
bill making appropriations for the repair of certain 
fortifications in the State of Maryland, reported 
a bill authorizing the purchase of a lot of land 
adjoining Fort McHenry, near Baltimore. 

The last named bills were read the first time, 
| and ordered to a second reading. 


HOUSE BILLS. 


The joint resolution from the House of Repre- 
ii sentatives authorizing the Secretary of State to 
deliver to the Secretary of War such of the papers 
| of General Washington, purchased by the Gov- 
| ernment, as may be necessary in the investigation 
| of pension claims; : 

The bill from the House of Representatives to 
authorize the relief of James Middleton Tuttle, of 
Arkansas; and 
| The bill authorizing letters patent to be issued 
|! to Francis B. Ogden, 

Were each read the first time, and ordered to a 
j second reading. 


REGISTER OF DEBATES. 


` Mr. ROBBINS, pursuant to notice, given on 
Friday last, submitted the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, 
and hereby is, authorized to furnish the Senators 
who have been elected since the last distribution 
of the Register of Debates, published by Gales & 
: Seaton, and who have taken, or shall take their 
‘seats in the Senate during the presant session, 
+ each with a copy of said work. 

RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED. 

By Mr. MOORE: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inquireinto the propriety of making 
a suitable appropriation, to aid in the erection of'a 
court-house, now in progress in Madison county, 
Alabama, in order to provide for the accommoda- 
tion cf the District Court of the United States 


of Missouri, for’ certain 


i 
i 
H 
| 
i 


! holden at that place. 


Resolved, That the Committee.on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
; expediency of establishing a post rotte from 
Marion to Huntington; thence to Goshen, Jadi- 


j 
|| By Mr, TIPTON: 
| 


j 
| ana; a post route from Greensville, by Recovery, 
t 


: Ohio, to Huntington, Indiana; a post route from 
| Yellow river post office to Laporte; a post route 
| from Kirk’s Cross Road by Frankfort and Delhi 
i to Monticello; and a post route from Logansport 
iby Turkey Creek Prairie and. Goshen to White 


Pigeon, in Michigan Territory. - 


r 


THE C 


ONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


J anuary 26, 


-| Mr. EWING, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, made a report. 

Mr. E. observed, that as the report was long, he 
would move to dispense with the reading of it, 
unless some gentleman.desired to have it read. 

A desire having been expressed to hear the 
report, Mr. EWING commenced reading it, and 
three hours and a half having been consumed in 
that process, before it was concluded, 

My, CLAY, at four o’clock, rose and said, that | 
he intended moving the Senate to go into the con- 
sideration of executive business to-day, but this 
‘report haying intervened, had prevented him. As 
he understood that there was a counter report to 
be read, he would now move an adjournment. 
The motion was agreed to, and 
The Senate adjourned., 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpay, January 26, 1835. 


Mr. PLUMMER asked that acorrection might 
be made in the Journal. On the motion to Jay 
the resolution respecting a vote vira voce for ofhi- 
cers of the House on the table, he had voted in 

- the negative, but his name had not been recorded. 

Mr. PINCKNEY inquired whether the gentle- 
man from Mississippi was present and voted, 

Mr. CAMBRELENG stated that the gentleman | 
sat near him, at the time, and voted on the ques- 
tion. 

The correction was then ordered to be made. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Petitions and memorials were presented by— 

Messrs. EVANS and JARVIS, of Maine; 

Messrs. HUBBARD and BEAN, of New 
Hampshire; | 

Messrs. LINCOLN, PHILLIPS, and JACK- 
SON, of Massachusetts; 

Measrs. BARBER and TRUMBULL, of Con- 
necticu's 

Mr. JANES, of Vermont; 

‘ Messrs. HARD, HUNTINGTON, FILL- 

MORE, PHILO C. FULLER, DICKSON, 

WARD, HAZELTINE, and FERRIS, of New 
ork. 

(Mr. Warp, of New York, presented a memo- 
rialof the York Town Presbyterian Church, New 
York, and the petition and additional documents 
in the case of the legal. representatives of E. 
Lockwood; both of which were referred to the 
Committee on Revalutionary Claims. Also, the | 
petition of Israel Reynolds. Referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. ] 

Mr. LEE, of New Jersey; 
Messrs. 


vania; : 

Mr. MILLIGAN, of Delaware; 

Messrs. TAYLOR and CHINN, of Virginia; 

Mr. SPEIGHT, of North Carolina; 

Mr. PINCKNEY, of South Carolina; 

Mennta, JOHNSON and ALLAN, of Ken- | 
tucky; 

Mr. STANDIFER, of Tennessee; 

Messrs. CRANE, MITCHELL, LYTLE, 
VINTON, and CORWIN, of Ohio; | 

Messrs. LANE and EWING, of Indiana; | 

Mr. PLUMMER, of Mississippi; 

(Mr. PLumaer presented the petitions of John 
H. McKennie, Baylis Nations, William Blanton, | 
William B. Edwards, Robert Belshar, William | 
Ormon, Nathan Edwards, Josiah Edwards, Wil- i 
liam Sullivant, Calvin Cushman, Woodard Roane, 
A. McCaslin, Stephen Smith, John H. Byers, and 
Witham W. Byers, representing that they have 
been deprived of the benefits of the preémption 
act of March 2, 1833, in consequenceof a decision 
of the land officers against them, and praying for | 
relief. Referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands.] 

Messrs. CASEY and REYNOLDS, of Minois. | 

{Mr. Casey presented the petition of sundry 
citizens of the southeastern counties of Ilinois, 
bordering on the Ohio and Wabash rivers, pray- | 
ing the erection of a hospital at Shawneetown, in 
said State. ` 

Upon introducing the petition, Mr. C.: made 
some appropriate remarks, particularly showing |: 
the great necessity of such a hospital upon the ' 
Ohio, and especially at that point, which is the 


WAGGENER, SUTHERLAND, |! 
WATMOUGH, and STEWART, of Peansy!- || 


| 


great landing place, not only for a large portion 
of the interior of Illmois, but for a very great por- 
tion of the immense trade of the Big Wabash.] 

(Mr. Rexnops presented the petition of Cap- 
tain Halstead, praying to be paid for his military 
services in the campaign of 1832 against the hos- 
tile Indians in the State of Ilinois. 

Also, the memorial of the inhabitants of the 
village of Cahokia, in the State of Illinois. 

Mr. R. stated that this was one of the ancient 
villages on the Mississippi. The French Gov- 
ernment, under which this village was settled, 
granted to the citizens a tract of land asa common 
to said village. An act of Congress passed in the 
year 1791, granting to said inhabitants the use of 
said land as a common. Now the inhabitants 
pray the confirmation of said land, and that the 
fee simple property be granted to them. Said 
memorial was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands.] 

Messrs. CLAY and MARDIS, of Alabama; 

[Mr. Cray presented the petition of Richard 
Cottrell, asking remuneration for provisions, for- 


iage, &c., furnished to the army under General 


Jackson, in the Creek war; which was referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 
Mr. C. also presented the petition of numerous 


| citizens of Benton county, Alabama, asking the 


establishment of certain post routes therein de- 


| seribed.] i 


Messrs. BULL and ASHLEY, of Missouri; 


i| and 
Mr. LYON, of Michigan. 


W hich petitions and memorials were appropri- 
ately referred. 

RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED, 

On motion of Mr. HAZELTINE, 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and 
Means be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of making an appropriation for running and 
continuing the works at Dunkirk harbor, New 


t York. 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 
Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Af- 4 
fairs be instructed to inquire into the expediency 


lof providing for the complete execution of the 


8th article of the Florida treaty, so far as it relates 
to the claims of lands between the Mississippi and 
Perdido rivers; and that the report of the late 
Secretary of State, Edward Livingston, Esq., and 
the resolution of the Legislature of Louisiana, in 
relation to that subject, be referred to said com- 
mittee, with the documents in relation thereto, 


| presented at this session by order of the Senate. 


On motion of Mr. MUHLENBERG, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public 
Buildings be instructed to inquire into the expe- 
diency of procuring such additional statues as 
may be necessary to complete the original design 
of the Capitol, and of employing Luigi.Persico to 
execute the same. n 

Mr. DENNY offered the following resolution, 
which, under the rule, lies one day: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and 


j he is hereby, requested to communicate to this 
| House a statement of the amount paid annually, 


and the price per pound during the last five years, 


| for the transportation of arms and other military 


and public stores from Harper’s Ferry, Balti- 
more, Washington Arsenal, and any other posts | 
or places in Virginia, Maryland, and District of | 
Columbia, to Pittsburg and other posts in the 
western country. 

On motion of Mr. GILMER, 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House lay 
before it, as soon as practicable, any information 
in his office upon the subject of a certificate given 
by John Pierse, Commissioner of Army Accounts, 
to the State of Georgia, for the sum of $123,283 70, 
in 1785, for payment made by the State of Georgia 
to its officers for commutation and other pay due 


| them, together.with the original certificate, if it be 
jin his office. 


On motion of Mr. STANDIFER, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of allow- 
ing to Samuel Eskridge the amount of his claim 
for moneys advanced the agent of the United 
States, and thatthe papers and evidence in sup- 


: port of said claim be referred to said committee. 


i 


On motion of Mr. MITCHELL, 

Reso'ved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a post route from New 


| Lancaster, through Baltimore, Lura, Granville, 


Fredonia, and Homer, to Mount Vernon, in the 
State of Ohio. 

On motion of Mr. KILGORE, 

Resolved, That the Committee on ‘the Post Office 
and Post Roads beinstructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a mail route from 
Washington, Washington county, Pennsylvania, 


| via Wellsburg, Virginia, Smithfield, Cadiz, New 


Philadelphia, and Worster, to N 
county, Ohio. j 

On motion of Mr. MAY,- 

Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of allow- 
ing the claims of Albion T. Crew against the 
Government for property lost during the late Indian 
war. 

On motion of Mr. MURPHY, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Publie Lands 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
amending the act of Congress passed on the 23d 
May, 1828, entitled “An act for the relief of pur- 
chasers of the public lands that have reverted for 
the non-payment of the purchase money,” and 
the act on the same’ subject passed in June, 1832, 
so as to enable the heirs or legal representatives’ 
of deceased persons to draw scrip on all forfeited 
land stock remaining in the name of such deceased 
persons, upon the heirs or legal representatives of 
such deceased persons giving a refunding bond, 
to be approved of by the register of the land 
office, in double the amount of the scrip issued, 
and under such other restrictions as may be 
thought proper and necessary in all cases when 
the original certificates given to such deceased 
persons have been lost or destroyed. 


Mr. LYON, by leave, offered the following 
resolution; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be re- 
quested to furnish this House, as far as practica- 
bie from the information in-his office, with an esti- 
mate of the expense necessary to complete the 
opening of the military road from Green Bay to 
Prairie du Chien, in the Territory of Michigan, 
so as to allow the transportation of troops and 
military stores thereon when necessary. Also, an 
estimate of the expense required to open a road 
from Saginaw to Macinac, in said Territory, for 
similar purposes. 

“Mr. LYON offered the following resolution, 
which was rejected: 

Resolved, That this House will, on Thursday, 
the 5th day of February next, consider and dis- 
pose of bills relating to Territories. i 

RELATIONS WITH FRANCE. 

Mr. PATTON asked the consent of the House 
to offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, to which was referred that part of the 
message of the President which concerns our re- 


orwalk, Huron 


i| lations with France, be instructed to report the 


following resolutions to the House: 

lst. Resolved, That the claims of our citigens 
for reparation from France, provided for in the 
treaty of the 4th July, 1831, rest upon the strong- 
est ground of right and jastice—and their validity 
and extent have been rendered ‘* incontestable,” 
as between the two Governments by that Con- 
vention. 

2d. Resolved, That the idea of acquiescing m 
the refusal of France to execute the treaty will 
not be entertained by any branch of this Govern- 
ment; and that we ought to insist, and have a 
right to expect that France will not persist in the’ 
failure to comply with her engagements made in 
that treaty. 

3d. Resolved, That as the King of the French 
has, in some of the most recent communications 
which have passed between the Ministers of the 
two Governments, given repeated and reiterated 
assurances of his sincere desire to have the treaty 
carried into effect—has declared. his intention to 
present the bill for that purpose, as soon as the , 
Chambers can be assembled, and his determing- 
tion to use every exertion in his power to obtain 
the appropriation as the bill was heretofore reject- 


ej 


earlier 


f the justice of our claims will not be finally i 


time, and under existing circumstances, to adopt p 


i 
with France. : 

Objection being made, Mr. PATTON moved | 
to suspend 
mizht be enabled to offer the resolutions. 


the rule of the Hecuse, in order that he : 
He did | 


not desire to press them at this time, but merely to |: 


lay the resolutions on the table. 

‘Alter some conversation between the SPEAK- . 
ER and Messrs. CAMBRELENG, CLAY, and 
PATTON, as to the effect of the motion, the 
question was taken by veas and nays, and decided } 
iu the negative—yeas 103, nays 109. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


j 
t 
i 


» aboutto propose, will secure aviva voce vote in all 
|; elections, and assert the right of each Congress to 


i in their elections. 


elect ite printer. I have never seen the time or place 
when | was the least embarrassed in declaring for 
; whom I intended to vote; and L hope [never shall 
| be so craven in spirit, so lost to that independence 
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i| citizens of my native State from those imputations 


; Tennessee has voted in that 
manner in the election of all her officers for near- 
_ ly forty years; and she has not lost her hberty , her 
gallantry, or independence. And if gentlemen 
_think so, they are much mistaken. No sir, such 
' things depend upon the tone of sentimentamongst 
: men, more than the mere mode of expressing that 
‘sentiment. The man who would respresent the 
character and feelings of her people, must be 
‘frank, candid, and independent, mast be a plain 
_case—no hiding, nor dodging. If you ever see a 
; gentleman at this—who cant be found—you may 


ii whenever it should be presented. 


Mr. CARR, from the Committee on Private ' feel, but cannot see him—who leaves no sign— || its validity as a joint reSolution, and at the same 


Land -Claims, reported a biil from the Senate for ii can’t tell which end of the road he has gone—if 
the relief of Andrew Know, without amendment; |!| you catch him out in a snow, get on his track end 
which was read and referred to the Committee of | are confident you have him, but when you come 


the Whole House on the state of the Union. } 


Mr. CARR, from the same committee, reported | 
a bill for the relief of George Douglass and others 
therein named; which was read twice and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole House, and 
made the order of the day for to-morrow. ! 


Mr. CARR, from the same comrnittee, asked i 
to be discharged from the further consideration of 
the petition of James Babbott; and, on motion, it: 
was ordered to be laid on the table. 


Mr. CARR, from the same committee, reported : 
a bill for the relief of William Bowman, of Mor-.: 
gan county, Indiana; which was read twice and | 
postponed until Friday next. 


Mr. MARSHALL, from the Committee on | 
Revolutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief ` 
of the heirs of William Northrup; which was ; 
read twice and committed. i 


Mr. CHILTON, from the Committee on Inva- j 
lid Pensions, reported the following resolution: 
Resolved, That Friday, the 6th of February, be 
setapartand specially devoted to the consideration 
of bills for the benefit of such individuals as are 
seeking pensions, as invalid soldiers, and in whose 
favor reports have been made from the Committe : 
on Invalid Pensions. | 
The resolution was agreed to. i 
Mr. BEALE, from the Committee on Invalid : 
Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of William 
Keller; which was read twice and committed. 


Unfavorable reports upon various petitions, &c., 
were made by Messrs. MARSHALL, MITCH- 
ELL, BANKS, BARBER, and JANES, from , 
their respective committees. 


l 


ELECTION OF OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF; 


REPRESENTATIVES. 

The following resolution, heretofore offered by 
Mr. REYNOLDS, came up in course: 

 Resaleed, That hereafter, in all elections made 
“by the House of Representatives (for officers) | 
‘the votes shall be given viva voce, each member | 
‘in his place naming aloud the person for whom : 
the votes.” i 

With thefollowing proviso, offered on Saturday 
by Mr. HARDIN: 


‘« Provided, That elections ordered by joint res- ji 
‘olutions of the Senate and House of Representa- | 
‘tives, approved and signed by the President, i 


‘shall be conducted in manner and form as are | 
‘directed by said resolutions.” 

Mr. PEYTON rose and addressed the House 
as follows: , 

Mr. Sprawer: Iam partial to viva voce voting, 
and especially to vira voce acting. This partiality 
and my great anxiety to avoid encroaching upon 
the conauitutional powers of the next Congress, 
induced me to vote in favor of laying the resolution 


“man is no Tennesseean. 


" tutional views on this subject last winter. It was 
© a question which produced much excit 


and much abler member of this body, | 
| from Alabama, [Mr. McKıixrer,] who addressed j 
‘the House on Saturday, to offer the resolutions; H 


| thwarted by the introduction of Mr. McDurrin’s | 
which was | 
| 


‘to find out, he has turned the heela of his shoes 
‘before and you are on the back track—such a 


But while I vindicate the character of Tennessee 
from those suspicions which have been thrown 
i upon her on account of the mode cf electing pub- 
‘lic officers, ingrafted upon that constitution which 


| Andrew Jackson aided in forming, and retained j| 


i by her recent Convention after thirty-eight years 
experience, I am willing that all elections by Con- 
gress shall be viva voce. 

‘speak out boldly on this floor, as well as else- | 

| where; for of all things, | have the least taste for | 

| hypocricy or double dealing. But sir, E am | 

i equally anxious to secure another object, which į 

: must be dear to my honorable colleagues who 
agree in political sentiment with me, and my | 

; friends from Alabama, New York, and elsewhere, | 

` and that is the right of each Congress to elect its 

` own printer. I know we all agreed in our consti- 


mentin my 
i district, and in the State generally. 1 gave my | 
| views, as I am now about to express them and 
i pledged myself to my constituents, if no one else 

did, to offer a resolution embracing substantially 
į what L now offer on the subject of printer, and to 


: move to go into the election at the commencement | 


I did not do so, and this re- 
my constituents. My | 
e fact that after I had 


| of the last session. 
| quires an explanation to 
: apology is to be found in th 
my resolutions .prepared, an 
| presenting them, I was reques 


fed to permit an older 
my friend 


} 


I like to hear gentlemen || 


d was on the eve of |) ‘ be J : , \ 
| discontinued accordingly. No election of printer 
|| € was declared. The session terminated without 


‘to this I assented with great pleasure, but he was 


resolution on the deposite question, 
| debated the greater part of the session. I am 
i proud of an opportunity of redeeming my pledge 
o my constituents, a 


i : i 

: my honorable friends t ; 

and aid me in reclaiming for each Congress the į; 
i 
j 
i 


exercise of its inherent and constitutional rights. 


| I have adopted the only mode by which this can f a ne. 
i| session on the ground that a joint resolution could 


‘be effected, and at the same time secure a viva 
: voce vote. | have no petty party purposes to 
subserve. We were for it atthe last session upon 
principle, and cannot be against it at this. Our 
party is overwhelming in strength, itis committed | 
! on this question. Wehavesaid that the Constitu- 
l tion has been violated by an expiring session of 
: Congress electing a printer for a new Congress; 
‘and let us not bring upon ourselves the reproach 
‘of inconsistency, but nobly step forward to the | 
: rescue of the Constitution. 

Able unanswerable arguments h 
on this question in the other end 
' by a great statesman and true Democrat, 


ave been made 
of the Capitol, 
which 1 | 


! “been duly elected at the preceding session. 


| in point? 
nd at the same time enabling |: 
s to act out their principles, |. 


am sure will-have due weight with all, and with 
none more than my friends from New York. I 
; alinde sir, to the powerful argument made by the 


| honoratle Tuomas H. Bexron, in the Senate, on 


‘the 19.h, and published in the Globe of the 221 
February, 1833, on the motion to go inte the elec- 
tion of public printer. He had, on the 13.h of 
the same month, introduced a resolution, the sub- 


l: stance of which, I have embraced in my amend- 


ment. Ít was a joint resolution of both Flousés— 
, 80 is mine. It changed the time of the election of 
| printer from the end of the expiring Congress to 
i the first week of the new Congress, su does mine. 


|| Here Mr. Benron’s resolution stopped; mine goes 


i 2 l; further, and declares that the election of printer, 
» which have been east upon ell who vote by ballot | 


:and all other elections 


And 


, shall be viva voce. 


i; this is the only material difference between them. 


I confess that i should have been somewhat at a 
loss as to the powers of this House, in repealing, 
or in any measure changing, a joint resolution of 


both Houses, which has received the sanction of 


ji 


i the President, but for the light which that able and 


* indefatigable Senator hae shed upon this’ subject. 


had looked upon the resolution of 1819 as uncon- 
titutional and void, so-did he; and he appears to 
have been prepared to sustain that proposition, 
But when the 
| question arcse whether the Senate could recognize 


| time change any one of its features, by a single 
‘resolution, he promptly decided that it could not. 
i This, sir, was with me an unanswerable objection 
| to voting for the resolution of the gentleman from 
llinois. It is a single resolution, which will 
: change the mode of electing a printer from a vote 
i by ballot to viva voce, under a joint resolation, and 

hange it in nothing else, thus recognizing its 
validity in every word and syllable, except as to 
the mode of making the election. It cannot be 
done. We havea precedent, directly in point; I 
| quote from Mr. Benron’s speech before alluded 
to. Mr. B. said: ; 3 

“ His present object was to prevent an election 
‘at this session; and for this he had a good pre- 
‘cedent, originating in the Senate itself, precisely 
‘in point, in every particular. He referred to the ` 
‘election of a public printer towards the close of 
‘Mr. Adams’s administration, when Mr. Green 
‘was elected over Gales & Seaton. The election 
“cameon; several ballotingstook place; Mr. Green 
‘had a plurality of the votes, nota majority of the 
‘whole. The joint resolution under which the 
‘ Senate bulloted (ibe resolution of 1819) expressly 
‘ declared that a plurality should be sufficient; but 
‘the majority, on the eve of proceeding to the 
| ballot, had passed a single resolution, to control 
| ‘the joint resolution, declaring that a majority of 


i! © the whole should be necessary to a choice. The 


| ‘supporters of Mr. Green claimed the election; 
‘but the majority adhered to their single resolu- 
‘tion against the terms of the joint resolution, and 
| refused to permit the election of Mr. Green to be 
| «declared. Ele (Mr. B) then moved that the 
| € ballotings should be discontinued. ‘They were 


‘any further proceedings on the subject. At the 
‘commencement of the next session a resolution 
: was brought in, declaring that Mr. Green had 
He 
‘ (Mr. B.) voted for the resolation.” 

| Itpassed. Can there bea stronger, clearer case 
i Here the Senate went into the election 
under the joint resolution of 1819, but passed a 
single résolution, altering it so far only as the 
' number of votes necessary to constitute an elec- 
That single resolution was 
declared to be a nullity by the Senate at its next 


; tion was concerned. 


| And the Senate and House of Representatives, in 
1629, did, by a joint resolution of both Houses, 
make the alteration which had been attempted to 
| be made the preceding session by the Senatealone, 
| and declared that a majority of the whole number 
| of votes given should be necessary to a choice in 
| the election of printer, but leaving the resolution 
1 

| 

i 


| 
i 
| not be altered or changed by a single resolution. 
i 
i 


of 1819 unchanged in every other particular. 
Now, sir, have not the Senate and Hotise of 
acted on this question of 
n of 1829, by a single res- 
hat it cannot be done. I 


| Representatives each 
| altering the resolutio 
i olution, and decided t 


x 
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think so most clearly. I would have: no hesita- 
nioni in saying tbat the whole resolution could 
be set aside by any new Congress which might 
choose to elect its own printer, but I deny that an 
expiring Congress, which has made all its elections, 
can, by a single resolution, alter a joint resolution 
in part, the validity of which resolution is recog- 
nized as constitutional. f ask gentlemen to deal 
candidly, and say whether their object is not to 
go-into.the election of printer at this session?  1f 
not, what. other election is coming on-at this ses- 
sion? 

And, sir, E should like to know whether the 
next Congress will not beas well qualified to judge 
for itself of the mode of electing iis officers, as this 
Congress is. What right have we to say to our 
successors you are a *‘ slippery, sneaking’ set of 
fellows? We have a high regard for your con- 
stituents, but no confidence in you, and have 
therefore said that you shall vote viva voce in the 
election of your officers, Itistrue that we elected 
all our officers by ballot—there is no complaint— 
the House is satisfied—the country is well pleased 
~-—not a word of discontent, save an occasional 
groan of disappointment, coming not from the 
House or country. Sir, it appears to me to be 
stepping over the line of our duty, to undertake to 
dictate to the next Congress with regard to the 
mode of the electionof apmnter. The Constitution 
secures to cach [Louse the power to determine-the 
rules of its proceeding;’ but not to prescribe rules 
to govern the proceedings of the next Congress. 

But, gir, as it will stand in the light of a mere} 
recommendation to the next Congress, 1 am will- 
ing to accommodate gentlemen in their fondness | 
for viva. voce voting, with a hope of conciliating 
their support on the main question—that of secur- : 
ing to each Congress the right to elect its own | 
printer. Sir, | am the more inclined to this, as it 
is said that tt will certainly secure perfect indepen- 


dence in voting; whereas, now it is complained || 
that.the oldest drill sergeants may tate out a raw 


recruit, and drill him for hours, and when he 
comes to vote he will not feel those noble, lofty 
sentiments of independence which will prompt him 


his own. This is monstrous, and ought to be 
corrected. Jor, if it is not, the noble science of 
drilling will be stripped of half its charms, and 
wild, rude militia-men will be constantly consult- 
ing their judgments and their consciences in great 
national questions, involving the liberty, happi 
hess, and constitutional safety of the country. Al 
of which, it is thought, may be corrected by a 


combination of the two operations of the sergeant | 


on drill to learn him what is right with the nip- 


pers, to pinch the word from him at the right time ! 


afterwards, This is so perfect a system of inde- 
pendenge, that all men must be delighted at the 
dawn of that bold and glorious republican sun 
which is about to shed a flood of light upon our 
hitherto dark and benighted hali of legislation. 
But, sir, to the main question—that of post- 


poning the election of printer until the next session | 


of Congress, I beg leave again to refer the LIouse 


‘to the able and lucid argument of Mr. Beyvonon } 


this subject. He said: 

t Tis object was to vindicate the right of the 
t new Congress to choose its own officers. 
‘right belonged to it. It belonged to it both inhe- 
‘rently and by the Constitution. It would have 
‘required a constitutional provision to take it 


‘away, not to secure it; yet, in two places, the! 


‘Constitution guaranties. this right. Once, in 


“speaking of the Touse of Representatives, which | 


‘ig to elect its own Speaker, and other officers; 
‘and again, where the Senate is secured in the 
‘right of electing its President pro tempore and 
t other officers.” 

Mr. B. then alluded to an early practice of Con- 


gress, which had been conformable to the Consti- | 
tution, and proceeded to state, that “in 1819, a |; 


pint resolution of the two Flonses was adopted, 
aveating the office of public printer, and providing 
for the election of that officer.’ He said, “for 
t the first thirty years of the action of this Govern- 
“ment, there was no public printer, while Co 
‘gress sat at places where it could supply itself, 


‘each new Congress was itsown purveyor. When | 
‘it came to a place where supplies could not be ob- {| 


“tained, except upon time and notice, the expiring 
‘Congress kindiy and providentially took upon 


} 


to give the sergeant’s vote, but will sneakingly give | 
8 8 , Sy 8 


That: 


| ‘itself the business of procuring supplies. This 
‘assumption on the part of the expiring Congress, 
‘ was gratuitous and unauthorized. The new Con- 
‘gress, not yet born, could not have created an 
‘agent to do this business. The fact of vital import- 
“ance, whether the new Congress was to havea 
‘friend or an enemy for its printer might depend 
tupon the time when he was elected, and thus it 
‘became necessary for the new Congress to stand 
‘ upon its inherentand constitutional right to reclaim 


‘reclamation, to exercise its indisputable power of 
t rejecting the printer that wasimposed upon it. Mr. 
‘ B. remarked that was what he had done, and was 
‘ doing—he complained that his resolution had been 
i €referred to u committee which had not reported 
| ‘upon it—-said that he could have shown that all 
‘the reasons which induced the expiring Congress 
‘to provide a printer for the new Congress had 
‘ ceased; that the district now abounded with print- 
‘ing materials; that a printer chosen the first week 
‘of the session would be ready as soon as neces- 


oe 


| “tant officer of the two Houses; that he was a con- 
‘ fidential officer, having their secret proceedings in 
ii € his hand, and almosttheir masters, from the power 
|| € which the public printer in his character of editor, 
j 
t gress, in suppressing, mutilating, and disfiguring 
‘the speeches, and occasional remarks of some 
‘members, while bringing out all that is said by 
‘others to the best possible advantage.” 

These views are sound. They were hailed by 
myself, and many gentlemen who f sce around me, 
as containing the true doctrine of our party, which 
had watched with so much jealousy all encroach- 
ments upon the Constitution. It has been our 


man now filling the Executive chair of the nation, 
was the shield of the Constitution. And shall we 
forget all this? Shall we say that right reason, and 
j sound constitutional doctrine is one thing in the 
Senate, and another in the Flouse of Representa- 
tives? that our constitutional opinions change with 
the seasons? No,sir. Let us not bring reproach 
| upon our party and its head, but rather elevate 
both in the world’s estimation, by rescuing the Con- 
stitution, instead of inflicting upon itanother blow. 
Mr. Benron is correct. This House has the in- 
herent as well as the constitutional right to elect 
its printer. The Constitution says, ‘each House 
shall keep a journal of its proceedings.” To do 
this, it must have the power to elect a clerk. 
‘And from time to ime publish the same.” How 
publish? Does not this important duty imply the 
power of providing the means to performit? How 
|: can the laws and proceedings of this House be 
published without a printer? The power to elect 
the printer is conferred in the obligation to pub- 
lish, Again, the Constitution confers apon each 


proceedings—secures to the House of Representa- 
tives the right to choose its Speaker and other 
officers, and to the Senate, the right to choose all 
its officers. Now, sir, E care not whether you 
consider your printer an officer of the House, or 
put him upon the footing of stationery, or fuel, or 


over to a sergeantand drilled into submission, and 


directed to turn his attention to history 
cal history. 


Mr. Speaker, is it in order to move a commit- 


—biographi- 


Í 
i 


‘the election for itself, and if not successful in the- 


‘sary to do the work that would be required of | 
thim; that the printer was an officer, and an impor- | 


“had over the publication of the proceedings of Con- ; 


pride and boast, that the venerable and patriotic į 


House the power to determine the rules of its own | 


ment of the resolution and anf€ndment to a com- 
mittee with instructions to report? I move, sir, 
that the resolution and amendment be committed 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, with instruc- 
tions to report the following resolution: 

Resolved bythe Senate and House of Representatives 
of ihe United States of America in Congerss assembled, 
"That the election cf printer to each House of 
Congress shall hereafter take place within the first ` 
week of the first session of each Congress; and 
that all elections by the two Houses shall hereafter 
be decided by a viva voce vote. 

Mr. POPE said, inasmuch as this proposition 
had been placed before the House, he intended to 
vote for it; and he would detain the Fouse but a 
short time in submitting his reasons for his vote, 
and for‘opposing the motion of the gentleman 
from Tennessee, (Mr. Peyvron.] He could not 
believe, as had been contended, that any greatand 
fundamental principles were involved in this ques- 
tion, but he did believe that the fidelity of the 
Representatives to their constituents would be 
secured by its adoption. 

What was the leading argument ‘of the honor- 
able members from Kentucky, (Mr. Flanpin,].and 
from Georgia, [Mr. Giumer,] in both of whom, 
Mr. P. said, he had great cuontidence. It was that 
wise men and patriots had established the present 
mode of electing by ballot, and had sanctioned it 
by sitting in that Hall under its operation without 
attempting any alteration. Mr. P. said he paid 
as much regard to the wisdom of our ancestors and 
i the monitions of antiquity as others; but he also 
deemed it essential for the proper government of 
his conduct, to have some opinions of his own. 
The opinions of antiquity were not always infal- 
| lible. Many patriots of the revolutionary period 
| of 1776 sincerely doubted the practicability of the 
scheme of republican government. Many other of 
the doctrines of that day were now from experi- 
ence repudiated; and he should feel bound to go 
according to the best lights afforded to him. 

Mr. P. said, he would not stop to inquire 
whether this resolution was applicable to a printer 
‘of the House, or whether that printer was an officer 
of the House. It was enough for him to know 
| that there were officers to whom it would apply, 

and ‘that the principle of voting viva voce was a 
cherished one in the State which he had the honor 
in part of representingy and although it met the 
ridicule of the gentleman from Georgia, (Mr. 
Gitmer,] he still believed in its efficacy, and 
should continue to cherish and revere it. Le re- 
ferred to the election of a Speaker. Was it nota 
most responsible station? And did not the people 
| feel a deep interest in theselection of the individual 
intrusted with the important duty of appointing all 
ihe committees of that House? They certainly did. 
| And should they not know how their servants on 
that floor disposed of the vote intrusted to them? 
fle did not care whether this resolution applied to 
the election of a public printer or not. When the 
question of such an election came up, it would then 
| be time enough to indulge in that argument. 

Butit had been alleged that members here were 
surrounded with a polluted atmosphere; that they 
could not vote openly without subjecting them- 
selves toa corrupting influence. Elesuggested how 
easy it was for the balloting Representative, after 
casting his vote, to go to the Executive mansion, 
or elsewhere, if you please, and there represent 
that he had carried out the will he had professed 
to serve. Now, if the vote were given viva voce, 
it would place the curb of hisconstituentsuponhim, 
and the people could and would see- whether he 
came there to honestly represent them, or play the 
pander to others. It had been said that, if the 
vote by ballot were abolished, the Representative 
would stand too much in terror of his constituents, 
to suffer him to exercise his own unbiased judg- 
ment. He would ask who he could with more 
propriety stand in fear of than his own immediate 
constituents? Even if he voted in error, he voted 
in accordance with their wishes, and those wishe 
he was bound to respect. : 

Mr. P. had said all that he meant to say on this 
subject. He believed the resolution ought to 
pass, whether it applied to the election of a public 
printer or not, would make no difference in his 
views, nor alter the purport of these remarks. | 

Mr. VANDERPOEL said, it seemed to him 
‘that no good reason could be urged agajnst the 


i 
i 


| 


i 
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passage of the resolution under consideration, 
tt involved a question of great importance, viz: 
whether the representative could in justice, with- 
out special constitutional leave, be permitted to 
execute his agency In such a manner as to exempt 
him from responsibility to his principles, the peo- 
Perty, V. said he held to the broad principle that 
as representatives, we should do no act here, the 
knowledge of which might be concealed from the 
people; that the principle of giving a secret vote 
was anti-republican, and wholly incompatible with 
responsibility to the source of all power, which lies 
at the foundation of all our institutions. The 
creator should always know or have the certain 
means of knowing the acts af the creature, espe- 
cially when the latter was commissioned only to 
execute the will of the former. 


Mr. V. asked, upon what principle the practice ! 
of here giving a secret ballot vote could be justi- | 


fied? It had been said by his honorable colleague, 
[Mr. Fuzumore,}] who opened the first battery 


upon this resolution, that the people themselves, | 
many, if not most of the States, voted by ballot, | 


and, therefore, the practice was sanctioned by the 
highest authority. Another honorable gentle- 
man, from Georgia, [Mr. Gitmer,] who spoke so 
seldom in this House, but always spoke so well, 
had told us that the voting by ballot Here was 
calculated to secure the most upright and inde- 
pendent execution of this appointing power, with 
which we are invested. Let us examine, for a 
moment, into the soundness of these positions. 
He (Mr. V.) contended, that the circumstance 
that the people sometimes vote by ballot in the 
exercise of their sovereign power, was not a pre- 


cedent to justify the practice here, acting, as we | 


here do, iù a representative capacity. 
The gentleman from Tennessee, (Mr. Peyroy,] 
who had just delivered an able argument in favor 


of the amendment he had introduced, seemed to: 
imagine, that the resolution involved an imputa- ' 
tion upon the people of those States where they | 


voted by ballot, and felt himself called upon to 
shield the people from such imputation and re- 
proach. 


cise of their undoubte 
selves. 
of their own business. 
stituents, 


conduct his own operations secretly, it by no 
means follows that he has a right to conduct those 


of another in such manner as that his principal, | 
and the party interested, cannot learn the manner | 


in which his affairs are managed. Let not, then, | 
| that the people may not be able to know how we 


our right to vote secretly, by ballot, be inferred 


from the practice of the people themselves. 


is confounding all distinction between master and 
servant, between principal and agent. 
men who seek to deduce the right to vote by bal- 
lot here from the practice of 5 1 
forget, that although we are “ dressed up in a lit- 
tle brief authority,” we are nevertheless respon- 
sible agents, bound to execute the will of those 
who have clothed us with that authority, and that 
itis the right of those who have delegated to us 
the high trusts which we are here called upon to 
execute, to know the manner in which we execute 
them. It struck him (he spoke with all possible 
respect for those who urged it) that the contrary 
doctrine was founded in a disregard for, or a for- 
getfulness of the relation in which we stood to the 
sovereign creating power. . 

A word, now, sir, as to the benefits claimed by 
the gentleman from Georgia, (Mr. Gitmer,} from 
this secret mode of ballot voting. He told us, in 


substance, that this practice was calculated to en- |; 


sure the most independent exercise of the right 
or duty on our part. 
that if we vote viva voce, 
times restrain or embarrass us. 
(Mr. V.) as the feeblest of all reasons, that could 
be given in favor of the practice of voting by bal- 
lot. The fear of offending candidates or parties 
interested!! What an ignoble feeling, sir, to 
control or affect, in the aligntest degree, the action 


In his (Mr. V.’s) humble opinion, the | 
people required no paar vindication for the exer- |: 
right, because their right | 

| 1 

to vote by ballot was unquestionable. The people, | 
the sovereigns, are responsible to no one but them- 
When they vote, they do it in execution || 
Whereas, when we vote, ! 
we do it in execution of the business of our con- | 
` Because a man, sir, has a right to) 


To | 
attempt to derive such a right from such a source, || 


Gentle- |! X 
| would be the first to come out in favor of secret | 


the people, seem to |! 


I suppose he means by this | 
delicacy might some- | 
This struck him |; 


of the representative! Why, sir, we should, if f 


this be a valid reason, or a sound argument, extend 
the principle—we should at once make the effort 


to amend the Constitution, so as to abolish the | 
| yeas and nays, because in the ordinary course of 
| legislation we have questions here every day, emi- | 


nently calculated tc exercise and try our deli- 


cacy. We are not unfrequently called upon here, jj 


to vote for claims preferred by our friends, and 
to vote against them, too, sir, and then we are 
exposed to the reproaches, if not the implacable 
enmity of those friends. Now, sir, permit me 
to propose a remedy for all this inconvenience to 
which we are thus exposed. Let us alter the Con- 


stitution, abolish the yeas and nays, and tell the | 


world that we ‘“ we love darkness rather than 
light,” because our day-light deeds have exposed 
us to the querulous moanings of our friends. 
Upon what ground of principle should there be 
a difference between the operations in this Hall 


and those at the other end of the building, when | 


we appoint to office? The Senate sits with closed 


tives of the States vote upon Executive nomina- 


tions. And the. brief existence of this Govern- | 


ment has already taught us that the people do not 
always regard the votes of honorable Senators 
upon Executive nominations with indifference or 
unconcern. No, sir; we can adduce memorable 
instances to show that the sensibility and indig- 
nation of the people have been awakened against 
the representatives of the States for what they 
deemed an exceptionable exercise of this power. 
There were not wanting instances.in which the 
people had reversed the sentence of unworthiness, 
which the Senate had seen fit to pronounce, 
wonld ask, if the votes and proceedings of the 
Senate, when acting on Executive nominations, 
shouid always be concealed from the people, if 
they not only sat with closed doors; but if their 
Journals were always kept secret, how long 
would the people submit to a practice so repugnant 
to popular sentiment? That august body wouid 
then soon, very soon, sir, in the estimation of the 
people acquire all the odious features of a Spanish 
Inquisition. 

But a new discovery had been made by his hon- 


orable colleague, {Mr. Firumonre,] whose extraor- jj 


dinary perspicacity and microscopic vision some- 
times enabled him to see distinctions that were 
not visible to ordinary optics. My colleague has 
started the idea, that there is a fair distinction 


| between voting for officers of this House and officers 


of the nation; and that as the officers embraced in 
the resolution under discussion are merely officers 
of this House, we have an indubitable right to 
elect them by ballot, and in such a manner as 


vote. Sir, with all due deference to my honorable 
colleague, who, from his professed repugnance to 
alb secret operations, and secret societies, is the 
last man on this floor whom I could suppose 


voting, I must be permitted to contend that there 
ig no soundness in this distinction, so far as it 
concerns the principle we are now discussing. 
How arrogant the idea that the officers, which we 
here choose, are our officers? What are we, sir— 
I speak of our official capacity—but the propety 


of the people? 


that belong exclusively to ourselves, and in which 
the people have no property or interest? With 
whose moneys are they paid? 


laborer? + 


The honorable gentleman from" Georgia, [Mr. | 
animated speech | 
| which he made on Saturday, told us that the peo- 
ple generally neither know or care who are the | 


Gitmer,] in the zealous and 


officers of this House. This, (said Mr. V.,) (he 
spoke with great deference to that honorable gen- 


i Geman,) was presuming entirely too much upon 


He’ 


W hen we speak of the officers of | 
| this House, do we mean to speak of instruments 


The people’s. | 
| Whose business are they appointed to execute? | 
|i Not our own individual business, but that of the | 
| people; and may not the people, then, fairly feel | 
| some little interest in their election? Have they 
l not a clear right to know what servants they, | 
i through their Representatives, have chosen, espe- || 
cially, when their own money is to pay the hire of the 


the ignorance and. indifference of the people. It 
was.not his (Mr. V.’s) geod or ill luck to*be 
blessed with constituents so ignorant or so indif- - 
ferent to the doings of their representatives. “They 
believe and know that the sentiments of those who 
represent them may be as emphatically indicated 
and expressed by the election of the officers of this 
House as by any other. means—that an election 
for these officers may indeed involve much of prin- 
ciple. Take, if you please, the case of Speaker 
of this House; consider his power and patronage; 


“| the power of appointing all the committees,which 


have very properly been called the eyes and or- 
gans of the House, the power of controlling, in a 
great measure, the order of the business of this 
House, and of giving an impulse to, or thwarting 
and impeding great measures that may call for the 
action of this Ilouse. Is it, in truth, a matter of 
moonshine to the people who is elevated to this 
high and responsible station? Let the gentleman 
ask the free-trade elector of the South, when the 


i| ery of “ Give, give us more protection,” is raised by” 
doors; but the Journals of that body are always | ‘ td y 
published; and the people of the United States | 
have the means of knowing how the representa- | 


the manufaciurer of the North and East, whether 
he feels any interest in the election of the Speaker 
of this House. Ask the northern manufacturer’ 
at such a crisis if it is or is not his interest or de- 
sire to know whether his Representative has voted 
for a free-trade or an ultra-tariff Speaker, and you 
cannot be at a loss to conjecture what the answer 
would be. Woe to that Representative- who 
should, at such a conjuncture, dare to violate the 
the will of his constituents. He would notbe able 
to plead in bar to the denunciations of an indig- 
nant people the-plea of the gentleman from Geor- 
gia, that the Speaker of this House is the officer 
of this House, and that he supposed the people 
generally did not know or care who were the offi- 
cers of this House. Those gentlemen who, on 
such an occasion, should calculate so fatally upon 
the ignorance and indifference of the people, would 
soon enjoy a privilege which is oft-times vouch- 
safed to the best of gentlemen—I mean the privi- 
lege of staying athome. Or take, if you please, the 
case of printer to this House, It requires novery 
vivid imagmation to fancy a choice of printer that 
would do violence to popular feeling. Suppose 
this office to be conferred upon aman whose whole 
life had been devoted to the dissemination of prin- 
ciples to which our constituents are mortally op- 
posed—to doctrines subversive of equal rights and 
equal privileges; yea, of the liberly of the people. 
Think you, sir, that the people would be supine 
and indifferent, if we lavished the most lucrative 
patronage of this House upon such a man? 
Would they be apt to say, “ You have done well 
by rendering more potent the incendiary ’scapacity 
for mischief??? Let us make the experiment, and 
we will soon hear a résponse from the ranks of 
an outraged and a sharp-sighted people; a re- 
sponse, too, that will not be distinguished for 
stoical indifference or extraordinary ignorance. 

An honorable gentleman from Massachusetts y 
(Mr. Brices,] who, a few days ago, betrayed 
more warmth on this subject than usually belongs 
to that Spitzbergen region to which he and l be- 
long, pleaded most eloquently for the practice 
which the resolution upon your table proposes to 
abolish, because it was a very old practice; our wise 
fathers had originated it; it had now obtained for 
forty years, and therefore our sacrilegious hands 
should not now touch it. : 

Sir, (said Mr. V.,) Lam no believer in the doc- 
trine that an error is lessan error because it is an 
old one. Sin itself is not Jess to be lamented and 
deprecated because it dates back to the garden of 
Eden. You are constantly changing your laws, 
involving great principles; your States have, many 
of them, changed and vastly improved their con- 
stitutions; and is this to be regarded, sir, as a 
reflection upon the wisdom of our fathers? No, 
sir. It only proves that we are not such bigoted 
admirers of all that is old as to reject the improve- 
ments that may be suggested by time and expe- 
rience. Let the apologists, the advocates of mon- 
archs and despots, plead for the wisdom and sanc- 
tity of their despotic institutions, because they 
are covered with the dust and the cobweb of ages, 


‘it is our principle, yes, our duty, while making 


the grand and triumphant experiment of free Gov- 
ernment, to repudiate error and embrace improve- 
ment, though the genius of antiquity may scowl 
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ard shake her hoary locks. We live, sir, inan ij 


age of improvement, and that is indeed a false and | 
short-sighted philosophy, a philosophy which has 

no deeper foundation than poetry, which inculcates 
the wisdom of always “‘ bearing the ills we have,” | 
lest. we incur the risk of encountering ‘‘ others that 

we know not of.” One of the beauties of our repub- | 
lican system of Government is, that it canaccom- 
modate itself to changes which time and circum- | 
stances may demand. [ts charm is not the 

inflexibility of a despotism—no, sir, it is not 
unbending to the spirit of reform and improve- 
ment. In its veneration for the past, it is not blind 
to the treasures which lie in the future. 

The resolution under consideration, sir, seeks 
to establish a great abstract principle, resulting | 
from the relation in which we stand to the people, 
and yet gentlemen who have opposed its passage, 
have seen fit to discuss the resolution on the 
assumption that it was introduced solely in refer- 
ence to the printer of this Flouse, and a most 

` labored attempt has been made to show that a 
printer is not an officer, but a contractor. Sir, I 
consider such topics wholly irrelevant. To talk | 
about a printer to this House, is indeed belittling 
the subject under. discussion. A. resolution is 
introduced to establish a great principle of popular 
right, and gentlemen take it upon themselves to 
narrow down the discussion to the query, whether 
it will change the mode heretofore pursued of 
electing the printer of this House. I have endeav- | 
ored, air, to take a more elevated view of the prin- 
ciple which the resolution contains, as having 
higher objects and higher game than the mere 
printer of this House. First establish a rule, a 

rinciple, sir, and when we are called upon to go 
into elections, it will be time enough to inquire 
what officer comes within the rule. It is, how- 
ever, wrong, sir, to contend, as some gentlemen ; 
have contended, that the resolution for this ses- 
sion and that Congress must necessarily be per- 
fectly nugatory as to every officer except the; 
printer to this House. You, Mr. Speaker, are 
not immortal. The Clerk, the sergeant-at-arms, | 
and al. the officers of this House, may be called 
upon to pay the great debt of nature before the ; 
termination of this. session. I sincerely hope, 
sir, that we may not be called upon to fill any 
-vacancies; but that the occasion for doing so is | 
beyond the range of possibility, is contending 
entirely too much. 

It is somewhat strange, sir, (if, to follow the 
bad example of other gentlemen, L may be per- 
mitted to say a word about public printer,) it is 
“ passing strange,” that while honorable gentle- 
men contend that your public printer is so amply | 
fortified by certain joint resolutions passed in 1819 | 
and 1829, one of the most vigilant, and talented 
gentlemen on this floor (he meant the gentleman 


from Kentucky, Mr. Hanrpry) should have found |} 


it necessary to offer a proviso, in order to save 
„your public printer from the operation of the res- 
olution now under consideration. A long discus- 
sion has already been had upon the question | 
whether the joint resolution of the 5.h February, | 
1829, repeals the resolution of the 3d March, 
1819, as it regards the manner in which we are to 
vote for printer. The last section of the resolution 


f 
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of 1819 provides, ‘that this House shall proceed 
to ballot for a printer,” and the resolution of 1829, 
which is amendatory of the former resolution, 
provides *‘ that within thirty days before the ad- | 
t journment of every Congress, each flouse shall ; 
«proceed to vote for a printer to execute its work | 
£ for and during the succeeding Congress, and that ; 
‘the former resolution, so far as it is altered by 
t the latter resolution, be repealed.” Permit me! 


here, sir, to urgean idea that does not yet seem to || 


have suggested itself to gentlemen. I contend that 
the last section of the resolution of 1819, which 
provides that the two Houses shall ‘* ballot” for 
a printer, expired with the Congress that passed 
it, and by its own limitation. It provides, ‘that 
as soon as this resolution shall have been approved 
by the President, each House shall proceed to | 
ballot for a printer, to execute its work during the | 
next Congress.’’ It does not provide that each 
and. every Congress thereafter should elect a 
printer for its successor, but simply that that Con- 
gress (of 1819) should elect a printer for the then 
next Congress. Itis said, however, that the act | 


| that the Constitution provides that the yeas and 


| The relation in which we stood to our constituents 
j required an open and manly discharge of all our 


jcers of the House should be elected viva voce 
j whenever a majority of that House, by express 


| be willing to go, but no farther. 


| thus long forgetful of those great principles? Mr. 


of 1829, by repealing so much of the first resolu- | 
tion as was altered by the last, shows. that the! 
whole of the first resolution was intended to be 
permanent. To this I answer, that the resolution | 
of 1819 contains various sections and provisions 
besides that which prescribes the manner of elect- 
ing a printer. But again; if it be true that the 
last section of the resolution of 1919 had per- 
formed its office, after the printers for the two 
Houses in 1819 were appointed, I am not aware 
that the repealing words contained inthe resolution 
of 1829 can revive that which was already defunct. 
He was not aware that the repeal of a certain 
portion of a dead statute revived theresidue. He 
had always supposed that dead things were void | 
things, and that void things were as no things. | 

He could not forbear here to remind the House 


nays may be called at the request of one fifth of | 
the members present. Why do gentlemen daily | 
call for the yeas and nays but to present the mem- | 
bers of this House to their constiuents, and to 
awaken that sense of responsibility which our | 
position here naturally implies? What an incon- | 
gruity this, sir. You havea right to call the yeas | 
and nays upon a proposition to appropriate the | 
paltry surn of ten dollars, and yet, when the offi- | 

i 


cers of this House, possessing so much power | 
and patronage, are to be chosen, it is said to be 
best, and most conducive to our own independ- | 
ence, and to the interest of the people, to give a ! 
secret vote. Was it necessary further to com- | 
ment upon the unsoundness of such an argument: ` 

He would here, also, before he sat down, take ; 
occasion to premise that the mode of voting viva: 
voce for the officers of this House would very ! 
much tend to the saving of time, because it is | 
much the most convenient mode; we should by | 
that means avoid the fuss and parade that now 
distinguished our elections: the trouble and deten- | 
tion of first collecting the ballots, and then appoint- | 
ing tellers to go through the tedious ceremony, | 
not once, but sometimes eight or ten times of can- | 
vassing the votes, would be obviated. Had gen- | 
tlemen forgotten the time that was consumed here | 
a few months ago in the election of a chaplain?! 
Ele meant nothing derogatory to that respectable | 
office when he satd that all this parade, and cer- į 
emony, and consumption of time, were beneath | 
the dignity of the House; but he freely confessed | 


ji 


was swallowed up in the question of principle. | 


duties here. Delicacy, the tear of offending our 
friends, these motives weigh but a feather against | 
the right of the people to know what we do in| 
execution of the high trusts confided tous. We | 
should always remember, as a general rule, that | 
honesty requires no concealment, that justice 
holds no communion with secrecy and darkness. 


| 
i 
Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, said he would | 


be willing to adopt the views of the gentlemen 
from Illinois, [Mr. Ruynorns,] who proposed this 


that the point of convenience was a minor one, and || 


resolution, so far as to say that hereafter the offi- 


Thus far he would 
This was not a 
new question in the House. Fie well remembered 
that, about six years ago, an honorable member 
from Kentucky made a similar proposition. Mr. 
P. said he then thought it unfortunate for the pro- 
posal, as it was now, that it was offered for con- 
sideration, after the long session of Congress was 
passed, and we had come nearly to the close of the 
short session, and were just about going into the 
election of the public printer. It had been con-! 
tended that some great and fundamenial principles 
were involved in this question. If so, why was 
it now agitated by those gentlemen for the first | 
time? Where had they been all this time, that | 


declaration, should require it. 


fered to rest in statu quo? Why have they been | 


P. said it was useless to disguise the matter. We | 
had better speak of things as they are. It was | 
designed to apply, and did apply, to the election | 
of printer, and to nothing else. On that question | 
Mr. P. was willing to give his vote viva voce. He 


was willing to,and would now, declare for whom | 


H 
this subject, of such vital interest, had been suf- | 


the candidate who had consistently and faithfully 
adhered to and supported the Administration. [t 
would be for him to whom he believed it of right 
belonged. In-short, he should vote for Mr, 
Blair, if that gentleman was a candidate before 
the House. But he could not consent to alter or 
abolish what he believed to be a most salutary 
rule as applied to all the other officers of the 
House—the Speaker, Clerk, chaplain, the door- 
keeper and his assistants, even the very boys in 
waiting—if the House thought proper, might be 
chosen by ballot. 

Mr. P. said he understood that the Legislature 
of Hlinois—the State from which the -honorable 
member [Mr. Rexnopps] who introduced the res- 
olution came—elected their officers viva voce, It 
might be so in some other instances; but more 
than two-thirds of the States conducted their elec- 
tions by ballot; and he apprehended if the ques- 
tion were taken by States on that floor, there 
would be found a large majority opposed to a 
change of the rule. In his own State the vote by 
ballot prevailed in all excepting one vote, which 
might be considered a quasi ballot. Fle could not, 
therefore, directly or indirectly, sanction by hig 
vote a course which he deemed improper, nor did 
he wish to sce a future Congress influenced by 
any act of the present. If the gentleman from 
New. York [Mr. VanperroeL}] was so much 
attached to the democratical principles of the vote 
viva voce, why did not he, while a member of the 
Legislature of that Siate, endeavor to secure’ its 
blessings to his constituents?) Why not have the 
elections in New York viva voce, like those of 
Virginia and Kentucky? What (he asked) would 
have become of the late election in the city of New 
York had it been conducted viva voce? How 
would the Democratic party have stood against 
the wealth and power of the Whigs? The very 
votes of the Democratic party would have lost the 
voters their employment and their bread. They 


‘were compelled to wear secret badges on their 


coats and hats by which to distinguish each other. 
Gentlemen may say this state of things ought not 
to exist. But, as they do exist, we must meet 
the exigency. It was right sometimes to do good 
by Stealth, covertly and secretly. The state of 
things fully authorized it, . 
Mr. P. said, if the vote viva voce was to be 
adopted here, a very different complexion of affairs 
would soon be exhibited. He was undisguisediy 
opposed to this system of special legislation. He 
was indeed opposed to the adoption of ‘any rule 


for the government of those over whom we could 


have no control. For his own part, he had never 
given a vote there that he was unwilling to avow. 
But it had been said the people had a right to 
know the votes of their Representatives. Now, 
he had never discovered that the people had ever 
evinced any great curiosity on this subject. 

The present system had prevailed for forty 
years, and the people had manifested no special 
anxiety for its change. When they did so, it 
would be time enough to act in the matter. The 
gentleman from New York went on the ground 
that the course hitherto pursued had been errone- 
ous. If such were the fact, he had only to repeat 
the inquiry which he had before made—why had 
they thus long slept upon their oars? Why did 
they not earlier seek a correction of the evil? 

Mr. P. alluded to the circumstances attending 
the first election of General Green as printer to the 
House, and said perhaps he ought to apologize 
for the frank manner in which he had avowed his 
intention of supporting a particular candidate at 
the next election on party grounds. In the city of 
New York this principle had been carried to its 
utmost extent; embracing its street commissioners, 
and, he believed, its chimney sweeps. Nay, the 
leading daily papers openly called upon their ad- 
herents to support none but Whig butchers, Whig 
bakers,and Whig every thing. If this principle was. ` 
so universally recognised elsewhere, why should 
it not be here? The Globe was the accredited 
organ of the Government and of the Democratic 
party, and as such should be sustained by it. In 
the city of Philadelphia the principle was extended 
to the watchmen; and in his own town of Provi- 
dence, to the constables and the town crier—none 
were allowed to cry buta Whig! He was, there 
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fore, for Mr. Blair, against any Judge White-man, ' 
any John McLean-man, or any Daniel Webster- 
man. 

Mr. P. repeated that he was opposed to this 
special legislation. If therule should be adopted, 
what would be its effect on the election for Speaker 
in the next Congress? It was not always the 
most prominent candidate on the first ballot who 
was finally elected. Such was the case with the 
honorable gentleman now in the chair, and when 
the honorable P. P. Barbour was elected, he re- 
ceived but fourteen votes on the first ballot. It 
was true, he did not believe that any man who 
voted for the present Speaker was unwilling to 
avow it; but it was the evils which we hazard by 
the change which he contemplated. Mr. P. said i 
their constituents had not instructed them on this | 
subject; nor did he believe they called for any ac- i 
tionuponit. The Constitution provided that ‘the if 
yeas and nays of the members of either House, | 
on any question, shall, at the desire of one-fifth of ; 
those present, be entered on the Journal.” This, ; 
he thought, was quite sufficient to secure ample | 
publicity on all votes specialiy interesting to the ; 
people. lt was all they desired, and as far as he | 
was willing to go. He would support the propo- | 
sition if so amended as to say that on the call ofa 
majority the vote should be taken viva voce. But 
he did not deem it necessary to compel members | 
to hold up their hands on all occasions, to prevent : 
them from looking one way and rowing another; 
nor would he presume fraud in them until there 
was some evidence of its existence. 

Mr. GILLET said he should not have claimed 
any portion of the time of the House upon the pres- 
ent occasion, but for the fact that he represented, ` 
in part, a State which held the ballot-box system 
in high estimation, and for the further reason that | 
his colleague (Mr. Fittmore} had presented, in ; 
a forcible manner, the reasons which could be; 
urged against the resolution, which seemed to him | 
to render it necessary that he should succinctly 
state the reasons for the vote he intended to give. 
Many gentlemen had expressed in strong terms | 
their disapp : 
resolution. Mr.G. said he had no agency in its 
introduction, and was not responsible for the act, 
though he attributed its origin to noble and gener- 
ous sentiments entertained by its author, and those . 
whom he represented. Whether its presentation 
at this time was politic or not, or whether it wouid 
be inoperative or not, was not the question. The 
real question is, whether the principle asserted is 
a correct one or not. This is the true question, 
and he must give a vote for or against it. 

ic had become necessary to inquire whether the 
Constitution controlled our decision on the question. 
This was a question of some doubt. Hecould not : 
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|| errors of thé past, and to perpetuate them for the 
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i! accidental Lords and other similar favors, which 


robation of the introduction of this `| 


‘| © their Speaker and other officers, 


ground of expediency and propriety, and in such 
manner as shall best accord with the genius and 
spirit of our republican institutions. 
Here, however, we are met with what is called 
precedent, which is so powerful as to sanctify the 
fature. This is the doctrine which sanctions the 
Divine right of Kings, gives the Old World its 


give wealth, titles, and power to the few, and 
dependence and poverty to the many. Thanks to | 


our fathers, these political heresies were repelled |: 


from America by the thunders of Bunker Hill, i 
and our title deed to better principles is not only | 
enrolled on that parchment called the Constitu- , 
tion, but it is registered in the heart of every | 
American freeman. 
on this subject? My colleague, (Mr. Frurmorg,] 
the other day, speaking on this subject, said: 


“ His own opinion with reference to the àp- i| 


‘pointing power of this Government, and of all ! 


s Governments similar to our own, was, that where | 


‘the legislative power or body exercised the ap- 


‘ pointing power, peculiarly and especially foritself, - 


‘å. e. for its own internal rule and regulation, and ; 
‘not for the nation at large, then that power might, : 


‘ he believed that to be the practice in most legisla- | 
‘tive bodies in reference to the appointment of i 
‘those officers, who might be considered Special | 
‘ officers of the body, but not of the nation. This 
‘ was the practice in Mr. F.’s own State, (New 
© York,) and he really could see no objection to it 
‘in principle or practice anywhere eise. It ap- 
‘peared to him to be correct to give the people at | 
‘large, when they exercised the right of suffrage, ' 
‘the power to exercise that right in secret, by the 
“ballot; and it was equally so to extend the same . 
‘ privilege, the same right, and the same authority 
‘to their Representatives, when acting for them- 
t selves in the election of those officers peculiarly 
“belonging to the body to which they were elect- 
‘ ed,’ 

Now, how was the fact? Mr. G. said, he de- 
sired it to be distinctly understood, that he did not 
| himself allude to his native State, (New York,) 
for the purpose of invoking the aid of her prece- 
dents to guide or justify us for acts done here 
under another Constitution, but merely to put his | 
colleague right on the subject of the doings of that 
State, as a precedent. It would be borne in mind ; 
that his colleague (Mr. F.) had taken the ground 
that officers of legislative bodies were the ser- 


4 
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i and in enumerating them, he said: 


“The House of Representatives shall choose 
and shall have | 
‘the sole power of impeachment.” ‘This, then, 
was the extent of the appointing power in that 
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agree with the gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
Bnices] that because the Constitution had declared 
that certain elections should be by ballot, it followed 
that the election of officers for this House must 
be conducted in the same way. If there was any : 
nference to be drawn from thence, it must be the 
reverse. The Constitution gives this House power 
to “ choose their Speaker and other officers,’’ and 
to “ determine the rules of its proceedings,” and 
under these powers we must act. The Constitu- - 
tion itself affords but little light to aid in determin- 
ing the question, except the fifth section of the ` 
first article, which declares, ‘‘ each House shall 
keep a Journal of its proceedings, and from time 
to time publish the same, except such parts thereof 
ag may, in their opinion, require secrecy, and the 
yeas and nays of the members of either House, 
on any question shall, at the desire of one-fifth of 
those present, be entered upon the Journal.” i 
Mr. G. presumed no one would contend here 
that our election of officers would come within the 
meaning of this clause, so far as relates to secrecy; ; 
but that the intention of the Constitution was to | 
conceal such discussions as those that preceded | 
the late war, which it was believed to be for the | 
interest of the nation to be concealed for a limited | 
period. Until gentlemen opposed to this resolu- | 
tion can prove that the election of officers of this | 
House is not any question, the clause of the Con 
stitution just cited, will be considered by many as ; 
having an important bearing, if it is not decisive 
of the question. H it is not decisive of the point, 
then the House is left free to decide it upon the 
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‘| at-arms, messengers, door-keepers,’’ &c. 


back as to 1820. f Š 
arms, door-keeper, and his assistant, were ap- i 
i; summary punishment. 


|) manner appol 
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zall but the clerk. 
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‘| House to ‘choose their Speaker and other ofi- 


‘cers,’ alluding, doubtless, to the clerk, sergeant- 


Flere the officers he wouid include are enume- 
i rated. Now for the facts. The Journals of the. 
! Assembly, in New York, he had examined as far 
In that year, the sergcant-at- 


{ 


pointed hy motion or resolution. ; : 
In 1822, the same officers, were appointed in 


i 


nted. In 1825, the sergeant-at-arms, 
, and his assistant; and in 1826, the 
er ofiicers were appointed by resolution, 
897, all these officers, inclading the clerk, 
| were appointed in the same way. So in 1828, of 
In 1829, 1830, and 1831, my 
colleague, creditably to himself, occupied a seat 
in the Assembly; and in those years, 3S well asin 
1832, 1833, 1834, in this very year, the clerk, 
sergeant-at-arms, door-keeper, and assistant door- 
keeper, (he believed all,) were elected on motion 
or by resoiution. Mr. Q. said he had not now 
access to the Journals prior to 1820, but he had 
been informed by one, who could not be mis- 
taken, that anterior to 1820, a Speaker had been 
elected by resolution. | E ; : 
His colleague must pardon him for saying, that 

although he entertained the highest respect both 

for his talents and integrity, and esteemed him as 

a friend, he must say litue in favor of his memory, 

when he had forgotten to inform the House that 


i 
| door-keepear 


:andind 


But how stands precedent |: 


‘ with great propriety, be exercised by ballot; and | 


vants of the body, and not agents of the people, ;; 
i | voted, than to vote openly in a manner to displease 


in 1830, while-he was in the Assembly at-Albany, 
a Speaker pro tem. (Mr. Savage) had actually been 
appointed by resolation or motion; and his col- 
league Mr. F., and four others of his colleagués, 
had voted on that occasion. He believed it wag 
conceded that all officers elected by the Legisla- 
ture, except officers of the House, were voted for 
viva voce; and after this review of the precedents, | 
he was of opinion that little’could be drawn from 
that quarter, in form of precedents, against the 
resolution. 

But we were referred to this House for prece- 
dents. Efe had not found a precedent for electing 
a Speaker by resolution or motion, but a large 
majority of all the officers for this House back as 
far as the last war, (and he had not been able to 
examine further back,) had been elected by reso- 
ation or on motion. From 1813 to 1829, he be- 
ieved, the sergeant-at-arms had regularly been 
appointed by this House either on motion or reso- 
lution. And from that period to this, with but two 
exceptions, its door-keeper, with but one of its 
assistant door keeners, had been appointed in the 
sameway. 1In1819and 1821, Thomas Dougherty 
was chosen Clerk in the same manner. In 1823, 
1825, 1827, 1829, and 1831, Matthew St. Clair 
Clarke had been chosen Clerk of this House in 
this same way. Will gentlemen after this refer 
to this House for precedents to establish the pro- 
priety of choosing ‘‘ clerks, sergeant-at-arms, mes- 
sengers, door-keepers,” &c., by ballot? 

He would submit it to the-House to say, whether 
these precedents not only did not prove the point 
contended for by his colleague, but the reverse. 
He was confident after this exhibition of prece- 
dents, it would not be pretended that they had 


| settled the question, but that it at least left the ques- 


tion with the Constitution, where we found it. 
But, (said Mr. G.,) we ace told by the gentle- 

man from Georgia, (Mr. GiLmer;] that the mem- 

bers of this House may fall under Executive dis- 


; pleasure, if they vote independently and against 


his will, and in that manner the just independence 


, of this House will be endangered. 
‘be asked how the faithful representative in this 


It here may 


: House could, if he acted rightly, in accordance 
_ with the views of his constituents, be in danger of 


this dreaded influence? The representative de- 
pends upon his constituents, and not upon the 


i Executive for his employment. To his mind, 


there was more danger that he would here vote in 
a concealed manner, and unknown to his constitu~ 


f ents, to please the Executive, who would, more 


readily than his constituents, ascertain how he 


those whose suffrages had sent him here. The 
danger of a secret vote was, that those at a dis- 
tance, the electors, would be the persons whose 


i wishes would be,disregarded—vote openly, and 
| experience proves that the representative usually 
looks to the source of the power which rules his 


: future agency here. 
= who have not acted on these subjects, as was de- 


There are those, however, 


sired by their constituents, and their fate is writ- 


ten in the history of the times. 


the same way, and in 1823, the clerk was in like- 


His own State 
had furnished a prominent instance of the will of 
the people being violated, and of their inflicting 


The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Gimer] de- 
sired to know whether the people knew or cared 
about the election of these officers. He did not 
believe there were ‘ten men in Hlinois knew who 
these officers were.” He could not vouch for 
what the good people of that State knew on this 
sui ject; he could only draw conclusions from the 
judgment displayed in selecting their representa- 
tives. Ele believed the gentleman was much mis- 
taken; he certainly would have been, had his re- 
marks been applied to those whom he (Mr. G.) 
represented. They understood these things thor- 
oughly. What, do not the people know who the 
Speaker is, and is heso smallalight?"Is that man, 
who has more power in shaping and controlling 
legislation than any ather in the nation, one of 
such smail consequence as not to be known to the 
people? But the gentleman from Georgia, and my 
colleague, say that the officers of the House are 
cur agents, and the people are not interested in 
their selection. Is this so? Isit of no consequence 
to the people whether the officer who brings money 
to pay us, is honest, or runs away with it, as has 
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: ; 
actually happened? Such losses, it is known, fall | 
‘upon the people. i 
The Clerk of this House disburses a contingent 
fund of several thousand dollars a year, and has i| 
charge of much of the people’s property, and has 
a large patronage in the appointment of officers. 
Is it to be supposed that the people neither know ! 
or care who holds this office? Our door-keeper | 
has the appointment-of almost as many officers as 
some small States. ‘The Speaker, also, appoints | 
many persons about the House, and has, charge of 
_the furnitureof the Hall. Inthe faithful disburse- 
ment of money, in the preservation of property, | 
and. in the faithful discharge of the duties of all | 
the officers of the House, the people havea deep | 
interest, and we have but little. If the people | 
were as ignorant and careless about who and what 
the officers of the House were, he would ask how 
Jt happened that the acts of a late Speaker of this 
House, in the appointment of committees, were 
made a prominent ground for his rejection as min- 
ister to England? [tis a little extraordinary if that |} 
grave body had fastened upon the acts of an ofti- |! 
cer of this [louse to justify his rejection, when in |! 


a whole State not ‘ten men”? knew who the officer |! 
‘was, and when they did not know or care any: |! 
thing about his election. This was presuming 
largely upon the ignorance and carelessness of the 
people. He (Mr. G.) must abide by the conclusion |j 
that the people did know and care about these |; 
things. | 
Mr. G. knew nothing of the facts upon which | 
rumor had predicated her news; but certain it was | 
that her tales had led the people to inquire much } 
after our ballot-box transactions here. Whether |! 
there was anything wrong or worthy of censufe, 
was not for him to say. He had, however, been |: 
asked to know why, on a recentelection for Clerk | 
of this House, there had been more ballots than |! 
legal qualified voters, and why a recent candidate || 
for printer of this Tlouse had not been declared 
elected, when he had been able to prove he had | 
had a majority of all the votes? Inquiries about 
the election of other cfficers had been made, and ! 
he had been unable to answer because he did not ij 
know; and this had. been his reply. The response |: 
was, “ Vote openly and let us know how these 
things are done and by whom.” Such were the į 
sentiments of ail who had. spoken to him on this || 
' subject, and he doubted not tha, such wouid be 
found to be the views of all in relation to the 
doings of their agents here. : 
Mr. G. thought this the true ground that, when 
we vote as ciuzens, in the exercise of free, full, 
and untrammelled sovereign power; when we 
were accountable only to ourselves and our Maker 
for our acts; when no one had a right to question 
our motivesor call us to an account for our doings, 
we should vote by ballot, and when we voted in 
our representative capacity, We should vote viva 
voce, or by yeasard nays. Inthechivalrous West, | 
from the glowing accounts of their independence, | 
and exemption from relianceupon others for sup- | 
Jort, it would seem that the ballot-box was of | 
fess moment than in other parts of the world. | 
| 
j 
| 
i 


- But there might be places, such as large cities and 
manufacturing towns, where. things were differ- | 
ently situated. There might be men who had į! 
others, even hundreds of them in their employ, |: 
und entirely dependent upon them for the means [| 
of supporting their families, and it mightso happen 
that these men would be required to vote in a partic 
ular manner or be thrown out of employment. He | 
would ask, did not these things actually occur in | 
the distressed year 1834? f 

| 
t 


Then let the people continue the use of the 
ballot-boxes in the exercise of the sovereign power | 
of appointing their agents. On the other hand, | 
Jet us as agents act openly, manfully, and in such 
a manner as to enable our principals to judge of 
our actions, and to protect ourselves from the; 
suspicion of having done what they would not | 
approve. Isthere a man here who desires to con- | 
ceal his vote, or avoid the strictest scrutiny? fle | 
hoped not. In the South and West nearly all | 

| 


f 
3 
fi 
j 
1 
1 
| 
i 


vote viva vece. Those who were appointed agents 

by a viva voce vote certainly would not claim to be 
more independent than their constituents, and || 
desire to conceal their-vote. He would further || 


i 
1 


j ment of heaven, that they might read, and ap- 


| will have no effect upon the present. 


tion of this House, and be the ruie of action in 


| graven on the tomb-stone were: ‘1 was well; I 


remark, if there were those here or elsewhere, | 
who hed a horror of secret societies, and secret i! 


influences, and who claimed much at the hands of 
the people from their desire that everything should 
be submitted to the scrutiny of open day, he cer- 
tainly should expect their hearty support and 
approval of this resolution. i 

-He doubted not that the people would be well 
pleased, to’ borrow the figure of my friend from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Hanpin,] if all the acts of their 
agents here were written m sunshine in the firma- 


prove, or disapprove them. But it is said this 
resolution will not bind the next Congress, and 
If so, it 
can dono harm, It is before us, and we must 
vote for or against it; whether it avails us much 
or little, and whether it embraces officers we have 
to elect this session or not. Perhaps it would, 
like many resolutions, result in little but the as- 
sertion of principles. Fle cared not what might 
be-hereafter construed to be within its provisions, 
or the extent it might be considered binding. He 
should vote for the resolution, because he believed 
it right in principle, and ought to receive the sanc- 


i “choosing”? all the officers of the House, asit has || 


been for twenty years, in choosing three-fourths 
of them. The principle contended for was not 
only right in itself, but was sustained by a strong 
indication of the intention of the makers of the 
Constitution, and has the sanction of the people. 
He should therefore vote for it. 

Mr. CLAYTON said, the proposition before 
the House strongly reminded him of a celebrated 
Spanish epitaph, which, when he repeated it, 
would sufficiently explain itself. The words en- 


wished to be better; I took physic; and here I 
lie.” Now, the House bad practised its present 
mode of election for the last forty years, without 
finding occasion for alterations or new devices. 
The gentleman last up but one had given some 
specimens of prophecy. Had he confined him- 
self to his prophecies, rather than his pledges, it 
would perhaps have been more agreeable, He 
proposed to make a prophecy himself, and he 
would particularly invoke towards it the attention 
and recollection of the House. It was, that as 
soon as the object of that resolution was accom- 
plished, it would be repealed. It was fashionable, 
tow,” occasionally to deal a little in poetry. He 
remembered a couplet not entirely inapplicable to 
the subject: E . 
© Princes and kings may flourish, or may fade, 
A hea h con make them, as g breath has made.?? 

Much debate had been elicited to determine 
whether this resolution was designed to apply to 
the printer of the House. Mr. C. said he had con- 
sulted no witnesses when he declared that such 
was the fact. What other officer could it apply 
to, when no other wag to be elected? Why else 
was this resolution deemed so peculiarly import- 
ant at this iate stage of the last session? If they 
had passed the resolution at the commencement 
of the preccding session, there would be more 
plausibility in its aspect. But its passage at the 
present time would be viewed as an attempt to 
interfere and tamper with the rights and privi- 
leges of the next Congress. One of the first acts 
of that Congress would doubtless be to repeal the 
dictatorial resolution. Mr.C. called the attention 
of the House to the primary organization of legis- 
lative bodies’ The first sten was doubtless to 
appoint a head, and afterwards to elect the subor- 
dinate officers and assistants. If one was elected 
vivu voce, the others would come under the same 
rule. {t was more,a matter of convenience to 
themselves than one affecting the liberties of the 
people. But ifthe rule applied to the higher offi- 
cers, it did equally so to the minor ones; for when 
you stop with these, and denominate the less offi- 
ces as unimportant matters, you make the viva 
voce system depend on the importance of the 
omoes, and not on the general principle contended 
or. 3 

Mr. C. said frequent allusions had been made 
to the interest which the peopie felt in this ques- 
tion. Now, he would venture to make an asser- 
tion, in the truth of which he would call on that 
House to Lear him out, that in eighteen States out | 


inthe next Congress? He trusted not. 


| grêat source of all power-—for a rule-of action 
| their voice would be found in favor of the ballot. 
ing system. To himself, personally, it was quite 
unimportant. The vote viva voice would be ag 
acceptable as any other. He cared not if mem- 
| bers chose to approach the desk with their voteg 
posted on their foreheads. Bat he could not jus- 
tify the perversion of principles which had stood 
the test of forty years on light and trivial ground. 

The gentleman from New York had offered a 
quotation from the scriptures. This, perhaps, 
would be improper on trifling occasions; but if it 
was designed to enforce a serious argument, he 
could have no objection to it. The people, he 
conceived, were the legitimate masters of their 
representatives. ‘The effect of the resolution would 
be to create for them new masters, who “loved 
darkness ragher than light.” <s We cannot serve 
two masters; and where the “ treasure is, there 
will be the heart also.” 

It was well known that within a short period 
some forty or fifty members of Congress had ** re- 
ceived the reward of their labors, and were now 
at rest.” Another argument had been advanced 
in favor of the resolution, that it would bea saving 
of time. This he deemed of little consequence. 
The more time the House spent in doing nothing, 
the better for their constituents. Again, it is 
urged in support of the resolution by the gentle- 
man from New York, [Mr. Vanperpor.,] in its 
application to the other officers of the House, 
that you, sir, have not a lease of your life—that 
you are not immortal! He hoped the gentleman 
would not admit that the support of their measure 
| would involve the killing of the Speaker. The 
| proper way to test the strength of an argument 
was to take away all others, and see how it would 
stand on that alone. Do so in the present case, 
| and how many members would vote for the prop- 
| osition on that contingency? It had also been 
gravely alleged thatan officer cf the House, elected 
by ballot, forsooth, had formerly decamped with 
a portion of its funds! Could it be seriously con- 
tended that an election viva voce would remedy or 
prevent such an evil? Ele could not approve of 
that species of logic which leads us to jump to 
conclusions from false or inapplicable premises. 

Mr. C. said he had probably occupied the atten- 
tion of the House already too long in submitting 
what he had to say. Believing this resolution 
designed to alter a practice of forty years standing 
| for the purpose of effecting a single object, and 
| calculated tc leave them foundering on the un- 
| known coast of experiment, or subject to an im- 
mediate repeal on the accomplishment of its special 
purpose, he should give his vote against it. 

Mr. SEABORN JONES said it seemed to him 
that if the resolution under consideration were to 
! be adopted by the present Congress, no action 

would ensue upon it hereafter, because,.as each 
House had, under the Constitution, the power ** to 
; choose their Speaker and other officers,” the next 
House would not be bound by it. Furthermore, 
not only was the election, but also the mode of 
choosing, left entirely with each, and therefore, if 
the resolution was designed to embrace the officers 
of the House, it did not belong to the existing 
body to pass it, since the mode of electing no more 
belonged to it, than did the election itself, of the 
officers of the next Congress. We have been told 
by an honorable colleague, [Mr. Gitmen.] (said 
Mr. J.,) and by other gentlemen, that the resolution 
was offered for a certain specified object, and that 
was, to bear upon the election of printer. If this 
were so, and if the printer were an officer of the 
House, then have we (said Mr. J.) no right to 
elect him, for, if we did, it would be taking the 
power from the next Congress to do so, contrary 
to the above provision of the Constitution. Sup- 
posing the resolution should pass, in the phraseol- 
| ogyin which it is drawn, to wit, that all elections 
| of officers of the House shall be by viva voce vote 
| of themembers, what would be the result? Would 
i the rule be operative in the election of Speaker of 
What was 
| theregular mode of proceeding at the first. Assem- 
i biy? The Clerk of the House took the chair, 
| and was the presiding officer for the time being, 
| and the House proceeded to elect their Speaker by 


of the twenty-four, the elections were conducted 
by ballot. So that if we go to the people—the ' 


| ballot, or in any other way the then assemblage 
‘of members thought proper. Well, supposes 
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when the Clerk has called the roll, a member 
should get up, and, in defiance of this resolution, 
propose to proceed to elect a Speaker by ballot, 
would any man deny their right to do so, because 
a resolution of the last Congress ordered it other- 
wise? Certainly not. It was the election of 
Speaker that organized the House; and it was not 
fairly organized before the Speaker was placed in 
possession of the chair; but the resolution would 
not be obligatory on the next Congress at all, 
unless they pleased to abide by it, It would be 
inoperative, and therefore he thought it needless 
to adopt it. One gentleman had said that the pas- 
sage of the resolution would be an expression of 
our opinion as to what ought to be the mode of 
procedure in matters of this description, but that 
would be as useless as it would be to apprize the 
House who should be their next Speaker. Sup- 
pose, at the close of the present session, a resolu- 
tion was brought forward expressive of the thanks 
of the House to the Speaker, and asking the next 
Congress to reinstate him, would any member 
expect such a resolution would be entertained? 
Mr. J. presumed not. And yet had we not as 
much right to advise them whom to elect, as to 
direct the mode by which they should elect? 

It was not necessary at that time to enter at 
large into the question whether the mode of 
electing by ballot or viva voce was best calculated 
to preserve the dignity and character of that 
House, but he would content himself with recur- 
ring to one fact, and see what practised statesmen 
thought of the matter. Now it was well known 
that for many years past, the whole energies and 
exertions of the opposition party in England have 
been directed to obtain the very thing we are pro- 
posing to abolish in that House—vote by ballot, 
which their opponents have, up to the present 
time, prevented. We were told by an able his- 
torian that what the crown had lost in prerogative 
it had gained in influence, and the minister knows 
he.can only ensure and perpetuate that influence 
by the command he has over the votes. He 
holds on for viva voce voting, and why? Because, 
in the ballot, men may not always follow the 
“ fagleman,’? when giving their votes. In spite, 
then, of all that had been said to the contrary, he 
was induced to believe that election by ballot was 
the best, if not the only mode calculated to pre- 
serve the character of that House. But, say 
some, our Government has not become so corrupt, 
and our members are not so deficient of independ- 
ence as to wish to vote secretly. Here is a sly 
insinuation on oneside or the other, not at first 
visible. Eeisso independent, and so far removed 
above corrupting iniluence, that he may be trusted 
to give his vote openly, or, on the other hand, he 
cannot be trusted to vote agreeable to the wishes 
of his constituents, unless he be closely watched 
atevery step? The argument involved a com- 
pliment on one 
other, 

Mr. J. dtd not believe that our constituents felt 
that interest in the election of officers of the House 
which some gentlemen seemed to think they did. 
He never could bring himself to believe that they 
desired to know how their members voted in the 
election of clerk, sergeant-at-arms, deputy clerks, 
door-keepers, &c., but he did believe that in the 
organization of parties it sometimes became neces- 
sary to know how those offices were disposed of, 
and whether any undue influence had been exer- 
cised. Now, it was for the purpose of preventing 
that very thing that he should vote against the 
adoption of the present resolution. 
reconcile it to himself to lay down a rule for the 
guidance of others, which had been no rule for kis 
own conduct. If the resolution be intended to 
operate upon only a single election, and the only 
one that may reasonably be expected to come 
before us, that of printer, and if he be considered 
an officer of the [louse, then Mr. J. conceived that 
the present House could not go into the election 


11 


side, and a direct censure on the |! 


4 


He could not |! 


at all, for the reasons before assigned. If it ba 
intended not to operate upon him alone, but only 
in the contingency of a vacancy in the place of 
Speaker, Clerk, sergeant-at-arms, &c., by death 
or otherwise, then he would say ‘‘ sufficient unto 
the day is the evil thereof;’’ and when it became 
necessary to elect any of those officers, then it 
will be time enough to pre&cribe to ourselves the 
mode of election. To prescribe it to another 
House would lay them under no obligation to 
foliow it. For-these reasons he deemed the reso- 
lution unnecessary, and he therefore should vote 
against it. 

Mr. HAWES said, it must be evident to every 
member, that this discussion was interrupting all 
the regular business of the House, and the elabo- 
rate debate that had already taken place, had 
elicited the opinions of both parties, he thought 
sufficiently; he therefore moved the previous ques- 
tion. 

The House refused to sustain .the call; ayes 76, 
noes 99. 

The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuesday, January 27, 1835. 
After the Journal of yesterday had been read, 


BILL TO REORGANIZE THE POST OFFICE 
DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. EWING moved that the Senate take up the 
bill and report of the Post Oilice Committee. 


the report was concluded. 

Mr. GRUNDY then rose and said that the 
report which had just been read embraced the 
opinions of three members of the committee. The 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Rosinsonjand him- 
seif, being the remaining members of the commit- 
tee, had prepared a paper containing their own 
views on most of the Bubjects upon which the 
majority had given their opinion, and without 
reference to their report, 
they 
thought the better course for each branch of the 


He moved for leave to present the paper he held 
in his hand, as containing the views of the minor- 
| ity of the committee. 

Leave having been granted, Mr. GRUNDY 
presented the paper which was read; after which, 

Mr. GRUNDY said that at he last session 
there was a great diversity of opinion as to what 


two thousand five hundred copies of the reports, 
extra copies of thereports, withoutthe documents, 
be printed for the use of the Senate. 

The CHAIR here remarked that such motion 
was out of order, until after the bill reported by 
the committee should be read. 

Mr. GRUNDY then yielded the floor, and the 
bill was read the first time, and ordered to a second 
feading i 

Mr. GRUNDY expressed a wish that the bill 
might be read the second time by its title, for the 
purpose of reference to the committee. He stated 
that all the members of the committee had not had 
an opportunity of examining it. {fit was perfect 
in all its provisions so far as it went, still some 
additional provisions might be ingrafted upon it, 
which would be likely to meet the unanimous ap- 
probation of the committee. 

Mr. EWING said that owing to the great pres- 
i sure of other business upon the members of the 
committee, they were unable to spend as much 


| time upon the bill as was desirable. He was 


When it was found that ; 
could not agree upon the report, it was | 


committee to present its own views upon the sub- 
. : % F = t 
{| ject of their investigations. 


number of copies of the report should be printed. | 
The committee on this occasion wished to avoid | 
any such difficulty, and by the unanimous consent | 
of the committee, he was directed to move that | 


together with the documents, and five thousand | 


The motion was agreed to, and the reading of | 


willing, therefore, that the motion should prevail, 
that the bill should be read the second time and 
recommitted, under the assurance that: it should 
be reported without delay. 

¿The bill was then read the second time by its 
title, to wit: “A bill changing the organization of 
the General Post Office.” 
ae GRUNDY then moved to. recommit the 

ill. 

Mr. CLAY thought it would be better to order 
the bill to be printed, and then the committee 
could have it, as well as other members of the 
Senate, and they could prepare any amendments 
or improvements they might think proper. It was 
a novel proceeding to report a billand then recom- 
mit it before it was printed. 

Mr. GRUNDY said that if it was recommitted 
it would be printed to-night.. But he was not par- 
ticular with regard to it, if the committee would 
feel it as much their duty to examine it asif it was 
formally referred. 

Mr. CLAY replied, that if the bill was to be 
printed, he had no objection to the reference. 

Mr. CLAYTON said he. had attended to the 
provisions ef the bill as they had been read, and 
he thought many of them of the utmost impor- 
tance, particularly that submitting the money op- 
erations of the department to. the government of 
Congress. He always considered, and still be- 
lieved, that the distribution of the public treasure 
without the intervention of Congress, was in di- 
rect violation of the Constitution. This bill pro- 


| posed to bring this department back and place it 


under the supervision and control of Congress. 
Fle saw no reason for recommitting the bill, unless 
the provisions in it were to be alteredyand if they 
were, gentlemen could suggest such amendments 
as they proposed when the bill came up. Ele did 
not meet and recommend the adoption of any 
other provisions which they might agree upon. 

Mr. GRUNDY said he would not persist in his 
motion. But he hoped the gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. Ewrne,] would name a day, where the bill 
might be taken up. 

Mr. PORTER said he agreed with the gentle- 
man from Delaware, [Mr. Crayron,] upon the 
importance of the provisions of the bill. But he 
thought if the committee could improve it in its 
details, it ought to be recommitted, and. there 
would be no difficulty in getting it printed. But 
with regard to printing the reports, he was appre- 
hensive some error might be fallen into, and per- 
haps he mightafterwards be said to have given his 
assent to all the provisions of the report, a matter 
whioh had been imputed to him, on a similar 
occasion. He rose at this time more particularly 
to ask a question of the honorable chairman of 
the committee, (Mr. Grunpy.] It was whether 
at the last session of Congress, application had 
been made for an appropriation for the relief of 
the Post Office Department. 

Mr. GRUNDY replied, that he did not know. 
Something was said by the committee on that 
subject. Buthe had no recollection that a bill for 
that purpose was’ before them. 

Mr. PORTER resumed. The explanation of 


| the honorable gentleman was as he expected. No 


such thing was before the committee. He desired 
to make the request he did on this floor, from the 
circumstance that, in an address published in the 
newspapers bearing the signature of a high officer 
—the President of the United States—his honora- 


| ble colleague [Mr. Waccaman] and himself were 


charged with having voted againstsuch an appro- 
priation for the purpose of embarrassing that De- 
partment, and preventing it from granting mail 
facilities to the citizens of the State they had the 
honor to represent. ‘This was the reason for his 
asking the question. He did not accuse that high 
officer with intentional misrepresentation. Butthe 
accusation had gone out from the President of the 


| United States, and was made on the eve of an 
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‘important election in Louisiana: - He (Mr. P.) 
might have assented to the report of the majority 
of the committee, but he. did so as he assented to 
all other documents, the general tenor of which 
he approved. “ 

The CHAIR here observed 
tions were not in order. 

After some further remarks from Mr. PORTER, 
on the subject, 

_ Mr. EWING moved that the bill be made the 
special order of the day for Monday next. 

Mr. CALHOUN said if the committee could be 
unanimous upon the provisions of the bill, which 
he looked upon as of great importance, it was 
_wery desirable that it should be recommitted. 

Mr. GRUNDY said he never saw the bill until 
yesterday morning, when he was not able to give 
it a very attentive examination. Since then he 
has. been very much engaged. Some of its pro- 
visions he should fully concur in, perhaps all of 
them—he did not know. But he was satisfied 
„that the bill was susceptible of further important 
improvements that were not in it, and in which 
all the members of the committee, he thought, 
would concur, 

Mr. CALHOUN then moved to recommit, but 
withdrew the motion, on the suggestion of the 
Chair that there was a motion pending. 

Mr. PRESTON said, he had no wish to inter- 
fere in the disposition which was proposed to” be 
made of the bill, but he was anxious to be further 
informed on the subject; and first, he would put 
a question to the honorable chairman of the com- 
mittee. We had heard a most voluminous report 

_with regard to the Post Office, together with the 
views of the minority, and a bill for the reorgani- 
zation of the department. He would ask whether 
it was the conclusion of the committee that the 
proposed reorganization of the department wasa 
cure for the evils prevailing there, or in other 
words, whether all the evils set forth in the report 
were the result of an improper organization of the 
Department? Now, could any gentleman, say 
that all the enormous evils set forth in the report 
were the result of such an improper organization? 
It would be recollected that this was not the first 
occasion on which developments of an extraordi- 
nary character had been made, and that on the 
other occasion there was a unanimous vote of the 
Senate strongly censuring the Post Office Depart- 
ment. 

The gentleman from Louisiana had alluded to 
the declaration of a high personage in allusion to 
himself, and he (Mr. P.) would call to mind 
another declaration of the Chief Magistrate that 
he was responsible for, and was the universal 
organ of the executive departments. And while 
the declaration was fresh on the lips of the Presi- 


that such observa- 


dent, that he was responsible for the whole ex-] 


ecutive power of the Government, was he to be 
told that these abuses resulted from an improper 
organization of that department? He was very 
Joath to form an opinion from hearing the report 
read, but did any man doubt the turpitude of the 
Post Office? When, hardly of the age of man, it 
was found steeped in corruption the most foul, the 
most melancholy. Why propose the mere reor- 
ganization of it, if those who had been fattening 
_ on it were still to be kept in? If the President 
was responsible, and the officers had acted im- 
properly, was this the House to submit the sub- 
jectto? And should we stand by without saying 
or doing anything in regard to the present state 
of things in that department? But this was not 
the proper time to go into it; yet he was anxious 
for an occasion of exposing the culprit, whoever 
he might be, that he might lay his hands upon 
him, and hold him upto the public gaze. He 
hoped an opportunity would be afforded him for 
doing so, when he should think it his duty to 
brand him asa culprit before the people of this 
country. Now, were we to be put eff. with only 
a prospective reorganization of the department 
for the purpose of correcting the evils which had 
been exposed? P 
Mr. EWING. As to the inquiry of the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina, that the Committee 
did not think that all the mystery and evils which 
had been exposed arose from the organization of 
the department, they believed that corruption 
existed in the department—foul corruption, among 


some of the individuals there, and the report ex- 
pressed it. But the remedy proposed was the 
only one which Congress could adopt. As re- 
garded the corrupt individuals, the committee 
thought that the President ought long since to have 
removedthem. Perhaps the gther branch of Con- 
gress ought to have brought them before this 
body. Nothing, however, could be done-here but 
legislation, prospective legislation. The commit- 
tee did not shrink from a resolution which should 
elicit the opinion of the committee, but that would 
come as well from any other member of the Sen- 
ate as from the committee. The labors of the 
committee were before the Senate; and therefore 
they did not report ay resolution for the action 
of the Senate; they had reported their views, and 
left them to the Senate to dispose of. 

Mr. CALHOUN hoped some Senator would 
present a resolution giving some character to these 
developments. - He listened to the report with 
sorrow and the deepest mortification. He had 
been twenty-two years connected with this Gov- 
ernment, and in all that time the charges of cor- 
ruption against all the departments of the Goyern- 
ment that he had ever heard, werenot equal tothe 
disclosures here made. The exhibition would dis- 
grace the rottenest ages of the Roman Republic. 
He hoped every Senator would be called on in his 
place to say whether he sanctioned it. The guilt 
of the department was unquestionable; and it 
remained to be seen whether any Senator would 
rise here to defend it, and identify himself with 
it. If he could, and the public sentiment could 
bear it, and the President could bear it, and the 
people would submit to it, there was an end for- 
ever to freedom. He hoped some gentleman would 
look into the subject, and propose some resolution 
suitable to the occasion. . 

Mr. CUTHBERT said he was far from agree- 
ing with the Senators from South Carolina. The 
committee had manifested much more wisdom in 
the course they had pursued than would have been 
done by adopting their recommendations They 
had recommended legislative measures for the pur- 
pose of remedying evils which we could remedy. 
Did we want the voice of party again to resound 
through these Halls? If it was to be made a party 
cause, let it be made at a proper time, and not 
mingle it with the proceedings of this committee. 
Was this country so corrapt that the people were 
incapable of seeing and correcting any errors 
which might creep into the Government? or was 
the Government so corrupt that an attempt should 
be made to weaken the attachment of the people 
to it, and the institutions of this country ? 

Mr. BENTON said that the honorable gentle- 
man from South Carolina, [Mr. Catuoun,] if he 
understood him correctly, was in favor of institu- 
ting, judicially, a criminal proceeding against the 
Post Office Department, for the purpose of trying 
Senators here. All he had to say, now, was, that 
he was ready, atany time, to proceed in any man- 
ner which was constitutional, and leave his con- 
duct to say whether he was governed by the tram- 
mels of party. 

Mr. CALHOUN replied, that he was surprised 
that honorable gentlemen should make this a party 
question. The minority themselves did not do so. 
Who ever dreamed of making it a party question? 
If any party wished to identify themselves with 
these corruptions, let them step forth. Here were 
volumes of documents, which not one hundredth 
part of the people would read, and they must 
receive an impression with regard to them from 
what we did here. What he said was, that the 
people should know the opinions of Senators here 
on this subject, and how were they to know them; 
but by the incorporation of their sentiments in a 
resolution for the action of this body? Did the 
honorable gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Curta- 
BERT] wish to identify himself with the Post Office 
and its management? He could not believe he 


| did. On hearing the report read, he (Mr. C.) felt 


a deep and profound melancholy, that so much 
rottenness should have found its way into a depart 
ment, in so short a time. And the expression of 
opinion he suggested, was the only way in which 
it could meet the people of this Union. If a di- 
versity of opinion existed, it was due to the Sen- 
ate that it should be done; and if no one would 
present a resolution he would moveit. He wag 


| remarks, he would not have risen. 


not to be deterred from it by any fear of conse- 
quences whatever. His object was that the peo- 
pleshould know what impression this report made 


here. 

Mr. CUTHBERT said that honorable gentle- 
men were invited to pursue any course which 
their party zeal demanded. What he said was, 
that it was not good policy to mingle the feelings 
of party with the efficient proceedings of this com- 
mittee. f i 

Mr. PRESTON asked the committee, whether 
it was intended by them to offer any resolution 
expressive of their opinions on this subject. He 
knew he was a party man, and had his party feel- 
ings, and therefore he might well attribute some 
slight party feelings as having actuated others. 
Now, the committee had a right to report by biil 
or otherwise, and the bill certainly did not express 
the feelings of this House. In regard to this 
subject, last year the committee reported resolu- 
tions expressive of their feelings with regard to 
it. Was there party in that? So far from it, 
party spirit had subsided on that occasion, quite 
a calm ensued, and the honorable chairman of the 
committee, who was always a zealous defender 
of anything which was defensible, concurred with 
us in voting for the resolutions. Inrelation tothe 
Post Office, he had no other feelings but those of 
disapprobation at the palpable frauds which had 
been disclosed. For no purposes of party would 
he have such an exhibition of frauds go forth. He 
attributed them only to the department—he did not 
know among what individuals they existed. He 
deplored it, that such an instrument existed against 
this Administration. But he hoped the committee 
would report a resolution which should express 
in some sort the views of the Senate, and that it 
might act upon those who wielded the destinies of 
this country. : 

The honorable gentleman from Georgia (said 
Mr. P.) had alluded to. party. Why stir up party 
feelings now? We were beaten. He felt it, and 
there was no use in exciting party spirit now when 
no good could result from it. But here (said Mr. 
P.) we are in a minority, and it was his sworn 
duty to arrest, so far as was in his power, this 
torrent of corruption which was flowing through 
and levelling everything in the land. He wanted 
something to blot out, so far as it could be done, 
this plague spot from this young country. No 
gentleman doubted the malfeasance of the Post 
Office, and that it was not conducted as it ought 
to be for the honor of this nation—that it was dis- 
graceful to the United States. And when it was 
brought before us as it was, he would ask, was it 
proper to pass on to the orders of the day with 
the same coolness and indifference as if nothing of 
the sort had occurred? 

Mr. CUTHBERT said, if he had felt the in- 
fluence of the same spirit upon his feelings when 
he first rose, which now operated upon him, 
owing to the altered tone of the gentleman’s last 
He was 
pleased with the beautiful tropes of the honorable 
gentleman, and the delightful melody of his voice, 
but when he spoke of the defeats of his party, 


| they were perhars to be attributed in a great de- 


gree to the monstrous exaggerations of the period 
alluded to, which magnified mere error into the 
most heinous crime. ` Å 


Mr. SOUTHARD then rose to speak, but gave 


way to 

Mr. EWING, who moved an adjournment; 
which prevailed, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, January 27, 1835. 


Mr. SPEIGEIT, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, reported with an amendment the 
joint resolution from the Senate, authorizing a 
gold medal to be presented to Colonel Croghan, 
and a sword to each of the officers under his com- 


| mand, for their gallant defence of Fort Stephen- 


son, during the late war. 
After some conversation between Messrs. PAR- 
KER, SPEIGHT, and MERCER, the amend- 


' ment was concurred in, and the resolution agreed 


to. 


* 


“ay 


INDIAN RESERVATIONS. 

Mr. LOVE, from the Committee on Indian Af- | 
fairs, to whom the resolution heretofore offered | 
by Mr. McCARTY was committed, reported the 
same, with an amendment, ag follows: 

Strike out after the word correspondence, in 
the fourth line, the words ‘‘of all Indian agents, 
sub-agents, and other persons connected with the 
Indian department,” and insert after the words 
General Land Office, in the eighth line, the words 
“of all Indian agents, sub-agents, and other per- 
sons,” and insert after the words reserves of land, 
in the tenth line, the words “ east of the Missis- 
sippi river.” 

Mr. CLAY was understood to ask that the 
consideration of the resolution might be deferred 
for the present. 

Mr. LOVE said the resolution as reported was 
unchanged, except as respected the printing. 

Mr. CLAY wished the amendment read again, 
as he had not perceived its full extent. 

The resolution having been read, 

Mr. LOYE said he would make a brief expla- 
nation. The resolution as amended by the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs was confined in its oper- 
ations to those States east of the Mississippi river. 
‘The committee would have been gratified if it had 
been in their power to have circumscribed the 
information asked for within narrower limits; but 
to have done so would have been invidious. For 
instance, if they had recommended an inquiry 
into the transactions within the State of Alabama 
alone, the gentlemen from that State might well | 
complain of an invidious distinction, and say, why 
were not Indiana, Illinois, and Michigan included? 
The committee have also been anxious to avoid 
any unnecessary expense in the preparation of 
this correspondence; but their duty to the House | 
and to the country, and the importance of the 
matter involved, forbade them to limit it to any 
particular State or Territory. 

A few words on the principle of these reserva- 
tions. It was something like this: in the treaties 
which gave rise to them, there were two stipula- 
tions in relation to these reservations. The first 
was, that the President of the United States was 
required to approve of the transfer and sale of 
each reservation before it should be vested in the 
purchaser; the second was, that the Indian agent 
should testify that the reservation had been sold 
for a valuable consideration, and that no fraud had 
been practised on the Indians in the purchase. 
The object of these stipulations was to protect 
both the Indians and the Government from fraud. 
lt was impossible, therefore, that the President 
of the United States, or the Secretary of War, 
should have been, or could have been, conscious | 
of frauds, if frauds had been committed. The | 


j 


frauds were said to be of this character, that agents | 


guilty of them—and who had been defrauded— 
what contracts made were valid, and what not, 
and enable those who had rights which had been : 
violated to set aside the contracts, or to institute 
proceedings in relation thereto. No action was 
proposed by the committee; but they asked only 
that the correspondence and necessary documents 


be furnished to the House, which may then be | 


referred to one of its standing committees for such 
action as might be deemed requisite. 

The committee were well aware, and had duly 
considered, that those documents could not be got 
at without labor and some expense. They were 
well apprized of it before their recommendation 
of the resolution; but it was due to the nation, due 
to the Indians, and due to the Executive himself, 


that. if frauds existed, the facts should be known, , 


and investigated; and ag he remarked the other 


| day, he did not believe that a single gentleman in 
| that Fiouse, if he was satisfied that frauds had been 
; committed in an important branch of the public 
| service, would be deterred from voting for the 
| adoption of the resolution by the consideration of 
j its expense. Besides, Mr. L. was induced to be- 
| lieve that theamount had been very much amplified 

: and that the labor would not be half as much as 


i 


i had been described. One gentleman said it would 
; take a few days, while another averred it as his 
opinion it would take months; and these conflicting 
statements showed it was a mere matter of opinion, 
without being based on facts. The maps were 
already prepared; and nothing was required but to 
copy them, and transcribethe letters and documents 
necessary. 

Mr, CLAY said the gentleman from Kentucky 
must have misapprehended what he had suid, and 
he presumed many gentlemen who had objected to 
the adoption of this resolution had done so merely 

on the score of the expense. “Mr. C. had other, 
| and more material objections than the mere item 
of cost. His first objection was that he believed 
| the call to be unnecessary. It would be recollected 
| by the House that the resolution called for the 
| services of those engaged in the land office to 
transcribe all the correspondence and documents 
in relation to all the Indian reservations. Was 
the House unaware of the continual and annual 
complaints in this branch of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, of its inabilities to perform its duties? Had 
we not been notified, at the commencement of the 
present session, that, in spite of all the extra clerk 
hire already employed, the patents in the land 
office were upwards of one hundred thousand in 
arrears? Then the first objection that presented 
itself to his mind was, that the call was unneces- 
sary for such a mass of documents, not one-tenth 
of which would prove useful to the country or to 
an individual member of the House. It was true, 
that in connexion we might take into considera- 
tion the great expense that would, and necessarily 
must be incurred. And again, why call fora mass 
of documents without any assurance that the 
public interest required them to be made out at a 
great expense of Jabor and money; without taking 
into consideration the cost of printing a volume 
of some seven or eight hundred pages, all at the 
public expense, and as far as any one knew, not 
calculated to benefit any one portion or section of 
the country? This was an objection, but never- 
thelss Mr. C. did not pretend to put it into the 
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if such existed. But why have not gentlemen 
made a specification, and then called for proof, 
instead of involving the country in an immense 
expense upon vague rumor? 

And this brought him (Mr. C.) toa still more 
important objection. “The House was then dis- 
cussing a mere ex parte inquiry, and instituting an 
| inquisition into the conduct of every agent of the 
| Government, without any specific charge having 
| been brought against any one of them, or without 
| giving them notice of the trial, or investigation, 
| they were about to undergo. Would: not such a 
| course be unjust towards those individuals who 
| had been intrusted with a great public duty to 
| 
l 


bring their conduct before a committee for inves 
tigation, without designating any specific charge, 
or without giving those individuals any notice 
thereof? He did not expect a single member of 
that House to rise in his place and say that he 
i had a well-founded suspicion against either the 
office or any individual employed in it. 

As far as regarded the State of which Mr. C. had 
the honor to be arepresentative, not even rumor had 
whispered that any fraudulent transactions had 


| sition? Irreparable and irretrievable injury might 
| be done to individuals in this branch of the ser- 


| vice by the proposed measure. If the committee, 


the party, and if they did, Mr. C. would be the 
of every description, whether it respected the 
President or any other functionary of the Govern- 
ment, that could bear upon the case, but do not 


| ment for labor which it is impracticable to per- 


scale with the detectionof the perpetration of fraud, | 


‘taken place there, and why should the persons | 
engaged there be brought up on an ex parte inqui- |: 


or any gentleman of the House, were in posses- |! 
sion of a well-grounded charge of fraud, designate | 


last to vote against having a copy of every record |; 


draw upon one branch of the Treasury Depart- |. 


form, unless its more important duties are ne- 
glected—daties which it is already incompetent to 
falfil—for the purpose of bringing on a trial with- 
out previous notice. ` i 

_ It seemed to him (Mr. C.) that these few objec- 
tions were unanswerable; he might urge more, 
but he did not wish to take up the time of the 
House in a lengthened discussion, the less go aa 
he hoped the House would not adopt: it without 
some modification, or taking some time tọ examine 
its details. 

Mr. PLUMMER said, having first made war 
on the resolution, as originally introduced by the 
gentleman from Indiana, {Mr. McCarty, | for 
reasons which he then stated to the House, and 
| the original resolution having been amended ta 
; meet his views, he withdrew all opposition, and 
would vote for its adoption in its modified form. 
It was true that he thought it an unnecessary con- 
sumption of time to require the clerks in the Gen- 
eral Land Office, who had not aid enough to keep 
up the current business of the office, to make out 
plats of the lands on which the Indian reservations 
were located. He could not conceive of any beñ- 
efit the maps would be to the House or the coun- 
i try. That objection, however, was too wnim- 
| portant to induce him to vote against the whole of 
, the resolution, or jeopardize its adoption by sub- 
| mitting an amendment. - He was in favor of the 
call; it was due to the country, and the officers 
of the Government, that all of the documents in 
relation to Jands held under the Indian treaties, 
should be published to the world. There were 
reservations under the treaty of Doak’s Stand, 
made in 1820, held by purchasers under regula- 
tions of the War Department, the titles to which 
were not distinctly understood by those who had 
a right to know by what tenure and nature of 
titles all lands within the limits of Mississippi are 
held. The State has the right to tax those lands, 
as well as lands the titles to which were acquired - 
directly by purchase from the Government, after 
the expiration of five years from the time they 
became private property. In some cases of res- 
ervations, it was unknown whether the lands 
reserved from sale for individuals of the Choctaw 
tribe were private property, or whether they had 
reverted to the General Government. If these 
reservations were private property, the State had 
aright totaxthem. If they belonged to the Gen- 
eral Government, they ought to be brought into 
market and offered for sale as other public lands. 
There were no records in the State showing these 
facts. 

As regards the matter of expense, he said that 
was of little importance compared with the import- 
ance of investigating the frauds charged by the 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Lovz,] who is, 
on this oceasion, the organ of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. The objections which he urged, 
and enlarged upon the other day, in relation to 
the expense of furnishing and printing the infor- 
mation proposed to be obtained, he repeated, had 
! been obviated by the adoption of the amendment 
which he then offered, and became incorporated 
into the body of the resolution. He repelled the 
idea that the item of expense would induce him 
on any occasion to screen a public officer, charged 
: with improper conduct, from an investigation, nor 
| deprive the people, or their representatives, of 
useful information. He only objected to a useless 
‘and unnecessary expenditure of the people’s 
| money, for the publication of new editions of doc- 
uments and papers which would never be read. 
| Mr. P. did not understand the gentleman from 
i Kentucky, nor any one who preferred the charge 
! of fraud against the agents of the Government as 
locating the charge in Mississippi. Thegentleman 
: [Mr. Love] says that he did not. Healsounder- 


‘ stood the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. 
| Banrrvcer,} who touched on this subject the 
‘other day, as making the same disclaimer as to 
| Mississippi. ` He therefore did not feel called on 
| to either defend or eulogize his constituents, 
| Their conduct would bear the most scrutinizing 
investigation, so far as his (Mr. P.’s) knowledge 
' extended, and he probably knew more on that 
-subject than any gentleman on the floor. Nor 
was it right that gentlemen on this floor should be 
i) allowed to require the charge to be located in any 


| particular section of the country, since it had come 
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from a standing committee of the House. A dis- 
claimer as to each of those States in which the 
venue was not intended, he said, would necessarily 
locate the charge of fraud in some particular sec- 
tion of the country, which would do no good at 
this time, on a proposition to call for information, 
and might create heart-burnings calculated to do 
evil, and prevent an impartial investigation of the 
subject. The difficulties and the extraordinary 
state of affairs growing out of the investigation of 
the alleged frauds in relation to land matters which 
had taken place within the past year, in his own 
State, was a sufficient commentary on doing things 
in an improper manner. Gentlemen were, how- 
ever, mistaken in supposing that this wag a reso- 
lution of inquiry, or proposed to investigate the 
alleged frauds. lt only called for the record, for 
documents, for facts which would enable this 
House or any indvidual in the community to lay 
their finger on the particular reservation in relation 
to which a fraud had been committed, or on the 
identical officer said to be guilty. The gentleman 
from Kentucky was mistaken, (said Mr. P.,) so 
far as his knowledge extended in relation to the 


manner of. transferring and approval of those j 


transfers by the President of Indian reservations. 

Mr, P. would not, however, enlarge on the sub- 
ject. There was no secret transactions in relation 
to the sale or transfer of Indian reservations which 
the President or any of the heads of departments 
were anxious to conceal from the members of this 
House, or any individual inthecommunity. He 
had been permitted to examine any portion of 
these papers and documents, in relation to which 
his constituents desired information, and other 
gentlemen would be allowed the same privilege on 
application, Nor would any objection be made 
by them to spread the whole of the documents 
before the people of the ndtion, who have a right 
to know and inquire into the actings and doings 
of their agents. He concluded by expressing a 
Gesire that the discussion might be brought toa 
close, and the resolution as amended be adopted 
without opposition. 

Mr. LOVE addressed the House a few minutes 
in explanation, in reply to the gentleman from 
Alabama, [Mr. Cray,] in relation to this resolu- 
tion. Lt was not an investigation, The committee 
had notimplicated any particular individual. That 
subject was left for the action of the House. With 
regard to that class of individuals known as specu- 
lators in Indian reservations he confessed he had 
little faith or confidence in them, as a class. They 
had not only been in the habit of not only cheat- 
ing the Indians, but the Government also; and 
many of them had realized fortunes by such 
means. There might be, and doubtless was, many 
honorable men among them; but he repeated, asa 
class they had not bis confidence. Another remark 
Many of these Indian claims were transferred. 
There were hundreds within the State which the 
Government did not know whether it had the 
power of taxing or not. The information, there- 
fore, contemplated by the resolution would be of 
immense importance to the State, by enabling itto 
levy the taxes of which it had heretofore been 
deprived. ; 

Mr. McKINLEY said hebelieved the resolution 
might beso modified as to meet the views of all. 
ifthe gentleman would allow it to lay a few days 
upon the table such amendments would doubtless 
be made. One suggestion he would now make: 
an alteration was desirable in relation to the maps 
designed to accompany the correspondence and 
document. lu a genéral point of view, he was 
favorably disposed towards the adoption of the 
resolution. Ehe rumor of fraud seems to demand 
investigation. s . 

Mr. EWING said he understood the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. McKinuey] now to admit 
that gross frauds did exist, 

Mr. McKINLEY said he referred to. rumors. 

Mr. EWING, after some further remarks, not 
distinctly understood, referred to the gratuitous 
remarks of the gentleman from Indiana, (Mr. 


Lawx,] as reported in the Globe the other day, in || 


relation to the high character for integrity. of the 
people of his State. ‘This he conecived to have 
been uncalled for, as their reputation had not been 
stacked. 

Mr E. said. he had risen chiefly to correct the 


statement made in the Globe, as a report of the 
remarks of his colleague. The remarks given 
there to-day, in inverted commas, as a quotation, 
were not those delivered by that gentleman to the 
House. He denied the accuracy of the report, 
and its correction. ; 

{We are prevented from giving so fulla report 
of Mr. Ewine’s remarks as we would have wished, 
owing to the distance of his seat from the re- 
porter’s desk, and the consequent difficulty of 
hearing.] 


Mr. LANE said he could assure the House that 


the respect which he owed to himself, and to the 
House, would prevent him from any attempt to 
enter into a personal discussion or collision- on 
this subject. He would confine himself to the 
statement of facts as they existed—truth as it ex- 
isted, without the fear of contradiction; and con- 
tradéct it who will, sir, (said Mr. L.,)it shall be at 
the peril : 

The SPEAKER called Mr. L. to order. 

Mr. L. proceeded. He had made some remarks 
on the subject of the resolution, in reply to what 
fell from one of his honorable colleagues, and other 
gentlemen in the preceding part of the debate, at 
the conclusion of the discussion, and after the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi had taken his seat. 

Mr. L. rose late in the debate to give an expla- 
nation, inasmuch as a different direction had been 
given to the resolution, referring it to a committee 
of the House, which he believed would investigate 
it, and make the inquiry whether frauds had been 
perpetrated or not, and call for such papers, and 
such papers alone, as would be calculated to fix 
or locate the charges of fraud. Hewould vote for 
it. Ele did not profess to give the language used 
by himself on that occasion verbatim, but he did 
it substantially, if not literally. He stated to the 
House that he felt it his duty to say one word in 
reference to the people of Indiana, inasmuch as 
the resolution having originated with the gentle- 
man from his ‘own State, and inasmuch as two of 
his honorable colleagues [Messrs. Ewrve and Mc- 
Carty] had expressed a belief that frayds had 
been perpetrated in the transfer of Indian reserva- 
tions, it might be supposed that some of those 
frauds had taken place in Indiana. He said of 
the people of his State that he believed a purer 
and more honest population did not exist in any 
State; that they were high-minded aad honorable, 
and that he had been acquainted with most, if not 
all, of the Indian agents for the last twenty years; 
and he believed them to be honest men, and in- 
capable of perpetrating any fraud upon the Gov- 
ernment, upon an [ndian, or upon an individual. 
These were his remarks, and those who sat near 
him would, he had no doubt, recognise them. In 
the report of them, by the omission of a word or 
two, he was made to say, that inasmuch as ‘* two 
of his colleagues had, if fraud had been perpetra- 
ted, located them in that State,” he felt it his duty 
to. say this much in defence of the people of In- 
diana. The moment he saw the report he detected 
the mistuke, and immediately addressed a note to 
the reporter, giving the very substance, if not the 
letter of his remarks, as now stated.by him. The 
paper for Monday,-he presumed, had been made up 
before his note reached the office;. and this caused 
the delay cf its appearance till this morning. 
Now, then, it seemed that his great offence, as he 
apprehended it, was, that he had dared to say the 
gentleman’s constituents were honest and high- 
minded men. He seemed to claim the exclusive 
privilege of eulogizing and defending his own con- 
stituents. Mr. L. had supposed that, though the 
immediate representative of a particular district, 
he ought to have some interest in the State of In- 
diana generally; and he furthermore thought that 
the State had some claims upon himself; nor did 
he believe he had violated any stated rule, or done 
anything calculated to invoke the bitter comments 
that had been made. Fle would assure hig hon- 
orable colleagues on his left and on his right, that 
he never should have complained if they had 
thought proper to compliment his constituents; on 
the contrary, they should each and severally have 
received, as in his opinion.they would have mer- 
ited, his sincere thanks. 

What Mr. L. had stated with reference to his 
previous remarks, and the circumstances connected 
therewith, he again averred to be true and not 


false, and he could only say, that whoever contra- 
dicted him, would himself be an individual who 
asserted a falsebood. He was aware that it was 
easy to be mistaken in that House as to particular 
words employed. He did not intend, in the re- 
marks he made, to charge either of his colleagues 
with having located the perpetration of the fraudg 
referred to"in Indiana, but he thought as the 
honorable member from Mississippi [Mr. Caer] 
had taken occasion to defend the people of his 
State, Mr. L. was apprehensive that they might 
be supposed by the House to have originated in 
his State. He was at a loss to conceive wherein 
he had committed any offence. He had nothing 
more to say for himself. He could assure his hon- 
orable colleagues, however, that he thought, and 
he had no doubt the House thought, the remarks 
uncalled for. Mr. L. had corrected them, and 
corrected them timely, and the correction wag 
published; and he could assure those gentlemen 
that he should always avoid any thing, by act, 
word, or deed, calling in question their motives, 
their integrity, or their attention to the best inte- 
rests of their constituents; that he should never 
take pleasure in casting the slightest imputation 
upon them, but should ‘always treat them with 
kindness and good feeling, and would ever be 
ready to codperate with them in any thing and 
every thing they may undertake, calculated to 
promote the interest of their constituents, the in- 
terest and prosperity of our State, and the interest 
and prosperity of the Union; and if ever he should 
be capable of saying aught to reflect upon the 
character .of his constituents, he should feel him- 
self unworthy of a seat upon that floor. When- 
ever hecould bring himself to travel unnecessarily 
out of the way, to impugn their motives, he would 
do it elsewhere than in that House; he would do 
it as a gentleman, and not ina manner to protect 
himself with the splendid walls of that Hall. In 
conclusion, he could assure his honorable col- 
leagues that he had no such feelings towards them. 
He envied them not; he reproached them not; but 
he was ready to aid and assist, heart in hand, and 
to go with them in either praising, eulogizing, or 
serving the people of Indiana. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


Mr. POLK called for the orders of the day; 
which was agreed to—ayes 102, noes 77—and the 
further consideration of the resolution stands over. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The SPEAKER presented the following com- 
munications; which were severally laid on the 
table and directed to be printed: 
` From the Secretary of War relative to the con- 
dition of a harbor in the Delaware river. 

From the Secretary of War, a report in answer 
to a resolution of the House of the —- instant, de- 
siring information in relation to the amount paid 
to the different custom-house officers in the large 
cities of the United States. 

From the Secretary of War, in pursuance of 
the resolution of the 20th instant specifying the 
i amount required for completing the astronomical 
observations relative to the southern boundary of 
Michigan. oe 

From the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting 
the report of J. N. Reynolds, relative to certain 
islands in the Pacific ocean. 

Mr. PEARCE said this report related to a 
subject of great commercial importance to the 
country. He moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and that an extra num- 
ber of one thousand copies be printed. 

The reference was made accordingly; and the 
motion to print an extra number of copies, ac- 
cording to the rule of the House, was laid upon 
the table for one day. 


LAND CLAIMS IN LOUISIANA. 

A bill returned from the Senate, entitled an act 
for the final adjustment of land claims in Louis- 
iapa, with an amendment, was then taken up, and 
on motion of Mr. GARLAND, was postponed 
till to-morrow. 

POTOMAC BRIDGE. 


An act to amend the act providing for the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Potomac, was 


| read a third time-and passed. 
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COURTS IN TENNESSEE. 

The bill to regulate the United States circuit i 
court for the district of West Tennessee, was 
next taken up. 

Mr. PEYTON moved to recommit the bill to 
the Commiuee on the Judiciary, with instractions 
to insert a provision for an increase of the salaries | 
of the judges. [Te thought this to be due to them, | 
inasmuch as their duties were much extended. 

Mr. FOSTER said the bill was founded ona 
petition which said nothing on the sabject of an 
increaze of compensation. He, however, had no 
objection to the course proposed. 

"The bill was then recommitted. 

MEDAL FROM THE MINT, 

The joint resolution, introduced by Mr, E. 
EVERETT, from the Committee on the Library, 
directing a gold medal to be struck at the Mint of ` 
the United States from the original die, at the | 
expense of Morgan Neyille, in honor of the battle | 
of the Cowpens, was read a third time and passed. | 


GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL. | 


the bill making appropriations for the civil and | 


diplomatic expenses of the Government for the | 

ear 1835—being on the amendment offered by | 
Mr.VANCE, relative to the pay of custem-house | 
officers. 

Mr. VANCE supported his amendment at! 
length, and went into a tabular and documentary | 
history of the expense ef the collection of the | 
revenue since 1811, and the gradual increase of | 
the same, 

fle was followed by Mr. CAMBRELENG, | 
who concurred in the general object designed to 


be effected by this amendment. But he conceived || 


it was improper to incorporate its provisions in | 


the general appropriation bill, It should form the || 


subject of a separate bill. Mr. C. also explained | 
the manner in which the gentleman from Ohio, | 
{Mr. Vance,] had fallen into error in some of his 
tabular statements. | 

Mr. SUTHERLAND followed on the same | 
side of the question, and stated the intention of | 
the commercial committee soon to bring this | 
matter before the House. 

Mr. FILLMORE also spoke at some length on 
the amendment; and finally offered an amendment | 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio, for 
his acceptance, which was, however, declined. 

The debate was continued by Messrs. POPE, | 
PHILLIPS, WARD, WILLIAMS, GILLET, : 
and HARPER. | 

Mr. WARD said he regretted that the honor- 
able gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Vance] should | 
have taken this occasion to endeavor to correct the | 
abuses which he seems to think exists in the col- 
lection of the revenue from customs. The object | 
which the honorable gentleman has in view is to 


‘civil and diplomatic expenses of Government | 
‘for the year 1834,’’ which authorizes the Secre- | 
tary of the Treasury to pay to the collectors, naval | 
Officers, surveyors, and their respective clerks, ; 


the United States, out of any money in the Treas- | 
ury not otherwise appropriated, such sums as | 
will give to the said officers respectively the same i 
compensation in the year 1834, according to the 
importatiors of that year, as they would have 
been entitled to receive if the act of the 14th of | 
July had not gone into effect; and that the clerks | 
employed by the respective collectors, maval offi- | 
cers, and surveyors of the several ports, shali be | 
paid for the year 1833, as if they had been speci- | 
fically included in the third section of the act of | 
the 2] of March, of said year, entitled “An act | 
‘making appropriations for the civil and diplo- | 
‘matic expenses of Government for the year 1834, | 
‘and to provide that the balance of the said ser- , 
‘ond section of the above recited act of 1834, be | 
‘continued in force, until otherwise ordered by | 
t Congress.” : 

Mr. W. said, the amendment to this amend- 
ment, which has been submitted by his colleague, 
(Mr. Firnarorr,] did not materially vary the case, | 
and he, for one, was not prepared, at this time, to 
record his vote in favor of either of the proposi- 
tions. 
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We had been told by the honorable gentleman 
who is at the head of the Committee on Commerce; 
[Mr. SuoruerLano,] that that committee has the 
subject of *tihe compensation and number of the 
custom. house’ officers under consideration in the 
committee, and that he has reason to believe that 
the committee will make a report during the ses- 
sion; and that honorable gentleman had himself 
opposed this amendment in a forcible and eloquent 
address to the House. Now, if the honorable 
gentleman who had devoted so much of his time 
particularly to this subject, was of the opinion that 
the proposed amendment was improper, and if the 
able and distinguished gentleman at the head of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, who reported 
this bill, and who had also given the subject much 


; consideration, entertained the same opinion, he 


would ask whether gentiemen would sustain it, 
without allowing themselves time thoroughly to 
examine the subject, so that they might, at least, 
act understandingly upon it. He hoped not; and 
he hoped too that gentlemen were not disposed to 
delay the passage of this important bill, by acon- 
tinuance of this discussion, until the extraneous 
matter now in controversy was investigated and 
settled. This bill now blocks up our way; and 
he would remind the House that there were but 
twenty-two days ef the session remaining, in 
which, by the rules of the House, we could trans- 
act public business; and yet, asit was wellknown, 
we had before us a vast deal of business, of the 
most important character. 

The gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Vaxce] had 
entered at large into a statement of the amount of 
revenue received, for several years past, and of the 
amountexpended in collecting it, and he had alleged 
that the expense of collection had amounted to 
from twoand a half to ten percent. Mr. W. was, 
he said, induced to believe that the honorable 


| gentleman was mistaken in this statement, so far, 


at least, as regarded the principal commercial 
cities; for it would be found, upon a careful ex- 
amination, that the expense of collecting the 
revenue from imports would not, in the aggregate, 
exceed frem three and a half to four per cent. 
The statement of the honorable gentleman showed 
that, in one instance, the expense of collection 
had gone up as high as six per cent., but that, as 
he had just remarked, was not true in respect to 
any of the principal cities. It would be found 
that in the city of New York, which place seemed 
to command so much of the gentleman’s attention, 
the cost of collecting the revenue had never ex- 
ceeded from three to three and three-fourths per 


! cent., on the amount received. 


The amount of the revenue collected, and of the 
expenses of collection, in the year 1833, in Boston, 
New York, and Philadelphia, was as follows: 


Boston collected $3,908,356 97; expenses $121,- 


H . 
A li 978; or a fraction more than 3 per cent. 
repeal all “that part of the second section of an || 


‘act entitled an act making appropriations for tha || 


New York collected $13,081,548 92; expenses 
$499,501; or a fraction more than 3} per cent. 

Philadelphia collected $2,995,663 35; expenses 
$99,877; or a fraction more than 34 per cent. 


The honorable gentleman did net consider that 


together with the weighers of the several ports of jj 7 making his calculations of the expense, he took 


the whole revenue. . 
Now, there were many ports at which much 
more was paid than the amount received. If 


| these could beabolished, the expense of collecting 


would be greatly diminished; and if reduction 
was necessary, which he was not willing to admit, 
it should be made in those ports which werea 
burden on, and not those which support the Gov- 
ernment. Nor did the honorable gentleman con- 
sider that the amount of duties had been of late 
greatly reduced by the tariff, which, at the same 
time, did not allow of a reduction in the number 
of officers, because the increase of arrivals has 


| been progressive with the diminution of duties. 
During the last year more than two thousand | 
i! vessels from foreign ports entered at the custom- 


house of New York; and every one of them must 


! have a custom officer on board, or those which 


bring articles not dutiable might avail themselves 
of the circumstance to smuggle in valuable dutiable 
articles. And, moreover, there was scarcely a 


| single cargo which did not embrace some dutiable 


goods. 
Mr. W. said he was at a loss to know why the 


| for their services, 


honorable gentleman [Mr. Vance] seemed. so 
desirous of inquiring into the expense of collecting 
the revenue from customs. Why did he not like- 
wise inquire into the expense of collecting the 
revenue from the sale of the public lands? If he 
would compare the expense of collecting the one 
with the expense of collecting’the other, he would 
find a vast difference in favor of the collection of 
the revenue from customs. The expense attend- 
ing the collection of the land revenue varied from 
eight to twenty-five per cent. upon the amount 
received. Mr. W. said he had no complaint to 
make with respect to this great and manifest dif- 
ference. He believed that the officers in charge 
of the sale of the public lands, and in the receipt 
| of the money therefor, received no more for their 
| Services than they were fairly entitled to. The 
| land agents and land receivers were each allowed 
an annual salary of $500, with an addition of one 
| per cent, on the amountof the moneys received — 
their emoluments being limited to $3,000 a year; 
and he did not hesitate to say that most, if not all 
| of those officers, receive the maximum amount. 
allowed by law. These offices were places of 
great responsibility, and require to be filled by 
men of worth and respectability; and he did not 
wish to be understood as complaining that they 
were in the receipt of too great a compensation 
But if it was not deemed ex- 
‘travagant to allow them $3,000 a year for their 
services, residing, as they did, in the country 
where living was cheap, it seemed to him that no 
complaint ought to be made against the small 
amount received by gaugers, weighers, and other 
subordinate officers attached to the custom-houses; 
for their situations were no less responsible, re- 
quiring equal talent and respectability, while the 
expense of living in the principal cities must be 
acknowledged on all sides to be vastly greater. 
But we have been told, he said, by his honor- 
able colleague, [Mr. FıLLmoRe,] that some of the 
weighers receive from $4,000 to $6,000 a year for 
their services; one, in particular, in Baltimore, 


| and others either in Philadelphia or Boston; and 


| this was urged as the principal reason why we 
should vote for the amendment. Did that gentle- 
man suppose that one weigher in each of those 
cities was competent to perform personally all the 
duties of his office? Did he not know that he is 
compelled, from the nature of the case, to employ‘ 
deputies? And did not those deputies come in for 
a portion of thesereceipts? In fact,on the ground: 
assumed, and on which the honorable gentleman 
so confidently relied, the compensation, had there. 
been an adequate number of weighers, would 
have been even less to each than was received in 
1833, by the same class of officers,in New York. 
Mr. W. said, he would inform that gentleman 
and the House that the weighers were obliged to 
pay all the expenses of labor incident to their 
office, which amounted to about one third of their 
gross receipts; and although it would seem from 
the document referred to by the gentlemen who 
have advocated this amendment, that, by the sep- 
arate returns of the weighers in the city of New 
York, one may have received some $2,000 or 
$3,000 a year for his services, while another re- 
ceived but $400, this inequality would disappear 


| when it was known that the aggregate amount 


received for fees was equally divided between the 
fourteen weighers in that city. The facts were, 
that in the year 1833, the net amount paid the 
weighers in the city of New Yosk was $18,675, 
which, being divided between the fourteen weigh- 


| 
| 


fers in that city, gave to each only the sum of 
| $1,333 per annum—a sum hardly adequate, with 
| the greatest economy, to support themselves and 


their families. Was there, he asked, a member 
who heard him, who would say that the amount 


thus shown to be received by these faithful and 


uable services, was too great? He trusted not. 
It had been said there existed abuses in the col- 
| lection of the revenue from customs, that the sal- 
| aries of the officers were too high, and that their 
| number had been increased beyond the exigencies 
of the service, and that they ought to be reduced. 
He, for one, was not willing to concede that point. 
| He was willing that the subject should undergo 
| the strictest scrutiny of the Committee on Com- 


i 
1 
| 
| vigilant guardians of our revenue, for their inval- 
1 


|i merce; that the examination should be conducted 
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either at the several custom-houses or at the bar 
of this Elouse, and he would venture to predict 
that no just ground would be found to sustain any 
of these allegations; and, he would further predict, 
that the committee and the House would be con- 
strained to come to the conclusion that the sala- 


ries. of most of the officers demand an increase |; 
He, therefore, hoped |; 


rather than a diminution. 
that this inquiry would be deferred until this ex- 
amination could be had by the committee to which 

. the subject properly belonged, and to which it had 
been specially committed. 

Mr. GILLET commenced by saying, that it 
was with reluctance that he had arisen to partici- 
pate in the present debate. ‘Phe notice, however, 
which had been taken of the Committee on Com- 
merce rendered it proper he should say one word 
on the subject. He would endeavor to state to 
the House the real question under consideration 
in as few words as possible. Under the acts of 
Congress, a certain percentage on moneys col- 
lected was paid to the collectors of the customs, 
us well as certain fees of office, out of which cer- 
tain officers under them were paid the compensa- 
tion allowed them by law, and the overplus, if 
any, was paid into the Treasury, after deducting 
the salary of the collector. On reducing the duties 
on imports in 1832, the amount of these commis- 
sions and fees became materially diminished, 
though the labors of these officers continued very 
much the same. The consequence was, that the 
fund out of which these officers were paid became 
so much lessened, that it did not afford them a 
reasonable compensation, This led to the adop- 
tion of the third section of the act of 1833, which 
is in these words: ` 

“Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the 
t Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 

` 4 authorized to pay to the collectors, naval officers, 
* surveyors, gaugers, weighers, and measurers, of 
‘ the several ports of the United States, out of any 
“money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, such sums as will give to the said officers, 
‘ respectively, the same compensation in the year 
* one thousand eight hundred and thirty-three, accord- 
‘ing. to the importations of that year, as they 
t would have been entitled to receive if the act of 
‘the 14th July, 1832, had not gone into effect.” 

Under this law Mr. G. understood that these 
officers received the same compensation they did 
prior to 1832, whether they then received it in the 
shape of fees or in a salary. On passing the law 
of 1833 it was expected that the whole subject of 
paying the custom-house officers would be acted 
upon at the last session; but the destruction of 
the Treasury building, and consequent loss of 
materials collected by the Secretary to enable him 
to digest and recommend a plan for that purpose, 
prevented those expectations from being then 
realized. And in order to prevent these officers 
from not being sufficiently compensated, a section 
was introduced at the last session Into the appro- 
priation bill, making the necessary provision for 
payin them, and it is in the precise words of the 

aw of 1833. It has, however, a proviso, limiting 
the amount thas these officers shall be allowed to 
receive, Under this law. of -1834, it was under- 
stood that the officers had been paid their respect- 
ive compensations. On passing the law of 1834, 
this House considered that the law of 1833 had 
expired; at this time the law of 1834 must be 
equally dead. It could not have the effect to give 
these officers salaries after 1834, unless 1834 could 
be made to read 1835, &c. It followed, that there 
was no provision at this time to pay these men, if 
the fund alluded to should fail to be sufficient. In 
this state of the case the civil appropriation bill 
comes before us, and the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Vance] proposed to’add to the appropriation 
bill a section repealing that portion of the act of 
1834, which provides for making compensation 
to the officers referred to, and continuing a certain 
other portion of it.” This, to his mind, was like 
firing a park of artillery at a dead lion. It was 
hardly worthy of grave legislators to be spending 
days on a question of repealing a dead law. If 
the bil contained any provision to pay custom- 
house officers, there would be some apology for 
this effort; but it did not provide one cent for 


them; and the amendment is entirely irrelevant 


and out of place, 


subject. profited by experience. 
well recollected last session his venerable friend 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Apams] assumed the 
ground that appropriation bills ought not to be 
loaded with extraneous matters. Their office was 
merely to appropriate money, under existing laws, 
to compensate the public agents, and to execute 
| public works. This was the true rule, and one 
which he desired to act upon. 


|| add this clause now to this bill, we shall not be 
able to act on the subject this session. He did 
not deem it important that it should be done, for 
unless we passa law to pay these officers, there 
will be no law to pay them from the Treasury, 


they received under the gentleman’s amendment 
of last year. But to his mind it would be less out 
of place to add the gentleman’s present amendment 
to many of the other bills which were certain to 
come up this session. He, (Mr. G.,) however, 
hoped to see this whole subject brought before 
this House at this session, in a proper form, from 
the appropriate committee. It was a subject of 
vast importance, and required much deliberation 
and care. It was first necessary to establish a 
proper basis, and then the details would require 
great consideration and attention. He hoped, if 
he had any agency in preparing the bill, to aid in 
infusing into it so much of liberality and economy 
as would make it acceptable to all sides of this 
House. He would diminish the number of these 
officers to the actual necessities and wants of the 
Government, and was not for paying them, or any 
other officers in the Government, a salary larger 
than was necessary to ensure the services of com- 
petent, faithful, and efficient men. More than 
this would be justly termed extravagance. On 
the other hand, that rate of compensation which 
was so low as not to ensure the services of such 
persons as he had described, would be ill-timed 
economy, would result in injury to the public 
interests. When you pay too low to command 
the services of men of capacity and integrity, 
you are sure of being badly served. Your agent 
must live, and if you do not give him such com- 
pensation as will allow him comfortably to do 
so, he is sure to cheat you in the time he serves 
| you, or in some other way; for a living he must 
and will have. If he cannot live honestly, he will 
do so dishonestly. You may obtain capacity to 
do business ata low price; but integrity is quite 
as important as talent. The public service requires 
both. He would, however, avoid, if possible, 
having any officer whose compensation should 
depend upon contingencies. It should not be 
| composed of percentages, or allowances, or any- 
thing of the kind. He preferred paying a distinct 
annual salary; then the law would inform us how 
much each public agent received for his services, 
This would prevent the dishonest from paying or 
receiving too much, and it would shield the upright 
from suspicion. Then, on the last day of the 
year, the compensation of all officers for the en- 
| suing year could be accurately calculated. All 
would be paid distinctly under statutes, and Con- 
gress would be responsible to the people for the 
amount paid. Then the Executive would be free 
even from the suspicion of having by his own act 
increased the expenses of Government. He would 
‘be, in the disbursement of the public moneys, the 
executive of the laws of Congress—an agent with- 
out. discretionary powers. It would relieve him 
| of much of the embarrassment now necessarily 
| attendant upon his office. The heads of the de- 
| partments, and their accounting officers, would 
also be relieved from an unpleasant and vexatious 
part of their duty. These suspicions against the 
integrity ef officers would be much less likely to 
i be raised; now he belicved most of these suspicions i 


But (said Mr. G.) we are told that if we do not | 


| and the fund referred to cannot give them what | 


grew out of the fact that many officers were not 
paid acertain and definite sum as a salary. 

Mr. G. had urged these considerations upon 
the attention of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. Warmoveu,] when considering the Navy 
pay bill, and he was happy to learn that they had 
been duly appreciated, and were likely to be in- 
grafted on it by common consent. Once adopta 
definite salary as the mode of pay, you do away 
with all those difficulties that are said to be so 
common between those who have accounts and 
accounting officers. Should these principles be 
adopted in the custom-house pay bill, he thought 
that branch of the public service would be relieved 
from unjust suspicion. He did not expect, in the 
details of any bill that could be reported, that we 
could all agree in opinion, in every. instance, as to 
the number and compensation of officers. These 
things were mere matters of opinion; but in the 
principles of compensation which he had suggested, 
he hoped the gentleman from Ohio would acqui- 
esce. Heeven hoped they would be unanimously 
assented to by the House. 

After this frank expression of his (Mr. G.’s) 
views and expectations, he hoped the gentleman 
from Ohio would not further press this subject 
upon the consideration of the House, but allow 
this bill to take the ordinary course through it, 
untrammelled by the consideration of subjects 
totally disconnected with those presented to our 
consideration in the bill. a 

Mr. McKINLEY called for the previous ques- 
tion, which, however, was not seconded by the 
House. 

On motion of Mr. WISE, 

The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Wennespay, January 28, 1935. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the*Commissioner of 
the General Land Office, in obedience to a resolu- 
tion of the 30th ultimo, requiring copies of oaths 
directed to be administered to all persons applying 
to purchase public land; which was ordered to be 
printed, with five thousand additional copies. 


PETITIONS PRESENTED. 


Petitions were presented by Messrs. MAN- 
SUN PRESTON , PORTER, and MOORE, and 
referred. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. TYLER, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported a bill for the relief of 
James Young, without amendment. 

Also, a bill for the relief of Baily E. Clark, with 
an amendment. 


Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of Captain William 
Morrow. 


Mr. ROBINSON, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, to which was referred the bill for the 
relief of Moses Shepperd, reported the same with 
an amendment and a report; which were ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. LEIGH, from the Judiciary Committee, to 
which was referred the bill from the House for the 
better organization of the district courts of Ala- 
bama, reported the same, with an amendment. 

Mr. POINDEXTER, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to which was referred the bill grant- 
ing a further issuing of scrip for satisfaction of 
United States military land warrants, reported the 
same without amendment. 

Also, the bill authorizing the widening of cer- 
tain streets in the city of St. Augustine; 

The bill for the relief of Richard P. Archer; and 

The bill for the relief of William O’Neile and 
Robert Morrison. 

Mr. POINDEXTER, from the same commit- 
tee, made unfavorable reports upon the claim of 
Robert Morrison and Harvey Perry. 


RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED. 
The following resolutions were submitted: 
By Mr. BROWN: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary 


Claims be in 
of allowing commutation pay to the heirs-at-law 
of Henry irwin, late a ‘lieutenant colonel of the | 
fifth regiment of the North Carclina line, on the 
Continental establishment in the army of the 
Revolution. 

Which was considered and adopted. 

By Mr. PRENTISS: 

Fesoleed, That the President be requested to 
communicate to the Senate the correspondence | 
which passed between the Governments of the | 
United States and Spain, through their respective | 
ministers or agents, In the negotiation of the late | 
treaty between the two Governments, together | 
with the instructions given to the ministers of the | 
United States, from time to time, in the course of | 
the negotiation, orso much of said correspondence | 
and instructions as it may not be incompatible į 
with the public interest to communicate. 


Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on | 


Pensions, made an unfavorable report upon the | 


petitions of Daniel Maginnis and Francis Patter- 


kOn. 
RESOLUTIONS OF ALABAMA. 


„Mr. MOORE presented certain jointresolutions 
of the Legislature of Alabama, relative to the 16:h 
section of the public lands set apart for the use of | 
schools. : 

Also, joint resolutions from the same body, for 
the establishment ofa pension agency in Alabama. | 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, presented a memorial ` 
from the same body, for the passage of a law to 
confirm the titles of persons to lande purchased 
near the line between Alabama and Geargia, with- 
out knowing at the time of purchuse in which 
State their lands lay. g 


INSTRUCTIONS FROM STATE OF ALABAMA, 


Mr. KING said it also became his duty to pre- 
seni certain joint resolutions from the samme Legis- 
lature, setting forth their disapprobation of the 
resolution of the Senate of last session, censuring 
the Chief Magistrate for certain official acts, and 
instructing their Senators to use their best effurts 
to have the same expunged from the Journal of the 
Senate. 

Mr. KING moved that the resolutions be laid 
on the table and printed. 


The resolutions having been read, 


Mr. CLAY said, before any order should be | 


taken for laying the resolutions on the table which 
had been addressed to the Senatorsfrom Alabama 
as irstrections, he would be glad to know if it was 
the purpose of the gentleman who had presented 
them to submit a proposition to expunge the reso- 
lution alluded to from the Journal of the Senate? 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, being about to speak, 
gave way to 

Mr. BENTON, who rose and said that the | 
Senate would recollect that wher the resolution of 
censure was adopted, he gave immediate notice 
to the Senate and to the American people that he 
would commence a series of motions for the pur- 
pose of having the offensive resolution expunged 
from the Journal. He used the word expunge in 


contradistinction to the words repeal or reverse, ° 


because he believed at that time—and experience 


had confirmed him in the belief—that a repeal of | 


it would not do justice to the case. It required 


an expurgation of the Journal itself, which should | 


oprite as a declaration to all future times, that it | 
should not have been there. He gave this notice 
from a conviction arising from the deepest reflec- ; 
tion that the Senate, in adopting that resolution, ` 
were trampling under foot the Constitution of the | 
United States, and not only so, but all the forms : 
of administering criminal jystice. He gave the 
notice, too, without consultation with any human | 
being, and nota being on this earth could say that 
he asked him whether it was right or wrong. He 
had not done so; nor never would he consult with 
any one upon such an occasion. No man con- 
ferred more with his friends on ordinary occasions 
than he did; but there were some occasions and 
emergencies on which he consulted with none. ; 
And on this subject he calculated no consequences; | 
he considered it immaterial if the whole Senate 
should get up as one man, and vote against it. So 
strong were his convictions of the propriety of 
submitting it, that he would present it at the haz- 
ard of all consequences. 


THE 


‘| an impeachment in the form of legislation, he then 


/| an answer to the inquiry. 


`i the resolutions from the General Assembly of Ala- 


-| his conduct on the subject of the expunging reso- 
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The presentation of the Alabama resolutions 
afforded him an opportunity of giving this public 
notice, which he had often given privately here. 
He had told honorable members that he should, 
at a convenient time, move this resolution. On 
yesterday evening when he saw an attempt made 


General Post Office, such a course and destination 
-as was to eventuate in a legislative measure here, 
and when an attempt was made by the two Sena- 
tors from South Carolina, to have this measure 
followed up by something else, which was to be 
a proceeding upon persons in contradistinction to 
the subject-matter of the report, and in reality was 


determined to give notice, that at a convenient 
time, he would offer a resolution to expunge the 
resolution of censure from the Journal. This was 


Mr. KING, of Alabama, said that he thought it 
was so weil understood that the gentleman from 
Missouri had it in contemplation to offer the reso- 
lution he had just spoken of, that he was sur- 
prised when the gentleman from Kentucky asked 
him whether he was disposed to offer it. He 
could only say, that having voted against the reso- 
lution of censure, he had supposed that his opin- 
ions on the subject both then and since were well 
understood. The Legislature of Alabama had 
instructed him to do that which would have made 
it hisduty to have brought such a resolution before 
the Senate, if the gentleman from Missouri had 
declined doing so. He would in that event have 
introduced it, embracing as weil that subject as 
the right of instrection. He heid that right in 
its fullest extent. For he held it, not impugning | 
the opinions of others who thought differenily. 
But viewing that right as he did, he should feel 
himself bound to carry the wishes of hia constitu- 
ents into effect when fairly and fully made known. | 
His course with regard to the resoiution com- | 
plained of, was well known, and, therefore, the | 
instructions from the Legislature of Alabama 
scarcely applied to him. Ifthe movement depended 
upon him, he should have been disposed to have 
suffered it to sleep where it was, if the subject had 
not been urged upon him. But, if it was not 
brought forward, he should feel himself bound to 
bring it forward, and when thatshould be done he 
would of course vote for it. If there were prece- 
dents for it, as he believed there were, he should 
vote for expunging the objectionable resolution 
| from the Journal. He might hesitate as to the 
mode of doing it, but he would do everything to 
effect it in fact. ` 

Mr. CLAY said that the gentleman from Ala- 
| bama presented these instructions from the Legis- 
lature of Alabama, unaccompanied by any motion 
to submit a resolution to expunge in accordance 
with the instructions, and he (Mr. C.) felt quite | 
‘ surprised that the gentleman should not have ex- 
pected the inquiry which he had made. The in- 
quiry was addressed to that gentleman, and him 
only. As to the answer which had been given by 
another Senator, it was known that his relations 
with him were not of such a character as would 
enable him to know his purposes. But he hoped 
these resolutions would be withdrawn for the pres- 
ent; and after the honorable gentleman had made 
a careful examination of the Constitution of the 
United States upon the subject of each House 
keeping a record of its proceedings, if he then 
thought proper to present them with the resolu- 
tion proposed, he could do so. For himself, he 
should think it his duty to his God and to his 
i country to oppose such a preposition at the very 
threshold. He submitted to the gentleman the 
propriety of withdrawing the resolutions for the 

resent. 

Mr. MOORE said, he had not anticipated any | 
discussion would arise upon the presentation of | 


| bama, but as it had so unexpectedly occurred, he 
| would beg leave to say a word or two only. 


| ed himself the trouble of informing the Senate that | 
these resolutions were not intended to influence 


lution; his willitfgness to vote in conformity with 
(the instructions would not be doubted here or | 
elsewhere. Mr. M. said he was freeto admit that 
i| he in all probability was entitled to the honor of 


to give to the report of the Committee upon the || 


Sir, (said Mr, M.,) his colleague might have sav- | 


having given rise to the resolutions, because, he 
said, he had, in the exercise of his honest convic 
tions of propriety, on some few occasions been 
compelled to vote differently from his colleague, 
and possibly on the question referred to by the 
resolutions; he entertained, however, the ‘same 
views now thet he entertained then. 

_ Mr. M. said, as regarded the right of instrue- 
tion, he admitted it to the fullest extent ever 
claimed, as practised upon by the republican party 
since the establishment of the Government; that 
right, however, abided with the people as the 
source of all power. The sovereign people, he 
said, had the legitimate right, either by themselves 
or their agents, at their own instance, to instruct 
their Senators upon matters of policy connected 
with their interest; these agents, however, as they 
were only public servants themselves, must also 
act in pursuance of the will of the sovereign 
people. 

As regarded any matter involving constitutional 
questions, Mr. M. felt himself bound by higher 
and paramount obligations to his conscience. But 
upon all questions of policy he would be found 
acknowledging the right of instruction by the 
people, and the corresponding obligation on the 
public servant to obey. 

Mr. KING expressed his unwillingness to pro- 
voke a discusslion, or to’ go further than to move 
to lay the resoutions on the table: this he would 
do. He could not accede to the proposition of 
the gentleman from Kentucky to withdraw them. 
When he should feel it his duty to call them up, 
he would introduce such a resolutionashe thought 
proper. And when he thought fit, he would bring 
the subject forward, and the honorable gentleman 
would have an opportunity of discharging his duty 
to his county and his God by opposing it. 

Mr. MOORE said the resolution did not require 
either him or his colleague to bring forward a 
resolution to expunge. They seemed to contem- 
plate that such a resolution would be brought 
forward. But he submitted to his honorable col- 
league, whether he would not consider it his duty 


| to introduce a resolution. 


Mr. CLAY asked whether it was not better 
to withdraw the resolutions and offer them to~ 
morrow. 

Mr. PRESTON said that the honorable gentle- 
man from Missouri made reference to the debate 
of yesterday, and stated that on account of the 


i remarks of the Senators from South Carolina, he 


felt it to be his duty, earlier than he intended, to 
submit his resolution. Not having investigated 
his motives, he was surprised at the connection 
which was made by him between the two subjects. 
Last night he (Mr. P.) stated that, upon the report. 
of the honorable chairman, [Mr. Grunpy,] there 
could be but cne opinion, and herefore that some 

expression of the Senate should be made upon 

the subject-matter of it; and the honorable gentle- 
man supposed that, as he (Mr. P.) was not con- 
tent with prospective legislation, that he required 

that some course should. be pursued upon the 
persons implicated in the department, and that, 


| therefore, the gentleman intended to introduce his 


resolution. Was it thought that, because he 
chose to censure the Post Office Department, a 
measure should be introduced here to censure the 
Senate of the United States? Admit the Senate 
had done wrong, upon what principle would you 
introduce a censure of the Senate here? Were 
his lips to be closed, as a Senator of the United 
States, in pronouncing censure upon a notoriously 
corrupt and insolvent department, because the 
Senate itself was not free from blame before the 
people? The gentleman was mistaken, too, in 
supposing that he intended to censure persons. 
From the bottom of his heart he hoped that the 
head of the department was free from blame. 
And, as the honorable chairman of the committee ` 
himself thought that only malfeasance existed 
there, he would say, neither that gentleman, nor 
the gentleman from Missouri, had failed to vote 
at the last session for just such a resolution as he 
proposed. ne 

[Here Mr. P. read the resolution passed Jast 
session, declaring the borrowing of money by the 
Post Office Department to be unconstitutional, 
and the yeas and nays upon its passage.] 

Mr. P. resumed. The very first name upon 
the list (he said) was that of the honorable mem- 
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ber from Missouriin the afirmative, in which he 
had given his authority for the resolution. There 
could be no stronger argument for censuring the 
head of a department than this resolution. We 
‘could not differ in regard to these matters.. Great 
blame rested somewhere, and the affairs of. the 
office demanded reform; and when the Executive 
claimed to supervise the executive departments, 
and declined to exert his powers to correct such 
abuses, he thought it necessary that he should 
reiterate that these were evils which he might cor- 
rect, or the people should interfere. W henever 
he knew there was corruption, he would brand 
the guilty with it—aye, even to the President of 
the United States. He thought if there was a 
unanimous vote upon such a resolution as he sug- 
gested, there would be a clearing out at the de- 
partment; that the power of the Executive would 
be interposed to correct the evils which had been 
exposed. He would not pause here to inquire 
into the constitutionality of the power of expung- 
ing from the records what one party may have 
done, which was obnoxious to the other party. 
Nor whether it would be considered less impera- 
tive to have it expunged if it applied to a subordi- 
nate officer, rather than the Chief Executive. Ele 
knew that ‘a saint in crape was twice a saint in 
Jawn.”? With him there was no difference in rank 
between the President and a subordinate officer, 
in making such an inquiry. He said yesterday 
that his party had been beaten down. We were 
not, it was true, in a minority here, but we should 
shortly be; and should every thing we had done, 
then be expunged? He hoped and believed that 
this Government was to live long, but what would 
it avail to expose and denounce that Post Office? 
Could such denunciation and exposure affect the 
reat popularity of the President? The man must 
Pave a more ardent spirit than he professed to 
have who could believe it. No, sir. If it was 
blackened with a ten-fold deeper die than both of 
the reports together gave it, it would not affect 
this Administration. When one of the reports 
stated that one mail contractor had received one 
hundred thousand dollars which was not ac- 
counted for, and showed that the flood-gates of 
corruption were opened, the very exposure would 
tend to strengthen the Administration. 
~ Mr. BENTON could not but regret his. extreme 
poverty of speech, which prevented him from 
giving his opinions so as to be understood by those 
who sat nearest to him; and if he was so unfor- 
tunate as to be incomprehensible to these, how 
much more so must he have been to those at a 
greater distance. In all he said yesterday as to the 
additional proceedings proposed to be instituted 
against the Post Office, there was neither retalia- 
tion threatened, nor the intention of intimidating 
any one, even if he were capable of doing so, or 
the honorable gentleman could be intimidated by 
anything he could say. But his design was to 
keep things of the same sort together. When he 
saw an attempt made to bring the friends of the 
Administration to act as they did on a former oc- 
casion, then he thought proper to bring up the 
debate upon that expurgation which he had pro- 
posed. Although that resolution which the hon- 
orable gentleman read from the Journal was pressed 
through at the heel of the session, and was adopted 
in the dark, yet it was not in darkness to his mental 
vision. THe saw then with the same distinctness 
of vision which he saw now, that two hooks were 
thrown out on which his party were to be hung. 
If the conduct of Mr. Barry should be condemned, 
then it should be proclaimed aloud, that it was so 
indefensible that even his friends could not sup- 
ort him, and we were to be hung on that hook. 
f we voted against the resolution we were to hang 
ourselves on the other hook, as the defenders of 
this black, rotten, damned Administration. He 


saw the two hooks thrown out then, and when he } 


saw the same process about to be repeated last 


night, it was that which brought him to his feet. | 


The honorable gentleman from South Carolina 
farthest from him, (Mr. Caruoun,] said it was his 
intention to introduce a resolution, in order that 


and blackness of the Post Office. That gentleman | 
had no right to assume that any one here wold 

defend what was. wrong. 
him to assume that such a state of things as he | 


had described would find any defenders here, | 


| Ton} to that debate. 


it might be seen who would here defend the guilt || expunge the proceedings of that day from the 


It was unjustifiable in | 


But if such are solution as had been suggested, 
against persons, should be brought in, he should 
protest against it, and he would either be excused 
from voting in his‘ place, or if that was not per- 
mitted him, he would vote against it. If all the 
resolutions of last session, which were brought in 
by the Post Office Committee, had been separately 
put to the question, he would have voted upon 
each one of them—on some aye, on others no, 
according to his sense of justice andright. He had 
looked over that vast mass of documents in one 
night in order to prepare himself to give his votes 
upon them. But it was because he did not mean 
to be hung on the same hook again, that he gave 
notice of his design to bring up his resolution—it 
was not for the purpose of intimidation or retalia- 
tion, but for the purpese of raising the preliminary 
discussion as tó the right to bring up this condem- 
nation of persons without a formal impeachment 
by the House of Representatives. He wished to 
be distinctly comprehended on another point. He 
was not to be understood either by implication or 
by a direct vote to sanction anything which he 
did not sanction, neither by implication resulting 
from a vote of his own or the arguments of any 
gentleman. Bring up the Post Office in any shape 
which was constitutional, and he would vote with 
alacrity upon it according to his sense of right or 
wrong. But bring it up unconstitutionally, and 
he would give it his zealous opposition. Whether 
tried before this tribunal or another, he had but 
one measure of justice for the Bank of the United 


| States and the Post Office Department. 


Mr. PRESTON disclaimed having hung out 
two hooks to hang any body. He confessed that 
such was his want of perspicacity that he did not 
understand the honorable gentleman from Mis- 
souri. 

Mr. CALHOUN said he rose to move to lay the 
resolutions on the table, to afford the gentleman 
from Alabama an opportunity to prepare his reso- 
lution to expunge. He had some curiosity to see 
how the gentleman would reconcile a proposition 
to expunge, with the Constitution of the United 
States, which said that a Journal of the proceed- 
ings of this body should be kept. He would like 
to see a resolution which proposed to repeal a 
Journal—to repeal a fact. He wanted to see the 
form'of the resolution. The principle involved in 
it was, that we had no right to express our opin- 
ions of the conduct of executive officers, or any 
other officers; and thus affirming the maxim that 
the king could do no wrong—that his ministers 
only were responsible for his conduct. And this 
was the doctrine of the Democratic party. He 
wished to see the extraordinary extremities to 
which Senators must be reduced in this effort to 
expunge the Journals. The thing could not be 
done, but the Senate itself might be expunged. 
And if that should be done by the madness of party, 
this Government was atanend. He was anxious 
to see who would attempt to carry out the doc- 


| trines of the protest of last year—doctrines as 
| despotic as those which were held by the Auto- 


crat of all the Russias. 
Mr. CLAY here said he considered the debate 


| very irregular. He entertained the opinion that 


these resolutions should not be received at all; 
and therefore if they were not withdrawn for the 


| present, he proposed to submit this resolution: 


Resolved, That the instructions of the Legisla- 


| ture of Alabama, presented by the Senator. from 


that State, ought not to be acted upon by the 
Senate, inasmuch as they are not addressed to the 
Senate, nor contain any request that they be laid 
before the Senate; and inasmuch, also, as that 
which those resolutions direct should be done, 
cannot be done without violating the Constitution 
of the United States. 

Mr. CLAYTON said, that so long ago as De- 
cember, 1830, he had moved an investigation of 
the Post Office Department—that on that occasion 
the vials of wrath were poured out on himself-and 


| the late Senator from Maine, (Mr. Hotmes.] He 


wished to refer the honorable Senator [Mr. BEN- 
it was then proposed to 


Journals of the Senate. TheSenator from Louis- 
iana, now on a foreign mission, played a part in 
that farce. It was then that this plan of expunging 
was begun; and had it then been adopted, should 
we now have succeeded in obtaining these reports, 


in prosecuting this investigation? He hoped they 
should learn wisdom from experience. He believed 
the proposition to expunge perfectly ridiculous, 
How (said Mr. C.) can it be done? Iam ata 
loss to conceive. what method would be adopted, 
The Journals of the Senate have been printed and 
distributed among the members of this body. If 
any gentleman wished to expunge an obnoxious 
article, let him tear it out; but if I, on the con- 
trary, am disposed to retain it, how isit to be 
expunged from my copy? For I protest no man 
shall despoil my property. I hope, Mr. Presi- 
dent, no such proposition will ever be made. 

Mr. BENTON said if the gentleman from South 
Carolina, who had just sat down, had not spoken 
again it would not have been necessary for him 
to have risen again. He opposed the inquiry as 
being a criminal inquiry made into the conduct of 
the Postmaster General, upon the ground that the 
House of Representatives were the grand inquest 
of the nation, and that we should reserve ourselves 
until the accusation should be presented in such a 
shape that we could act upon it as judges. That 
was the view he took of it. And now, whether 
he had two measures for the Bank and the Post 
Office, he would leave to others to judge. For 
eight years he had been opposed to the Bank of 
the United States, and at any period of that time, 
if he had chosen, he might have had a committee 
appointed, and according to parliamentary usage 
the committee would have been of his political 
opinions. He had a righttoask it,and thatupon 
strict parliamentary principles. But did he ask it ? 
No; and on the ground that the House of Repre- 
sentatives was the grand inquest of the nation, 
and because all inquiries into malfeasances ought 
properly to originaté there. Butif heever should 
do it, it would be because he could perceive no 
other remedy. With regard to the manner of 
expunging the Journals, which seemed to be so 
difficult of comprehension by honorable gentle- 
men, he would say that in a State contiguous to 
Georgia a Journal had been burnt. Need he refer 
to the celebrated case of Wilkes, in which the 
Journal was expunged, not by the childish opera- 
tion of sending out and having all the copies 
brought in, and the offensive parts torn out, but 
by taking up the Journal of the House, and having 
the offensive part read, and then expunging. it. 
Not by marking a St. Andrews cross upon it, but 
by an entire obliteration of it line by line. So 
that the honorable gentleman would see there 
could be no difficulty either as to the modus ope- 
randi, or the constitutionality. One Journal had 
been burnt, and the other had been entirely oblit- 
erated. But we had got the Post Office upon us 
now, and he begged to say that should not divert 
him from his course. ‘* Sufficient for the day was 
the evil thereof.” Nothing either in or out of the 
Houseshould throw him off his track. He should 
move on to that Journal with the precision of a 
steam engine, and nothing should prevail to throw 
him from his track. 

Mr.CALHOUN. Thehonorable Senator (Mr. 
Bewron] said he had the same measure for the 
Bank and the Post Office. He had succeeded in 


| setting the President against the Bank, but had 


not yet succeeded in setting him against the Post 
Office. He wished these resolutions to be laid 
on the table for the present to give the gentleman 
an opportunity to introduce this matter. He re- 
newed the motion to lay on the table, and refused 
to withdraw it. : 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CLAY then gave notice that he would call 
up his resolution whenever the subject should be 
disturbed. 

Mr. KING renewed his motion to print the 


; Alabama resolutions. 


Mr. CALHOUN was opposed to the motion . 


to print. : 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, expressed a wish foran 
opportunity to make some remarks in reply to the 
honorable member from Kentucky. He (Mr. K.) 
would bring forward such a resolution as the 
instructions contemplated, and the honorable Sen- 
ator should be gratified. The gentleman from 
South Carolina asked whether it was proposed to 
repeala fact. The resolution of censure was no 
fact. When the Senate adopted a resolution 
which we believed, and the people believed, was 
not founded in fact, had we not the power to 
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repeal it? He wou 
the Democracy of this land had spoken, and pro- 
nounced their condemnation cf that proceeding; 
and the Legislature of Alabama had said to their 
Senators, if you have the power of expunging it 
from your Journals, do g0; if not, go as far as 
you can, and not suffer a condemnation of the 
Executive Magistrate to remain there, which is in 
violation of the Constitution of the United States. 
They said, let not a declaration that the Chief 


A $ B f Pop k | 
Magistrate had violated the Constitution, remain |} 


there. He had hoped, on a former occasion, 
that when the honorable gentleman declared he 
would act for the country, that he would have 
litle more to do with party, but he had since 
manifested a very different feeling. He had no 
expectation that the resolutions which he had 
Introduced would have caused this discussion. 
But an euempt 
Post Office subject with these resolutions, 


able haste? When time waa afforded for examin- 


ing the documents, he would go as far as any | 
Bat it had been said |; 


man to punish tne guilty. 
‘that the President held himself responsible for the 
conduct of his executive officers. 
so when the facts came authentically before him. 
And he would now under.ake to say that when 
they came fairly before him, the President would 
not hesitate to apply the proper corrective, and do 
exact justice. He would vouch for his pursuing 
that course. He would serve the country with 
that zeal, faithfulness, and devotion, which had 
always characier:zed him, by punishing ever 
individual under bis con.rol who was proved % 
be guilly. 

Mr. CALHOUN would not (he said) have risen 
again, had not a personal allusion been made to 
him. 
ence of party spirit, But he utterly disclaimed 
all such motives. ‘Phe principles he had volunta- 
rily professed and supported for eight years past 
were sufficient proof of it, Le had voluntarily 


withdrawn from the side of popular opinion in |! 


this nation, and wssociated himself wih a feeble 
minority of not more than one in a hundred, not 
for his own benefit, but as the result had proved, 


more for the beseiit of the honerable S nator him- |: 


self, [Mr. Kine, of Alabama.] Tam nota party 
man, (said Mr. ©.) I have no purpose to serve; I 
have no desire to be here. But as long as it is the 
will of the people of South Caroijina that I should 
serve them, I shall obey. 

Sir, (continued Mr. ©.,) T would not tarn upon 


my heel to be intrusted with the management of | 


the Government. If ane were to go into the 
reformation of these abuses he would not be sus- 
tained. The evil is ingcafted upon the very vitus 
of our po! institutions. {ft cannot be cured 
by a presidential election, but by legislative enact- 
ments. [am no party man. Sir, I stand here as 
a citizen of the United States, or rather as arep- 
resentative of South Carolina. 

The resolutions and the motion to print were 
then laid on the table. 

Mr. SMITH then moved to lay the motion to 
print on the table, upon which Mr. IILL de- 
manded the yeas and nays; and they were ordered, 
and are as follows, to wit: 

YEAS—Messrs. Dell, Bibb, Black, Calhoun, 

Clay, Clay t: wing, Frelinghuysen, Galdsbo- 
rough, Hei Kent, Knight, Leigh, Mangum, 
Nandain, P xter, Porter, Prentiss, Robbins, 
Sishee, Smith, Southard, Swift, Tomlinson, Tyler, 
Waeenman, Webster—27. 
NAYS—Me . Benton, Brown, Buchanan, 
Cuthbert, Grundy, Hal, Kane, Ning of Alabama, 
King of Georgia, Linn, Melean, Moore, Morris, 
Preston, Robinson, Shepley, Tallmadge, Tipton, 
Winte, Wright—20, 


t 
t 


ie 


So 
tive, und the whole matter was ihid upon the 
table. 


Mr. CLAY then gave notice that when the sub- 
ject shauld he moved ayain, he would cifer the 
followicw reaolutian: 

d ed, That the instructions of the Legista- 
ture of Aldama, presented by the Senator from 
that Sate, ought pot to be acted upon by the 


ld say to the gentleman, that | 


had been made to smother up the i| 
And! 
did it compgrt with the gravity of the Senate to || 
denounce the auministration of the Government, || 
and rush into the discussion with such unreason- i 


And he was‘! 


He was secused of acting under the irflu- : 


he question was determined in the afirma- | 


| Senate, inasmuch as they are not addressed to the 
Senate, nor contain any request that they be laid 
| before the Senate; and inasmuch, also, as that 
ij which those resolutions direct should be done, 
{| cannot be done without violating the Constitution 
i| of the United States. 


l THE POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 

i P Mr. SMITH submitted the following resolu- 
;| tion; 

| _ Resolved, That the General Rost Office is deeply 
|; in debt—its affairs in great disorder—its accounts 
|; and reports irregular, unsatisfactory, and in many 
ji instances untrue—thal large sums of public money 
i have been wasted and paid over to favored indi- 
i! viduals upon false pretences; and that its conduct 
and administration are justly the subjects of pub- 
lic complaint, and demand a radical reform. 


REORGANIZATION OF THE POST OFFICE DE- 


PARTMENT. 
_The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill to reorganize the General Post Office, when it 


f 

q 

i, 
i 


ji 
fi 


| Monday next. 

Mr. GRUNDY then renewed his motion to 
ii print the reporis of the committee and documents, 
which led to a considerable discussion, in which 
Messrs. GRUNDY, CLAYTON, EWING, 
LEIGH, WEBSTER, CALHOUN, PORTER, 
aod HILL, participated. 

Several motions to print were made, rising from 
even thousand five hundred to ten and twenty 
ii thousand, 

Upon the motion to print twenty thousand 
‘| copies of the reports and documents made by Mr. 
| WEBSTER, 

ii were ordered, and are as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Bibb, Calhoun, Clay, 


i Kent, Knight, Mangum, Moore, Naudain, Poin- 
dexter, Porter, Prentiss, Robbins, Robinson, Sils- 
bee, Smith, Southard, Tomlinson, Waggaman, 
W ebster—24, 

NAYs—Messrs. Benton, Black, Brown, Bu- 
chanan, Cuthbert, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, 
Kane, King of Alabama, King of Georgia, Leigh, 

i Linn, McKean, Morris, Preston, Shepley, Tall- 

i medge, Tipton, Tyler, White, Wright—22. 


i 
: FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 
-Mr. WEBSTER then moved that the Senate 
: take up the biil making eémpensation for French 
‘ spoliations prior to 1800; which was agreed to. 
The question being upon ordering the bill to be 
engrossed for a third reading, 
Mr. WEBSTER demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered, and are as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Beil, Buchanan, Clay, Clay- 
ton, Ewing, frelinghaysen, Goldsborough, Kent, 
| Knight, McKean, Moore, Naudain, Poindexter, 
i Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Shepley, Sils- 
| bee, Snith, Southard, Swift, Tomlinson, Wagga- 
i man, Webster—25. 
| NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Black, Brown, 
‘Calhoun, Cuthbert, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, 
Kane, King of Alabama, King of Georgia, Leigh, 
“Linn, Mangum, Morris, Rovinson, Tallmadge, 
Tyler, White, Wright—2l. 

Mr. CLAYTON then gave notice that at one 
io’cluck to-morrow, he would move the Senate to 
: go into the consideration of executive business. 

Qa motion of Mr. WEBSTER, 

The Sennte adjourned. 


OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepxespay, January 28, 1835. 


Mr. JOUNSON, of Kentucky, from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, reported a bill to au- 
thorize the Secretary of War to purchase a site for 
| anarsenal at Memphis, Tennessee, and to provide 
i. for the erection of an arsenal on the same; which 

was twice read and committed. 

Mr. THOMEON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Afairs, reported, without amendment, the 


meor 
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. : Ji 
bil from the Senate, for the relief of the heirs of | 


d. 


Colonei Jean Hadry; which was committ 
¥3 
Mr. WISE, from the Commitiee on Naval 


was postponed to, and made the special order for, | 


Mr. FILL asked the yeas and nays, which | 


Clayton, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Goldsborough, | 


Affairs, reported the following joint resolution; 
which was read twice: 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
That the President of the United States be, and 
he is hereby, authorized to constitute a board of 
naval officers, to be composed ef post captains, 
whose duty it shall be,in conjunction with the 
Secretary of the Navy, to revise the codeof naval 
signals. 
Mr. WISE, from the Committee on. Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill to provide compensation to 
Commodore’ Barron, for his invention called: **a 


ventilator of ships;’’ which was read twice and 
committed. 


Mr. VINTON, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, reported a bill amendatory of the act 
for the continuation of the Cumberland road; 
which was read twice and committed. 


Mr. CLAY, from the Committee.on the Public 
Lands, reported, without amendment, a bill from 
the Senate, to remove the land office from Clinton 
| to Jackson, in the State of Mississippi; which was 
ordered to be read a third time, 


Mr. WILLIAMS, from the Committee on the 
Public Lands, reported a bill’ to authorize the 
; removal of the land office from Wapahkanetta to. 
| Lima, in the State of Ohio; which was read twice 
and ordered to be engrossed. 


Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on th 
Judiciary, reported a bill to prescribe the punish 
ment of consuls, vice consuls, and commerci 
agents; which was read twice. : 

Mr. ROBERTSON remarked that there wa 
gene feature of the bill which he considered o 
great interest and importance, and in which he dic 
not concur with the committee. He would, there 
fore, move so to amend the bill as that the fin 
; and imprisonment provided by it should be left t 
the discretion of a jury, instead of the court. 

Mr. FOSTER remarked that the gentleman hac 
moved a similar amendment in the committee 
Several members were disposed to favor it; but 
majority of the committee were of opinion the 
this should not be made an exception to the gen 
eral rule of proceeding in cases of a similar char 
acter. 

Mr. ROBERTSON remarked that the Sta’. 
from which he came held the trial by jury as a 
| sacred principle, and he was unwilling in this ct se 
to yield that principle, and vest the decision in mme 
i man. It proposed to give to the court a discrstion 
which he thought dangerous and improper, and 
which should be left to a jury of the county. i 

1 


The amendment was disagreed to, and the b 
ordered to be engrossed. 

Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committse on the 
Public Lands, reported a bill for the relef of the 
assignees of Peter Albar; which was read twice 
and committed, 

Mr. ASHLEY, from the same committee, re- 
ported a biil to authorize the sale of certain lands 
belonging to a university ia Michigen; which was 
read twice and ordered to be engrossed. 

Mr. ASHLEY moved the printing of papers 
which he then presented to the House, in relation 
to the extension of the boundary line of the State 
of Missouri; which was agreed to. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York, from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, reported a bill grant- 
ing a pension to Justus Cobb; which was read 
twice and committed. 

Mr. ADAMS, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of Lambert L. Vanval- 
kenburg; whieh was read twice and committed. 

Mr. ALLAN, of Kentucky, instructed by the 
Committee an Territories, asked the House to set 
, apart Thursday, the 5th February, for the con- 
sideration of bilis relating to the ‘Territories. 

Afier some conversation between Messrs. 
POLK, ALLAN, WARDWELL, SEVIER, 
GARLAND, and WHITE, in relation to the 
various measures which remained unacted on, Mr. 
GARLAND suggested that the second Monday in 
February be set apart for the consideration of the 
| bills alluded te. 

Mr. ALLAN accepted the amendment as a 
|| modification of his motion; when the proposition 
i was agreed to. 


EE 


January 28, 


: Unfavorable reports upon various pétitions, &c., | 
were made by Messrs, GILLET, J, Q. ADAMS, | 
THOMSON, McKIM, TOMKINS, and FUL- | 


TON, from various standing committees, i: 


RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


: ` Mr. ADAMS, of Massachusetts, offered the 

-following resolation; which, under the rule, lies | 
one day: 
` Resolved, That the President of the United States | 
be requested to communicate to this House, if not 
incompatible with. the public interest, any corre- | 
spondence with the Government of France, and 
any: despatches received from the Minister of the | 
United States at Paris, not hithertocommunicated | 
to the House, in relation to the failure of the 
French Government to carry into effect any stipu- 
lation of the treaty of the 4:h of July, 1831; 


Mr. FERRIS offered the following resolution; | 
which, under the rule, lies one day: | 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury he į 
requested to furnish this House with the report | 
of the Solicitor of the Treasury; together with all | 
the documents relative to the compromise of the | 
claims of the United States. against Thomas II. 
Smith and Son, and their securities. 


On motion of Mr. THOMAS, of Maryland, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Ruads and | 
Canals. be instructed to inquire into the expedien- | 
cy of aiding, to relieve from embarrassment, the | 
Chesapeake and Ohio Canal Company, by grant- 
ing and releasing, for the benefit of the other 
stockholders, the stock now held therein by the 
United States. 


. ks 
PETITIONS PRESENTED. | 


Petitions and memorials were presented bya 
Messrs, J.Q ADAMS, EWING, ARCHER, 
and I: EVERETT; which were referred. 


- ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


Mr. POLK called for the orders of the day. 
Agreed to. ~ - 
When the orders of the day were’called, | 
Mr. POPE reminded.the House that about ten 
Says since he had given notice that he would, on 
: Mis day, move the House to resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
to consider the bill reported by him in relation to 
the Louisville and Portland canal. As the appro- 


$ 


' priation bill was still under discussion, he would | 


postpone his motion until that bul was disposed 
of. i 

The amendments of the Senate to the bill of the 
House for the adjustment of Jand claims in Lou- 
isiana were concurred in, 


The bill for the Lenefitof the city of Alexandria | 


came up upon. the motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby it was rejected. 

On motion of Mr. MERCER, it was postponed 
until to-morrow, 


compensation. In the year 1833 Congress passed 
a law making their fees the same-as if the duties 
had not been reduced, and limiting their income 
to $2,600 per annum... You will. find it stated 
jin the report and in the Blue Book that one 
| weigher received upwards of $2.60), while another 
received but $330; the truth was the one received 
precisely the sameas the cther—averaging $153 80. 
{Te put it to the House to say whether-this amount 
was sufficient if they would bave resectable and 


| responsible officers. The city of New York was 


divided into thirteen districts—many of those offi- 
In the first place, his house 


at $150; his clothing at g125. This awount might 
| be added his food, which he is compelled to pro- 
cure at the eating-houses near the scene of his 
duties, $125. One dollar wag surely a moderate 
estimate of his daily family expenses, making 
| $365 per annum; the clothing of his family mizht 
be. estimated at $125, and $150 for purposes of 
education. Thus we have fur his yearly expenses 
i the sum of $1,490, exc.usive o” various other items 
į which it would be difficult to enumerate. 


sum of $2,060 per annum. They could hot re- 
ceive more under the present law. He believed 
the poor and pillaging system of paying salaries, 


ll which he was sorry 10 see have'so many advo- | 
cates én that floor this year, was the most unwise | 
If you set | 
up these offices for the lowest bidder, you would i 


and corrupting system In the world. 


| have some very respectable looking men giving in 
the figure naught, but they would find the ways 


than that now allowed. 
instance, could make a cask weigh as much when 


before. So with wine, returned for a drawback. 
The cask might be filed with water. 
house cath was considered by many as the least of 
all moral obligations. He knew individuals who 
| would smuggle, while he believed them o:herwise 
{to be men of houesty and integriity.. He hoped 


ij an honest collection of the revenue, by giving them 
an adequate compensation, 

Mr. JARVIS said be had an amendment to pro- 
pose, to which he believed the gentleman from 
Ohio would nat object, It was as follows: 

Provided, That the whole number of custom- 
house officers in the United Siates, on the first of 


wise allowed by Congress. 


ENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House then resumed the consideration of 
the bill making appropriations fur the civil and 
diplomatic expenses. of Government for the year | 
1835. : 

The 
by Mr. 


uestion was on the amendment offered | 


section of the law of 1834 (which gives to certain | 


subordinate officers of the customs the same emol- 


uments as they received prior to the reduction of | 


duties in 1832) to limit their compensation, and 
oblige them to report, annually, the amount of 
compensation by fees, &c., received by them, 
together with an amendment thereto, securing to 
them the same emoluments as they received in 
1834, &e 

Mr. WISE said his object in rising was merely 
to state some facts, as he was led to believe from 
the remarks he had heard yesterday, that the 
House did not fully understand the manner in 
which oar revenue officers were paid. The report 
upon the subject was calculated to. mislead and 
to deceive. ‘The gentleman from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. Wititams] had cited the enormous 
sum of six thousand dollars as the amount received 
bya single weigheror gauger The truth was that 
no such sum was paid. Previousto the reduction 
of the tariff, the weighers received thirty-seven 


and a half cents per ton, but since that reduction | 


their fees were reduced to a low, but adequate 


1 
ANCE, proposing to repeal the second | 
| 
t 
i 
| 


ij present in the service. 


unless there should be an excess in one district. 


requisite, which they would be enabled to do under 
the provision under consideration. If, for in- 
ir Stance, there be too many inspectors in the dis- 


| New Haven, he wished to give the Secretar 


former, and increasing them in the latter. 


York, but he had not the power, provided the 
amendment of the gentleman from Ohio be adopted, 


necessary it might be. Mr. J. presumed the gen- 
Ueman did not design so to curb and restrain the 
power of the Secretary of the Treasury. 


| proper one, and he would adopt it, 
| Mr. JARVIS wished to say a few words in reply 


cers. were obliged to go from one to two miles to | 
l attend to their duties. } 
rent should be estimated at least at $450; his fuel : 


be put to his individual expenses, to which should ! 


Mr. W. said, he would go with the gentleman } 
to restrict the compensation of these officers to the | 


and means of paying themselves a higher salary | 
A weigher of sugar, for | 


one half cf its contents was taken out as it did i 


A custom- ; 


that. Congress would do justice. to these officers, | 
and also do justice to the Government, by securing || 


February, 1834, shall not be increased til} other- | 


Mr. J. said, his object was to empower the Sec- | 
retary of the Treasury, in conjunction with the i; 
collectors of customs, to apportion to places where į 
they might be required, custom-house officers at | 
The amendment of the | 
i gentlemen from Ohio, if adopted, would not per- | 
it mit the Secretary of the Treasury, or the collec- | 
tors, however necessary it might be for the pobhe ! 
service, to send an inspector to any exposed point, || 


What Mr. J. wanted, was to empower these per- ; 
sons to transfer from one district to another when ‘|| 


trict of New York, and too few in the disiri of | 


| a . A 

| of the Treasury the power of reducing them io the | 
At; 
present, he had the power of decreasing in New | 


of adding any inspectors in any district, however., 


Mr. VANCE supposed the proviso was a: 


to the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Wise.) The : 
| argument used by that gentleman in regard to || 
weighers and gaugers, went farther, perhaps, than _| 
he intended; for it applied equally well, and indeed |! 
better, to the inspectors. The latter received a per i 
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| 
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diem allowance, which, by law, could: not exceed 
three.dollars a day, making $1,095 per annum. 
Now, if the weigher and gauger could not live for 
less tidin $3,000 a year, how were the inspectors 
to live for alittle more than $1,000? They had 
as many mouths to feed, and as many children io 
educate, and the responsibility upon them- was 
greater than upon the weighers aud gaugers. Mr, 


J. agreed with the geot'-man from Virginia, that- 


it was in the powerof+, last to defraud the Gov- 
ernment by making falsi .eturns, and entering a 
full hogshead of sugar when it was perhaps only 
half full, or a pipe of wine when its. contents 
might be iicthing but water, and. procuring the 
drawback upon the same. Buttheinspector could, 
if disposed, go a dite further. By law. the in- 
spector was compelled: to certify that the goods 
specified had been actually put on board; but be 
mightcertify without anything being put on board 
stall, Fle might give his certificate; and the 
exporting. merchant would receive the whole 
amount of duties, when none of the goods were 
on board, This was no imaginary case; for it 
had fallen under Mr. S.’s own experience. [le 
had known cases where teas wereallezed to have 
been on board, where there was nothing but empty 


chests, or with stones in them, and wine exported, ` 


where not a single pint had gone out of the coun- 
(ry. 
Mr. J. wished this matter had come up ina 


i Leuer shape, and was sorry that the necessity of 


having such an amendmentintroduced in an appro- 
priation bill should exist; but he was satisfied that 
unless it was put into an appropriation bill, there 
was very little chance of any reform ever being 
mrde in our custom-houase system. It was when 
officers in the larger poris felt a pressure that we 
were to look for action in that House, and not 


! before; and although he was at. no time disposed 


to encumber appropriation bills in this way, yet, 
as there was never any difficulty of encumbering 
them with extraneous matter when the object was 
to draw money out of the Treasury, he could not 
feel himself adverse to it when the object. was to 
retain money therein. ae es 
Mr. HARPER, of Pennsylvania, stated: the 
process in the port of Philadelphia, which was 
usually performed by the deputy weighers and 
laborers, the principal weigher rarely being in 
attendance; for tHere was but one for that port 
Therefore, all idea about dividing the fees amorg 
a number ef persons was imaginary, at least as 
respected the city of Philadelphia. ‘Phe principal 
weigher had little discretion compared with the 
inspectors, who received a compensation of three 
doliarsaday.. As soon asa vessel arrived in port, 


[an inspector was put on board, and it was his 


duty to permit nothing to be taken away without 
his certificate. 
ov shore, under his control, and placed in custom- 
house stcres or warehouses, and secured under 
two locks, one key to be kept by him, and the 
other by the merchant; and the door could not 
be opened withont the presence of both. If the 
inspector was disposed to connive at fraud, he 


| could do so, but the weigher had no means of 


doing it. Then, if 61,333 be rot enough to keep 


one honest, how would $1,000 be sufficient to - 


keep the other so? 
Mr. TI. contended further, that the gentleman 


ij from Virginia had made a very exaggerated state- 


ment in regard to the expense of living in those 
places. A houseamply suficient for a man of this 
description could be rented at one half the sum 
set down, and the expense of fuel was also too 
much. But his principslobjection was the giving 
one man a salary of $1,000 co perform as much or 
more labor than another who was to receive 
2,00). Mr. II. agreed that some legislation on 
this subject was necessary, and that there might 
be particular places where the compensation would 
be found too small, but if officers themselves 
thought so, we should soon havea multiplicity of 
applications from them for a remedy. 

Mr. McKIM said he had been to the Treasury 
Department that morning, forthe purpose of pro- 
curing a return of what the compensation of the 
custom-house officers really was, The fees re- 
ceived in Baltimore, Mr McK. was understood to 
say, amounted last year to only $433, making the 
whole compensation only $1,433, and this was the 
exorbitant salary complained of by several gentle- 


The goods for drawback are put. 
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if s a. 
of every port should receivea certain fixed salary, 


end he believed if aplan of that kind was adopted, 
the country would be a gainer of some thirty or ; 


forty thousand dollare, but he thought the general A 
appropriation bill an improper place for it. Hei 


therefore trusted that the amendment would not : 

revail, but that the Committee on Commerce 
would be permitted to introduce a bill to regulate 
the whole subject. 

Mr. WISE made a brief reply to Messrs. Jan 
vis and Lfarrer, and said the argument used by 
the latter did not apply. ft did not prove that the ` 
compeosation of the weighers was too much, but | 
that the inspectors received too litte. Did any | 
gentleman believe that the inspectors of Philadel- | 
phia or New York received no more than three ` 
dollarsaday? Nosuchthing. Mr. W. defended : 
the accuracy of the statement he had read with 


regard to the expenses of living, &c., and hoped : 


the House would leave the mater alone in the . 
appropriation bill, and authorize the passage of a 
special bill on the subject. 


Mr. HARPER ‘said a few words in defence of | 


the character of the custom-house officers of Phil- © 


adelphia. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND saidhe had one word to 
say with regard to the allusions which had been 
made against this class of public officers. He was 
acquainted with many of them whose characters 
were unimpeachable. 
phia was an officer of the army during the last | 
war, and he had no hesitation in saying that his 
reputation stood as high as thet of any individual 
on-that floor, or elsewhere. 
the opinion of the honorable gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, [Mr. Wise,] that the salaries of these off- | 
cers should be established on a more liberal basis. 
After going into an exposé of the inadequacy of 
the pay of some of the officers employed, Mr. S. 
said he did not deem it expedient to embark in this 
argument, as he believed the whole subject was 


agitated in the wrong place. It did not properly ': 


nloyed by him. Mr. McK. thought the collector |: 


annulled. 


One of them in Philadel- 'i 


Mr. S. concurred in ;` 


He wes, 


; tion bills provisions so entirely foreign and incon- 
‘sistent with their object, and should therefore 
vote against the amendment. 


reply to Mr. SUTHERLAND. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND rejoined. He concluded 


: by again repeating that the Committee on Com- || 
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compensation of custom-house officers, if the 


|| amendment was rejected, in a very few days. 


Mr. VANCE again addressed the House in favor | 
of his amendment, which he contended could do | 


no harm, even if the projected bill from the Com- 


i; mittee on Commerce should be introduced and | 
;¿ passed; for, in that case, theamendment would-be | 
He hoped the question would now be | 
taken, as he was aware the House was weary of | 


i 


the subject. 
The yeas and nays having been ordered on the 
: question of adopting the amendment— 


Mr. WILLIAMS moved a éall of the House; | 


but the call was not seconded by the House. 


moreover, opposed to introducing into appropria- | 


Mr. HARPER followed with some remarks, in ; 


: merce had this subject under consideration, and | 
would certainly introduce a bill providing for the | 


Mr. WILLIAMS made a motion to adjourn; 
which was negatived—ayes 54, noes 79. 

Mr. POLK said the question was embraced 
within a very small compass; It was well known 
to every one that the number of clerks provided 
by law was inadequate to perform the duties of 
the Post Office, and applications had been repeat- 
edly made to Congress for additional aid, without 
success. But although Congress had refused to 
pass a law to authorize the extra number, it had 
uniformly “sanctioned appropriations for extra - 
clerk hire, from the year i823 up to the present 
time, and for years preceding. Had gentlemen 
forgotten that in the debate of last year, a letter 
was produced from Judge McLean, the predeces- 
sor : f the present Postmaster General, averring 
that the duties of the office could not be performed 
without the employment of additional force? The 
fault then lay rot with the Post Office in asking . 
for this appropriation, but with Congress, in 
| refusing to authorize a sufficient numberof clerks 
to execute the labors of that department. If this 
| were not done, what would be the consequence? 
Why that the work must be left undone. Con- 
gress must do one of two things, either provide 
additional force, or pay for extra clerk hire. If 
precedents were necessary, Mr. P. could adduce 
them, of extra clerk hire, granted long before the 
present time, upon the same principle as the one 
now called for. 

Mr. P. said he was not a little astonished at the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, (Mr. Lincoun,] 
whose reputation came there in advance of him, 
that he should upon so plain a question, and one 


Mr. McICAY (after suggesting a verbal amend- | 
i ment, which was adopted by Mr. Vance) said, | 


he last year voted against a similar provision to 


the present, in the appropriation bill, on the; 


: promise that a bill would. be introduced by the 
i Committee on Commerce, embracing the whole 


i subject. It had not been done, and he should now : 


voie for the amendment. 
Mr. HALL, of North Carolina, said, like his 


belong to the appropriation bill. The Committee || 
on Commerce had the subject in their custody, | colleague, [Mr. McKay,] he last year voted against | 
and he pledged himself that if the appropriation || this proposition. It was on the ground that it 


perfectly intelligible, have misunderstood himself. 
He takes up the Blue Book, and says here are 
seventy-five clerks engsged; while the law only 
authorizes thirty-eight, and what can be wanted 
of more? Now, did not the gentleman know that 
the number set down in the Blue Book was the 
number actually employed last year in the Post 
Office, and that it wag for labor done in 1834 that 
the appropriation under debate was asked? ‘The 
labor had been performed, and Congress were 
told last year when the same item was under con- 
sideration, they must grant it, inasmuch as they 
had failed to provide tne necessary force. Con- 
gress did grant it, and the work was done. Mr. 
P, contended that the Postmaster General was 


bill was left unencumbered with the amendment, : 
they would introduce a bill embracing the whole | 
subject. i 
Mr. BURGES said he had heretofore said | 
nothing on this subject, and it had been his inten- 
tion to have said uothing; but he could not con- : 
sent to sit and hear members sneered at, becauce 
in their views of liberality and economy, they 
thought fifteen hundred dollars an adequate com- 
pensation. We had been told that these officers, 
in New York could not live on three dollars per 
day. It bad been suggested on that floor, a few 
days ago, that a distinguished officer, if he was 
not sausfied with his pay, should have resigned. 
The same rule shonid apply to these individuals. 
Bat nc—they still hang on to the custom-house— 
an army of them—and ten or fifteen thousand ; 
recruits could easily be enlisted. TIe could not 
subscribe to the argument of the gentieman from 


Virginia, (Mr. Wisg,] that it was necessary to | 


increase tne salaries of cflicers, to keep them | 
honest. He never knew that plan to succeed. | 
Money could not purify the sordid soul. If this 
doctrine was to prevail, it would be better to give 
up all our institutions— give up society, and revert . 
back to the savage state. 

Mr. B. said he was willing to pay the officers 
of the United States as other men were paid, and 
no more; but if gentlemen would loek around 
them, they would see they were paid at least fifty | 
per cent. more. Bat the Hopse had been toid : 
that the Committee on Commerce was about to 
bring in a bill to provide for this subject. H bad ; 
long been promised, and there appeared to be no | 
immediate accomplishment of the promise. He 
should, therefore, vote to place the additional 


item in the appropriation bill, to crowd the efi- <; 


cers unti! they should crowd that committee to do | 

ite duty. : 
Mr. MANN, 

not about to debate this question; but he wi : 

in justice to himself, to assign a reason forthe vote | 

he intended to give. Ele was fully sensible that 


of New York, said that he was 


shed, `: 


‘introduced strange and foreign matter into the ' 


‘ appropriation bill, which was a bill sui generis— 
: devoted to particular objects, which he enurner- 
ated. He should now vote against it on the same 
: grounds. 


Mr. J. Q. ADAMS gave similar reasons for ; 


voting against the amendment to those offered by 


Harr.) Healsotook this occasion to return hissin- | 


| cere thanks to the Committee of Waysand Means, : 
| for stripping the appropriation bills of ali extrane- ; 
It was certainly the wisest course of : 


ous matter. 
: legislation. 


| Mr. SCHLEY said he believed some provision , 
` was necessary to regulate the pay of those engaged ` 

in the public revenue, to give them a suficient | 
: compensation, and to restrict them from obtaining : 
If the amendment under consideration | 
had been of a character consistent with the biil 
itself, and would have effected the object desired, | 


oo much. 


he would have voted for it; but it was totally un 
: connected with any part of the bill, its subject 


- nor embraced or touched upon in a single clause || 


‘of it; and, therefore, Mr. S. could not vote for it. 


: He was in favor of the principle it involved, and | 


houlg vote against it only because it was intro 
i duced in an improper place. | 
i ‘The question on the amendment was then taken 
! by yeas and nays, and resulted as follows—yeas 
Hil, nays 91. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LINCOLN then moved to strike out th 
. following clause: 
| s Por additional clerk hire for the year 1834 

$88,355 84.” i 

Ele entered into an elaborate argument to show 
that the provision was contrary to law; which had 
fixed the number of clerks, and that the Post- 
master General was not warranted in employing 
the additional force; quoting the act cf Congress, 
and making sundry references to the Blue Bock, 
and other works. 


i 


not culpable. Bills had been reported from time. 
to time to provide additional and sufficient clerk 
hire, but they had not been acted on. A resolu- 
tion was offered a few days ago, adopted by the 
House, and at that time under consideration in 
the Committee of Ways and Means, directing that 
committee to inquire and report what additional 


the gentleman who last addressed the chair, [Mr, | number of clerks would be requisite in all the 


various departments, to perform the duties of 
those offices. He invoked the gentleman to come 
forward with his aid, as soon as the committee 
should report, which he trusted would be in a few 
days. They were preparing a bill to reduce the 
number of clerks where they could be spared, 
and to providé, by a permanent law, that the 
business of all the departments should be substan- 
tially done. The committee will make a bold 
effort and bold appeal to the members of the 
House, and he called upon those disposed to cen- 
gure the.departments, to stand up with them. To 
return to the Post Office; its business had been 
| almost quadrupled since the act of 1828, limiting 
the number of clerks, and it was impossible to do 


‘ithe work with that number. My. P. said he 
'| hoped the House would not retard the passage of 
the appropriation bill longer. He was continually 
pressed by members of all parties, to use his 
“| endeavors to get it through, so as to expedite 
| the remaining business before the House. He 
hoped the House was prepared to vote on it at 
once, especially as the question was decided at the 
last session by yeas and nays, and the principle 
was the same. 

Mr. R. M. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, said he 
would detain the House but a few moments.: He 
was astonished at the memory of the worthy and 
honorable member from Massachusetts, (Mr. Lin- 
‘i corx.} ‘That gentleman’s memory appeared to 
'| be very good in relation to the Post Office Depart- 
“ment, and he could not have forgotten that the 
i same arguinents which he had now advanced 
| were made and rebutted at the last session. Mr. 

J, said he stood there as the personal friend of 


i 
ii 
if 


i 
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the Postmaster General, and he could not sit there 
and hear him denounced as a lawless man with- 
out repelling the charge. . , 

Mr. LINCOLN explained.” He had done-cer- 
tain acts, which he had specified, in violation of 
law; and was in that respect lawless. 

Mr, JOHNSON continued. The gentleman 
might use such language as he pleased, and he 
should take the same privilege in reply. 


The question was "then taken on the motion of | 


Mr, Lixcoin, and decided in the negative without 
a division. ek ' 

Mr. BEAUMONT moved to strike out the 
appropriation of $2,000 for a library for the office 
of the Attorney General. 

The motion was advocated by Messrs. BEAU- 
MONT and HARDIN, and decided by yeas and 
nays in the affirmative—yeas 114, nays 48.- 

Mr. McKAY then submitted an amendment, 
directing the kind of currency to be received in 
the collection of the revenue. 

Mr. POLK. said this was a literal copy of a pro- 
vision in the former bill, and he had no objection 
to its adoption, i 

The amendment was agreed to, and the bill, 


with the amendments, was then ordered to be! 


engrossed for a third reading to-morrow; where- 
upon, at half-past four o'clock, 
The House adjourned, 


IN SENATE, 
. Tuurspay, January 29, 1835. 

Petitions were presented by Messrs. GOLDS- 
BOROUGH, CLAYTON, and TOMLINSON, 
which were appropriately referred. 

Mr. WAGGAMAN submitted the following 
resolutions: i 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 
he instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
erecting a light-house at the mouth of the Bayou 
Bt. John, in Louisiana. i 

Resolved, That a select committee on the part 


of the Senate be appointed to inquire into the: 


expediency of establishing abranch of the Mint of 
the United States at the city of New Orleans. 


Mr. MOORE, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of Isaac Bronson; 
which was read the first timeyand ordered to a 
second reading. 


Mr. WEBSTER said he was instructed by the 
Committee on Finance to move to be discharged 
from the further consideration of certain petitions 
which the committee had under consideration, 
and to present a resolution which applied to the 
subject of them. Fle therefore submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution; which, at his request, was con- 
sidered and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
cause to be ascertained the amount of duties 
assessed and paid on plains, kerseys, and kendall 
cottons, imported into the United, States, which 
were ordered: after the passage of the act of the 
Mth July, 1832, and before the passage of the act 
of the 21 of March, 1833—that he lay an account 
thereof before the Senate at the next session of 
Congress. 


Mr. BENTON submitted the following*resolu- 
tion, the consideration of which he moved at this 
time: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of increasing the appropriation for arming the 
fortifications of the United States. 

Mr. POINDEXTER thought the resolution 
should go to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WEBSTER said he thought the direction 
designed for it was the most proper one. The 
Finance Committee of course were to look after 


the means; but he thought it belonged to the Mil- | 


Lary Committee to inquire into the necessity of 
making the appropriation. He (Mr. W.) thought 
it of the most pressing necessity that the appro- 
priations for these objects should be increased. 

The resolution was then adopted. 

: . REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, from the Committee 
on. Military Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of 
Colonel Daniel Numan; which was read the first 
time.and ordered to a second reading. 


NOTICE OF BILLS, ETC. 

Mr. CLAYTON gave notice that to-morrow he 
would ask leave to introduce a bill authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to settle the claims of 
the Government on the Alleghany Bank of Penn- 
sylvania. i ‘ 

Mr. BENTON gave notice that to-morrow he 
would ask leave to introduce the following joint 
resolution: 


Be it resolved by the Senate aud House of Repre- | 


sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, ‘That so much of the joint resolution of 
March 3, 1819, as prescribes the manner of elect- 
ing public printers, and so much of the joint reso- 


lution of 5th February, 1829, as amends the said i 
resolution in relation to the manner of electing | 
public printers, be, and the same hereby is, re- | 


pealed. 
BILLS RECOMMITTED. 


On motion of Mr. POINDEXTER, the bill for | 
i| of one of my colleagues, Warren Ri Davis, of 


the relief of the heirs of Nathaniel Tyler was 
taken up and recommitted to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

On motion of Mr. KING, of Alabama, the bill 


| for the relief of Duncan L. Clinch was taken up 


and recommitted to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 


Mr. HENDRICKS, from the Committee on 
Roads and Canals, reported a bill making appro- 


priations to improve and complete certain ruads | 


in Arkansas; which was read the first time and 
ordered to a second reading. 


DEATH OF HON. WARREN R. DAVIS. 


The Clerk of the House of Representatives 
being introduced, announced the death of the 
Hon. Warren R. Davis, a Representative in 
Congress from the State of South Carolina, ac- 
companied with the customary resolution relative 
to his funeral. ý 

Mr. CALHOUN then said, in rising to offer 
the usual resolution on this melancholy occasion, 
he felt it to be a duty which he owed to himself 
and to his deceased friend, to make a few remarks 
commemorative of his many very excellent quali- 
ties. He knew him intimately—he was his near 
neighbor and personal and political friend, and 
nearly connected with him by the ties of close 
affinity. And he must say that in forming not a 
very limited acquaintance in passing through life, 
he had rarely known an individual more richly 
endowed. His intellect was of the highest order; 
clear, rapid, and comprehensive; accompanied 
with a remarkable facility in expressing and illus- 
trating his thoughts, both in conversation and 
public discussion. With these high qualities he 
combined a rich imagination, and a pure and deli- 
cate taste, accompanied by a sportive wit and an 
uninterrupted flow of good humor, which made 
him the delight of every circle in which he moved. 
Nor was he less distinguished for his moral quali- 
ties. He was generous, brave, patriotic, and dis- 
interested almost to a fault. For the truth of this 
picture—that it was not the exaggerated effusions 
of a warm friendship—he could appeal to many 
whom he saw around him, who were intimately 


| acquainted with the deceased, and who could vouch 


for its correctness, Such was Warren Ransom 
Davis. Heis now no more. He departed this 
life at seven o’clock this morning. He (Mr. C.) 
witnessed the departing scene. He met his fate 
with calmness. When his most excellent friend, 
(Dr. Lryw,] the Senator from Missouri, whose 
kind attentions to the deceased will be long re- 


| membered by his surviving friends, announeed to 


him, after the adjournment of the Senate yester- 
day, his approaching dissolution, though the sad 
event was unexpected to him, he met it with per- 
fect resignation. He thanked him for his kind- 
ness and candor, and said, that he only desired to 
die in peace and composure. His wish was real- 
ized. He fell into a gentle slumber at one o'clock 
in the morning, to awake no more. He departed 
without a struggle or a groan, lost forever to his 
country and his friends. 

Mr. C. concluded by moving the following res- 
olution: 

Resolved, That the Senate will attend the funeral 
of the Hon. Warren R. Davis, latea member 
of the House of Representatives from the State of 
South Carolina, at the hour of twelve o’clock 


to-morrow; and, asa testimony of respect for the 
memory of the deceased, they will go into mourn- 
ing by wearing crape round the left arm for thirty 
days. 

On motion of Mr. PRESTON, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuurspay, January 29, 1835. 
The House met pursuant to adjournment, at 


i! twelve o’clock. 


After the reading of the proceedings of the pre- 
| ceding day, and the receipt of a message from the 
| President of the United States, through his Secre- 
tary, Major A. J. Donexson: 

OBITUARY. 
Mr. PICKENS, of South Carolina, arose, and 


|| addressed the Chair, as follows: 


Mr. Speaker: It becomes my melancholy and 
painfui duty to announce to this Elouse the death 


South Carolina. He died this morning, a few" 
moments before seven o’clock, Sir, it is not my 
i province to speak in the language of eulogy, but L 
| trust | may be permitted to say of the deceased, 
| that, whatever were his faults, they were of sucha 
nature as to sink with him into the tomb and be 
forgotten; whilst those who knew him best, will 
remember only that he had a heart full of human 
kindness, rich in all those qualities that constitute 
| a gallant man. Under wit that was ever brilliant, 
{and humor that never grew heavy, he covered a 
shrewd sagacity in relation to men, anda thorough 
knowledge of human affairs. Asa public man, 
perhaps the ruling feeling of his heart was a deep 
and burning attachment to his native State. With 
him it was not as with most men, the ordinary 
principle of patriotism. No! it was a permanent, 
abiding, passionate affection for her, and all her in- 
stitutions. So much so, that even in the last days 
of his lingering illness, at the very mention of 
South Carolina, you might see the fire of animated, 
but sinking nature, rekindle in his eye, and burn 
upon his cheek. Jt may be gratifying to his rela- 
tions to know, that in his last suffering hours, 
even up to the moment of death, he retained the 
full exercise of all his faculties. And when it was 
announced to him that he would soon have to 
meet his God, he received the disclosure with the 
most perfect calmness and composure, and replied 
in these remarkable words, that all he “ desired 
was to die easily and gracefully.” 

It may also be to his relations a source of con- 
solation to know, that, during his protracted sick- 
ness up to his death scene, he had around him the 
kindest and most devoted personal friends, who 
ministered to him all that affectionate attention 
could prompt. k 
œ I will conclude by saying, that in his death this 
House has lost a prominent member, and his State 
a patriot citizen, who might have been to her 
an ornament in the brightest days of her proud 
career, 

Mr. P. then offered the following resolutions: 

Resolved, That the members of this House will 
attend the funeral of the late Warren R. Davis, 
at twelve o’clock, to-morrow. 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to take 
order for superintending the funeral of Warren 
R. Davis, deceased, late a member of this House 
from the State of South Carolina. 

Resolved, That the members of this House will 
testify their respect for the memory of WARREN 
R. Davis, by wearing’ crape on the left arm for 
“thirty days. 

In pursuance of the foregoing resolutions, which 
were read and unanimously adopted, the SPEAKER 
announced the following members to constitute 
the committee of arrangements to superintend the 
funeral of the deceased member, viz: 

Mr. Pickens, of South Carolina, 

Arcurr, of Virginia, 
Wipe, of Georgia, 
Haroin, of Kentucky, 
Coutrer, of Pennsylvania, 
Lansing, of New York, 
Mclinrirg, of Maine, 
Crane, of Ohio, 
Lea, of Tennessee. 

On motion of Mr, PINCKNEY, a message wae 


sent to the Senate, announcing the death of the 


a 
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Hon. Warren R. Davis, a member of this [Jouse | 


“from South Carolina; wnen, 
<= On motion of Mr. MANNING, 
= The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
: Fripay, January 30, 1835. 
‘When the Senate was called to order— 


the Journal was dispensed with. 
="'Someconversation then ensued between Messrs. 
WEBSTER, POINDEXTER, WRIGHT, and 
SILSBEE, upon the propriety of adjourning over 
Monday, a motion to that effect having been 
‘submitted by Mr. MANGUM, when the motion 
fas agreed to. : 

“On motion of Mr. LEIGH, the Senate ad- 

journed, and withdrew to the Hall of the House 
lof Representatives, to attend the funeral of the 
: Hon. Warren Ransom Davis. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Famay, January 30, 1835. 


“The House met, pursuant to adjournment, for 
“the purpose of attending the funeral obsequies of 
othe Honorable Warren Ransom® Davis, late a 


Carolina. 
“he Committee of Arrangements, pall-bearers, 
‘and: mourners, attended at the late residence of the 
deceased, on Capitol Hull, at eleven o’clock, a. m.: 
ovat which time the remains were removed, in 
“eharge of the Committee of Arrangements, at- 


he funeral service was performed by the Rev. 
r. Harca. 


-resentatives to the place of interment, in the fol- 
lowing order: 
‘The Chaplains of both Houses. 
Clergymen who attended the 
deceased. 
.-. .. Committee of Atrangements: 
Mr. Pickens, Mr. Archer, Mr. Wilde, Mr. Har- 
‘din; Mr. Coulter, Mr. Lansing, Mr. McIntire, 
Mr. Crane, and Mr. Lea, of ‘Tennessee. 


Pall-Bearers: Pall-Bearers: 


Physicians and 


| Mr. Lewis, 3 Mr. Clayton, 
Mr. Williams, e] Mr. Gordon, 
Mr. Bates, = Mr. McKennan. 


The family and friends of the deceased. 
‘The Members of the House of Representatives and 
Senators from South Carolina, as mourners. 
The Sergeant-at-Arms of the House of Represent- 
atives. 


The House of Representatives, preceded by their | 


Speaker and Clerk. 
The Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate. 
The Senate of the United States, preceded by the 
Vice President, and their Secretary. 
The President of the United States. 
The Heads of Departments. 
Judges of the Supreme Court, and its officers. 
uate Foreign Ministers. 
Citizens and Strangers: 
On the return of the members to the Hall, the 
House adjourned till to-morrow at twelve o’clock. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpar, January 31, 1835. 


Mr. CRANE, from the Committee on Revolu- 

tionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the 
heirs and legal representatives of Joseph Young, 
deceased; which was read twice and committed. 
Mr. CHINN, from-the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported a bill to extend the 
narter of the Bank of Potomac, and the Farmers’ 
“Bank of Alexandria; which was read twice and 
committed. 
Mr. ADAMS, of New York, from the Com- 
littee on Invalid Pensions, reported a bill grant- 
ng a pension to Isaac Eckhart; which was read 
Wice and committed.: 

Mr.CLAYION from the Committee on Public 
Lahds, reported.a bill granting a quantity of land 


On motion of Mr. WEBSTER, the reading of | 


Representative in Congress from the State of South 
be t H 


“At twelve o'clock, meridian, the funeral pro- | 
asion moved from the Hall of the House of Rep- ; 


tended by the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House of || 
‘Representatives, to the Hall of the House, where | 


$ 


in the Territory of Arkansas for pablic buildings 
at the seatof governmentof that Territory. Read 
twice and committed. 


PETITIONS PRESENTED. 


Petitions were presented by— 
Mr. LINCOLN, of Massachusetts, and Mr. 
DUNLAP, of Tennessee. : 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Unfavorable reports were made by— , 
Messrs. FULTON, CLAY, and CLAYTON, 


AMENDMENT OF THE CONSTITUTION. 


Mr. GILMER, from the select committee to 
whom was referred that part of the President’s 
message relative to the amendment of the Con- 
stitution, reported that the committee could come 
to no decision thereon, and asked leave that they 
be discharged from its further consideration. 

Agreed to. 

Mr. G. then asked leave to lay the following 
resolution upon the table: > 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, (two-thirds of both Houses concurring, ) 
That the following amendments to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States be proposed to the Legis- 
latures of the several States, which, when ratified 
by the Legislatures of three-fourths of the States, 
shall be valid, to all intents and purposes, as part 
of the Constitution, to wit:" 

ist. No person who shall have been elected 
President of the United States, shall be again 
eligible to that office. 

Qi. Hereafter, the President and Vice President 
of the United States shall be chosen by the people 
of the respective Siates in the manner following: 
Oo the first Monday and succeeding Tuesday 
and Wednesday in the month of August, eighteen 
hundred and tiHirty-six, and the same days in every 
fourth year thereafter, an election shall be held for 
President and Vice President of the United States, 
at such places and in such manner as elections are 
held by the laws of each State for members of the 
most numerous branch of the Legislature thereof. 
And the citizens of cach State who possess the 
qualifications of electors of the most numerous 
branch of the State Legislature, shall then and 
there vote for President and Vice President of the 
United States, one of whom shall not bean inhab- 
itant of the same State with themselves. And the 


i superintendents or persons holding elections in 


each election district shall immediately thereafter 
make returns thereof to the Governor of the State. 
Anditshall be the duty of the Governor, together 


! with such other persons as shall be appointed by 


the authority of each State, to ascertain the result 
of said returas; and the person receiving the greatest 
number of votes for President, and the one receiv- 
ing the greatest number of votes for Vice President, 
shall be holden to have received the whole number 
of votes which the State shall be entitled to give 


for President and Vice President; which fact shall ; 


immediately be certified by the Governor and sent 
to the seat of Government of the United States, 
to each of the Senators in Congress from such 
State, to the President of the Senate, and to the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. The 
places and manner of holding such elections, of 
canvassing the votes, making returns thereof, and 
ascertaining their result, shall be prescribed in 
each State by the Legislaturethereof. But Congress 


may, atany time, make or alter such regulations, |- 


Congress shall havethe power of altering the times 
of holding the elections; but they shall be held on 
the same days throughout the United States, and 
of altering the time hereinafterwards prescribed 
for the assembling of Congress every fourth year. 
The Congress of the United States shall be inses- 
sion on the Second Monday in October, in the year 
one thousand eight hundred and thirty-six, and on 
the same day in every fourth year thereatter; and 
the President of the Senate, in the presence of 
the Senate and House of Representatives, shall, 
as soon as convenient and practicable, proceed to 
open all the certificates and returns, and the elec- 
toral votes of the States shall be thereupon count- 
ed. The person having the greatest number of 
votes for President shall be President, if such 
namber be a majority of the whole number of 
votes given. But if no person have such major- 


i whole number of votes given shall have died be- 
: fere the counting of the votes; then a second elec- 

tion shall be held: on the first Monday and suc- 
eeding Tuesday and Wednesday, in the month 
f December then next ensuing, which shall be 
onfined to the persons having the two highest 
number of votes at the preceding election. Butif 
wo or more persons. have the highest and an 
qual number of votes, then the persons having 
he highest number of votes: Provided, however, 
f, in the first election, there were but two persone 
oted for, and the person receiving the highest 
umber of votes shall have died before the count- 
i ing of the votes, then, in the second election, the 

choice shall not be confined to the person pre- 
| viously voted for; but any person may be voted 
i for who may be otherwise qualified by the Con- 
‘stitution to be President of the United States; 
: which second election shall be conducted, the re- 
; turns made, the votes counted, and the result of 
i the election in each State, certified by the Gov- 


final result of the election shall be ascertained in 
the same manner as the first, and at such time as 
shall be fixed by law, or resolution of Congress; 
and the person having the greatest number of 
votes for President, shall be President; but if the 
i two or more persons shall have received an equal 
and the highest number of votes at the second 
| election, or if the person who shall have received 
‘the majority of the whole number of votes given 


counting of the votes, then the House of Repre- 
| sentatives shal! choose one of the remaining num- 
| ber of the persons voted for, for President, in the 
i manner now prescribed by the Constitution. But 
| if there shall have been but two persons voted for 
‘in the second election, and the person who shail 
i have received the highest number of votes shall 
‘have died before: the counting of the votes, the 
Vice President then in office, shall be President 
| for the next succeeding term. i 

_ 34. The person having the greatest number of 
votes for Vice President, at the first election, shall 
be Vice President, if such number be a majority 
of the whole number of votes given: And if no 
person shall have received such majority, or if the 
person who shail have received the majority of 
the whole number of votes givén, shall have died 
before the counting of the votes, then ef the per- 
sons having the two highest number of votes, the 


i Senate shail choose one for Vice President, but if. 


| two or more persons have the highest and an equal 


ji number of votes, then the Senate shall choose a 


Vice President from the persons having the highest 
‘number of votes; but if there shall have been but 
| two persons voted for, and the person who shall 
i have received the highest number of votes shall 
' have died before the counting of the votes, then the 
| remaining person shall be Vice President, or if all 
the persons voted for shall have died before the 
counting of the votes, then the Senate shall choose 
one of their own body for Vice President. 

4th. No Senator or Representative shall be ap- 
: pointed to any civil office, place, or emolument, 
‘under the authority of the United States during 
' the time for which he wes elected, and for six 
i months afterward. 
| Mr. SPEIGHT wished to inquire of the gentle- 
| man from Georgia if it was his intention to press 
| the consideration of the resolntion at the present 
1 
t 


session of Congress. If so, Mr. S. would be glad 
if it were posiponed to a day certain, Mr, S. 
' said he would take that occasion to remark, that 
‘although the committee could come to no agree- 
! ment generally, they did agree, with one excep- 


|; tion, to that part relative to the election of Presi- 
i dent and Vice President of the United States. 


! “Mr. GILMER said he should be gratified if the 
House would consent to refer the subject to a 
Committee of the Whole; but he could not, of 
himself, have ventured to ask it. If the House 
! would suffer it to be read a first and second time, 
he would ask that permission. Spa 

Mr. HUBBARD believed a majority of the 
committee were decidedly opposed to both propo- 
sitions. Whether the gentleman intended the ac- 
tion of Congress upon them during the present 
session, Mr. H. knew not; but he was opposed to 
the course then adopted. He-had no objection 


i 
l 
| 
| 
i 
| 
| that they should be merely presented, and laid on 


ity, or if the person having the majority of the |! the table. 
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ernor in the same manner as in the first; and the - 


e 


‘at the second election, shall have died before the " 


January 3T, 


Mr. GILMER would accept either course. — - 

Mr. SPEIGHT believed that he concurred with | 
the gentleman from New Hampshire as to the | 
“amendment. Mr. S. did net desire to press the | 
subject upon the consideration of the House, but ; 
only that a subject of so much importance to the j 
American people should be brought fully before 
them. 

Mr. ARCHER said he thought it better that the 
resolution be laid on the table and printed. 

The motion was then agreed to. 


RELATIONS WITH FRANCE. 


Mr. J. @. ADAMS asked the consent of the 
House to take up and consider the following reso- 
lation, offered by him on Wednesday, 28th instant: 

Resolved, Phat the President of the United States | 
be requested to communicate to this House, if not 
meompatible with the public interest, any corre- 
spondence with the Governmentof France, and any 
dispatches received from the Minister of the United 
States at Paris, not hitherto communicated:.to the 
House, in relation to the failure of the French. 
Government to carry into effect any stipulation of 
the treaty of the 4th of July, 1831. 

The motion was agreed to, and the resolution 
adopted. 


THOMAS H. SMITH AND SON. 


Mr. FERRIS asked the consent of the House 
to take up and consider the following resoiution, 
offered by him on Wednesday last. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
requested to furnish this [louse with the report of 
the Solicitor of the Treasury, together with all the 
documents relative to the compromise of the claims | 
of the United Siates against Tuomas EI. Smith and | 
Son, and their securities. 

The resolution was agreed to, 

PRE-EMPTION RIGHTS. 

Mr. PLUMMER, by consent, cifered the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
granting to the settlers on the public lands within 
that district of country ceded to the United States 
by the treaty of Dancing Rabbit Creek, ia the Staie 
of Mississippi, where improvements have been 
covered by Indian and Jefferson College claims, 
and therevy deprived of the benefits uf’ the prez 
emption laws, a preémption right and other lands, | 
in ueu thereof, and or granting unto them such 
other relief as they may deem equitable and just. 

Mr. CAGE said he had sometime since pre- 
pared a similar resolution in reference to those 
lands, but in a conversation with the chairman of 
the Committee on Public Lands, Mr. C. ascer- 


tained that a bill had been reported by that com- | 


mittee embracing the same objects, as far as re- 
lated to the States of Alabama and Illinois; and 
the honorable chairman distinctly assured him that 
when that bill came up for consideration an amend- 
ment would be proposed thereto, to include the 
Siate of Mississippi, the session being so far ad- 
vanced that a separate bill could not be passed. 

Mr. CLAY said, he did inform the eentleman 
that he would move an amendment embracing the 
Stace of Mississippi, in the bill referred to; not 
doubting that if the House were disposed to pass 
thebillrelating to Alabamaand Illinois, they would 
hot object to the propos: 
had, however, no objection to the resol 
agreed to and referred to the Com 
hie Lands. 

Mr.. PLUMMER’ explained, that the resolu- | 
tion embraced other objects, relative to settlement 
rights, than those referred to by his honorable 
coileague, 

Mr. CLAY was not at first aware of that, and 
therefore he trusted the resolution wouid be 
adopted. 

The resolution was then agreed to. 

. PAY OF THE NAVY. 

Cn motion of Mr. WATMOUGH, a document 
relating to the bill to regulate the pay of the Navy 
of the United States, together with certain amend- 
ments, proposed to meet the views of the various 
members, were directed to be printed for ithe use 
of the Elouse. : 

JOHN N. REYNOLDS. 


olution being ! 
mittee on Pub- | 


ij of Congress, 


tion for Mississippi. He |! vidual expense and enterprise, was procured at || 
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motion made by him on Thursday last to print one 
thousand ex:ra copies of the reportofMr.J.N.Rey- 
nolds; relative to certain islands, shoals, &c.,.1n 
the Pacific ocean. í 

Mr. P. said be had been requested to modify 
his motion so as to have two thousand extracopies 
of the report printed: Aftera few remarks on the 
importance of the work, Mr. P. so modified his 
mouon. s : 

Mr. JARVIS said he would. like to-hear some 
| good redson advanced for printing any number of 
extra copies of thig, work. Jt was not a report 
from a department, but was the printed work of 
an individual, which, it seemed, did not possess 
in itself sufficient interest to insure its sale, and 
so it was found desirable to print it at the expense 
He thought it was high time for 
that body to stay its hand,and no longer be made 
the instrument for printing worthless books. 

Mr. PEARCE said, he believed the geneman 
from Maine, (Mr. Jarvis} could not have fully 
understood the object of the motion. ‘The report 
in question could not properly be denominated a 
book. 
ance to the action cf committees of the House, as 
wellasindividuals engaged in.commercial.pursuits. 
lt was an abstract of information which bad been 
collecting from various authentic sources. for the 
last twenty or thirty years. -All who had ever 
been connected with the important branch of our 
! commerce, the interests of which itinvolved, would 
| readily admit the high value of the information 
i contained in the report. .He*hoped the Ilouse 
would agree to print the extra copies called fur. 

Mr. JARVIS replied. He said the argument 


induce the louse to publish the ** Coast. Pilot.” 
That was a work cf infinite value to mariners; 
and if this compilation was of equal xalue, let the 
| compiler publish it at his own expense, and there 
would be no difficulty in effecting a sufficient sale 
i to indemnify him, Ie repeated, it was high time 
for that fdouse to stop. ‘They had already done 
; enough of this kind of work for individuals, 

Mr. BURGES observed thathe would not have 


for the opposition of the gentleman from Maine, 
(Mr. Jarvis.] He was astonished that oue who 
would advocate an appropriation of some fifty 


should oppose the expenditure of a dollar to save 
the life of the toil-worn and tempest-tossed mariner 
of his country. Ele asked what interest was more 
dear to the country than that of iis commerce? 


|; dominating influence of agriculture; it remeamed 
alone for commerce to open a marker for the pro- 
ducts of agriculture. tie should, therefore, use 
every means te promote the facilities of naviga- 
ition, Eie would rather advocate an augmentation 
of the number of extra copies than its decrease. 
Mr, PHILLIPS wished to say one word in 
favor of this motion. Ele deemed the information 


the House as well as to those directly engaged in 
navigation, The amount of American tonnage 
| engaged in the commerce of those seas was be- 


put together; and yet all the information possessed 
| : RE ane 
f on the subject, excepting that furnished by indi- 


the expense of other Governments. 


hoped the motion would prevail. 
‘T'he question was then taken; and the motion 
agreed to. 


RESOLUTICNS ADOPTED. 


On motion of Mr. REYNOLDS, 

Resolved, That the Committee cn ‘Roads and 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
| of making an examination or survey of the route 
for the Cumberland road from Vandalia, in the 
State of Illinois, to Alton, in said State; and from 
thence to Jefferson city, in the State of Missouri, 
and make report to the next Congress. 

On motion of Mr. WHITE, of Florida, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 


‘expediency of providing for a post route’ from 


Mr PEA RCE called for the consideration ofthe 


Pensacola, by Florida Town, Almirante, Pittman’s 
Ferry, to. Campbellton. = E 


it contained information of great import- | 


of the gentleman wouid be an excellent one to è 


said a word upon this resolution, had it not been | 


thousand dollars for the adornment of the Capitol, | 


Gentlemen might tuik as they pleased of the pre- | 


| contained in the report of essential importance to į 


| lieved to be greater than that of all other nations || 


He dwelion |! 
ii the growing importance of this commerce, and |! 


‘and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the | 


‘On motion of Mr. ASHLEY, 

Resolved, That the Committee cn Invalid Pen- 
sions be instructed to inguire into the expediency 
of reins-riing the name of John Davenport, on 
the roll of invalid pensioners. 


On motion of Mr. FILLMORE, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 
Canals be instrucied to inquire into. the expe- 
diency of causing a survey to be made of the best 
; mode of enlarging and improving the harbor of 
Buffalo for the reception and security of vessels 
navigating Lake Erie... 

On motion of Mr. SCHLEY, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a post route from For- 
syih,in Monroe county, by the way of Zebulon, 
to Newnan, in Coweta county, in the State of 
Georgia. aye 7 

Oa motion of Mr. DUNLAP, 

Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be 
instracted to inquire into the expediency of paying 
Robert Elarshall for a horse lost in the Seminole 
war, 

On motion of Mr. HARDIN, 

Resolved, That the Committee of Claims inquire 
i into the expediency of allowing compensation to 
Samuel. Overton, Bernard Fowler, and James 
Green, for horses loste during the late war with 
i Great Britain, and that the vouchers to support 
i said claims be also referred to said committee, 

On motion of Mr. BOON, 

| Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed te inquire into the 
expediency. of establishing the State road from 
i Evansville, in the State of Indiana, to Anthony’s 
| Ferry, on the Ohio river, and thence to Hender- 
sonville, in Kentucky, as a post road. 

On motion of Mr. ROBERTSON, 

Resclved, That the Committee of.Claims be in- 
structed ‘to inquire into the propriety of refunding 
ito James Herron a sum of money paid by him 
_into the Treasury, with leave to report by bill or 
it otherwise. ' 
PENSIONERS OF THE UNITED STATES. 
The following resolution was offered by Mr. 
| BLAIR, viz: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- . 
atives cf the United States in Congress assembled, 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby 
directed to cause to be paid to each pensioner cf 
the United States the amount of pension due from 
ii time to time, whether as an_invalid or indigent 
i pensioner, at such office or agency as he may 
; Select, at which pensions are paid by the United 
| States. 
| ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


Mr. HUBBARD then called for the orders of 
the day; which was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


| The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
ifrom the Secretary of War, transmitting a state- 
| nent of the appropriations for the War Depart- 
| ment for the services of the year 1834, showing 
| the amount appropriated under each specific head, 
the amount expended under each, and the balance 
remaining unexpended in the Treasury on the 31st 
December last, prepared in obedience to the act of 
i May 1, 1820; which letter was read and laid on 
the taule. 

The SPEAKER also iaid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a 
report from the Chief Engineer, and showing the 
amount of the funds which have been applied to 
the improvement of the Cumberland river, and 
containing further information in relation to ex- 
penditures for the improvement cf said river, as 
called for by the House on the 8th of January 
instant; which letter and report were referred to 
the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

A message in writing was received from the 
President of the United States, by Mr. Donexson, 
his Private Secretary; which was read, and is as 
| follows: 

To ihe House of Iepresentatives of the United States: 

With reference to the claim of the grand daugh- 
ters of the Marshal De Rochambeau, and ‘in 
addition to the papers formerly communicated 
relating to the same subject, I now transmit to the 
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House of Representatives, for their consideration, f 
a memorial to the Congress of the United States, ; 
from the Countess d’Ambrugade, and the Mar- | 
i quise de la Goree, together with the letter which | 
accompanied it. Translations of these documents | 
are also sent. ANDREW JACKSON. 


The message was ordered to be printed and Jie | 
on the table. 
i GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The bill making appropriations for the civil and | 
diplomatic expenses of Government for the year | 
1835 was then taken up, read a third time, and 
passed. f 

Mr. POLK gave notice that on Wednesday 
next he should ask leave of the Elouse to proceed |: 
to the consideration of the bill regulating the 
deposite of the money of the United States in i 

: certajn local banks. i 

Mr. HUBBARD also gave notice that on Mon- | 

day next he should ask leave to move that the! 
` JTouse resolve itself into a Committee of thei; 
Whole on the state of the Union on the bill ; 
| making appropriations for certain harbors. 
- PRIVATE CALENDAR. i 

. The House then proceeded to the orders of the i! 
day, being private biils. j! 
-The question pending being the further consid- |: 
„eration, in. Committee of the Whole, of the bill i 
for the relief of the legal representatives of Richard |: 

, W, Meade, | 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, said he hoped |: 
the friends of that bill would consent to its tempo- ! 
rary postponement, for he feared if it was taken $i 
up no other business would be acted on during the 
day. 

à aier some conversation between the CHATR, 
Messrs, WHITTLESEY, POLK, ARCHER, :: 
HUBBARD, MANN, of New York, and VIN- 
TON, the bills for the relief of Richard W. Meade, 
George Gibson, and Mervin P. Mix, were, for 
the present, laid aside; and 

The Fouse, on motion of Mr. WHITTLE- |: 
SEY, of Ohio, resolved itself into a Committee of | 
the Whole, (Mr. Warn in the chair,) and pro: 
ceeded to take up and consider the following bills- 

A bill for the relief of Samuel Butler; 

{Mr. FULTON moved to amend the bill by a: 
further appropriation for the loss of a wagon, 
horse, &:. Agreed to. 

A bill for the relief af Elizabeth Swain; i 

A biil to refund David Watkinson & Co. a part | 
of the duties imposed on aquaniity of tinand tron Í! 

“imported by them; H 

A bill for the relief of Richard Putnam; 

A bili for the. relief of the heirs of William |: 
Poilard; ` 

A bill for the relief of Sutten Stephens; 

A bill for the relief of Thomas Dixon & Co.; | 

A bill for the relief of John Fraser & Co., of @ 
Charleston, South Carolina; : 

A bill for the relief of Jacob Barton; 

A bill for the relief of Noah Chittenden; 

{Mr. ALLEN, of Vermont, proposed an amend- 
ment to the bill to pay the pension therein pro- 
vided for, to the widow of Noah Chittenden, who 
had died since the bill was reporied; which was 
agreed to.] 

A bill for the relief of Job Bass; 

[Some conversation ensued on the principle 
embraced in this bill between Messrs. CLAY, 
VINTON, GARLAND, and PARKER, who - 
moved a proviso, which was agreed to.] j! 

A bill for the relief of Samuel H. Doxey; 

A bill for the relief of John Herrick; 

A bill granting a pension to Job Wood; 

A Gil for the relief of Asa Armington and | 
others; 

A bill for the relief of Dominick Lynch; 

A bill for the relief of David Kincaid; and 

A bill for the relief of Stevens Smith and others 

The committee then rose and reported the sev- H 
eral bills to the House. ii 


The bills for the relief of Asa Armington and |; 
othera, David Watkinson & Co., Job Bass, and || 
Noah Chittenden, were, on motion, postponed till 
Friday next. 

The Elouse agreed to theamendment of the com- <; 
‘mittee to the bill for the relief of Samuel Butler. j 

All the above bills (except the four postponed) |; 

: Were then ordered to be engrossed for a third ; 
reading. è q 


; relief of William Lawrence, Isaac Baker, Abijat 


‘The House again resolved itself intothe Com- 
mittee of the Whole, (Mr: Hugsar in the chair,) 
and took up and considered the following bills: 

A bill for the relief of Robert Abbott and others; 

Atill for the relief of Matthew C. Perry; 

A bill for the relief of E. R. Shubrick; 

A bill for the relief of Biddle, Becktle, and 


ii others; 


A bill for the velief of John J. Avery; 
A bill for the relief of Stephen Gatlin; 


A bill for the relief of Theodore Owens; f 
A Will for the relief of -the representatives of | 


Thomas Clemmons; 


A bill for the relief of S. Morris Whaler and | 


Henry Percival; 
A bill for the relief of Shubael Conant; 


A biil for the relief of the representatives of |: 


Aaron Smith; 

A bill for the relief of Thomas Ball; 

A bill for the relief of Richard Hargrave Lee; 

A bill for the relief of William Haskeil and 
others; : 

A bill for the relief of Ebenezer Breed; 

A bill for the relief of George Davenport; 

A bill for the reiief of John Carmack; and 

A bill for the relief of Abijah King. 

Ail of which bills were severally reported to the 
House without amendment. 


The committee also touk up and considered the |! S Caa : 
. p i| ‘out of his visits to the Capitol, and that hearing 


following; which were severally reported to the | 
House with amendments: 
A bili for the relief of Lieutenant Mervin 
Mix; 
A bill for the relief of William Lawrence; 
A bill for the retief of William Marcus; and 
A bill for the relief of Isaac Baker. 


| 
P| 

| 

| 


The committee taen rose and reported the bills || 


t0 thie Fonge. |; ‘justification for his attempt on one who 
The amendment to the bill for the relief of Lieu- |i 20" Saas if Ms epres 


tenant Mervin P. Mix was concurred in. 
The farther consideration of the bills for the 


King, and Jobn Carmack, was postponed till Fri- ' 
day next. f 
‘Lhe bill for the relief of William Marcus, as | 
amended, was then tuken up. | 
Mr. VINTON msde remarks thereon, and i 
Mr. SEVIER, of Arkansas, rejoined; but before | 
the questisn was taken, the louse, on motion of | 
Mr. MANN, of New York, | 
Adjourued ull Monday, at eleven o’clock, a.m. | 
IN SENATE. 
Mownnay, February 2, 1835. 
The VICE PRESIDENT communicated a let- 
ter from the War Department, made in pursuance 


of the act of May 1, 1820, showing the amount |: 
of anpropriutious for that Gepartment for the year |: 


1834. 


Mr. HENDRICKS presented a memorial from 
citizens of Michigan City for the improvement of 
their harbor and the establishment of a port of 
ntry there; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 


Also,a memorial and joint resolutions from the | 


Legislature of Indiana, praying for the improve- 
ment of the illinois river. Referred to the Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. McK EAN presented a memorial from im- 
porters, auctioneers, commission merchants, mer- 


; chants, trders,and dry goods dealers, of Philadel- | 
phia, praying Congress to establish a standard of | 


weights and measures throughout the Union, and 
a uniform mode of applying and conforming to 
the same. Referred to the Committee on the 


; Judiciary. 


Mr. CLAY presented a memorial from inhab- 
itants of Louisville, Kentucky, praying Congress 
to take stock in the Louisville and Portland canal; 


‘Sach was the present. i 
i: character of the paper which contains the article; 
: however base and prostitute, it is the known, 


i 
i 
: 
i 
i 
| 
| 
i 
i 


: 2 t which it asserts. 
He also communicated a memorial from the `: 


Mayor of the city uf Boston, remonstrating against | 
the refusal to make au appropriation for repairing |! 
: the fortifications on Castle Island, and asking such 
: an appropriation; which was referred to the Com- 
| mittee on Finance. 


(Mr. Benton presented a memorial from the 
expatriated Poles, praying for some alterations in 
the law passed by Congress last session, giving 
them land.] a 

THE GLOBE—MR. CALHOUN, 


‘* We were informed by Mr. Wilson, the keeper 
‘of the Rotundo, that he had frequently observed 
‘ this man about the Capitol—so frequently that he 
“had become an object of curiosity to him; thathe 
‘had endeavored to draw him into conversation, 
‘but found him taciturn and unwilling to talk 
it Whether Lawrence has canght, in his visits to 
isthe Capitol, the mania which has prevailed 
; ‘ during the two last sessions in the Senate; wheth- 


‘fer he has become infatuated with the chimeras 


| ‘ which have troubled the brains of the disa} pointed 
' fand ambitious orators who have depicted the 
| * President as a Cæsar who ought to have a Bru- 
; ‘tus; as a Cromwell, a Nero,a ‘Tiberius, we know 
| ‘not. If no secret conspiracy has prompted the per pe- 
“tration of the horrid deed, we think it not improb- 
‘able that some delusion of intellect has grown 


: ‘despotism, and every horrible mischief threat- 
i ‘ened to the Republic, and revolution and all its 
| train of calamities imputed as the necessary con- 
: ‘sequence of the President’s measures, it may be 
‘that the infatuated man fancied he had reason to 
| ‘become his country’s avenger. if he had heard 
i tand believed Mr. Calhoun’s speech the day be- 
‘fore yesterday, he would have found in it ample 


‘sented as the cause of the most dreadful calami- 
| ‘ties to the nation; as one who made perfect rot- 


i, ¢tenness and corruption to pervade the vitals of 


‘the Government, insomuch that it was scarcely 
‘worth preserving, if it were possible.” f 
Mr. C. said that he rose to make afew remarks 
on the”article which had just been read—not in 
reference to himself, but on its political bearing and 


| character. 


There are some things of themselves so insig- 
| nificant as to be undeserving of notice, but which, 
| in connexion with others, may become important. 
Whatever may be the 


authentic, and established organ of the Executive, 
: sustained by its power, and pampered by its 
: hands. 

In noticing the article, I pass by the base insin- 
i uation that it contains, and will confine my re- 
marks to the new principles in ethics and politics 
What this principle is, no one 
; who read thearticle can doubt. It asserts that he 
; who denounces abuses and corrupiion, be they 
ever so great, instigates assassination! And what 
description of denunciation is considered as justi- 
fying an assassination is not left to doubt. Aa if 
to remove all uncertainty on this point the article 
refers to my remarks the other day. [| allude not 
to this reference, with a view of defending myself, 
| for I require no defence; but for illustratmg the 
i new code of political morals announced through 
i the Executive organ. It asserts that had he who 
i has attempted the life of the Chief Magistrate 
been present and heard what I said, he would have 
been justified in doing what he attempted; and of 
course, if [ had made such declarations voluntarily 


j, as would have justified the attempt, the inference 


; would follow that I was the instigator of the crime. 

Now, (said Mr. C.,) what were the circum- 
stances of the case? The Post Office report was 
; under consideration. It had made extraordinary 
: disclosures of abuses and corruption in that branch 
; of the Administration; abuses and corruption con- 
: ceded, acknowledged, and denied by none, not 
: even the supporters of the Administration. ‘These 
: I denounced, and at the same time expressed my 


! conviction that abuses and corruption were not 


which was referred to the Committee on Roads |! limited to that particular branch, but extended to 


and Canals. 


| 


l! almost every department of the. Administration; 


Other petitions of a private nature were pre- but which I attributed more to the working of the 
sented by Messrs. BEN TON, KING of Alabama, |! political machine at this time than to the miscon- 


KANE, and KENT 


i 


‘ duct of those who administer the Government, as 
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“great as Í believe this misconduct to be; and it is 
this which the Executive organ has authoritatively 
assertéd would justify assassination. . 

To what are we coming? In the first place, 
it is contended that the Senate has no right to 
express its opinion upon any misconduct of the 

_ Executive, because, forsooth, we may become his 

-judges in a trial of impeachment—acting on this 
sophism,a resolution on our Journals condemning 
his unconstitutional acts must be expunged. Be 
itso; what next? It follows asa clear consequence 
that we are not individually to condemn the con- 
duct of the Executive, in debate, for an expres- 
sion of an opinion individually as much disqualifies 
as a vote upon a resolution. Now, another step 
is taken still higher! still bolder! We are told 
that to denounce the abuse of the Administration, 
even in general terms, without personal reference, 
is to instigate the assassination of the Chief Ma- 
gistrate, 

Mr. C. entreated Senators to pause and reflect. 
Can they fail in all this to see the near approach of 
irresponsible despotie power? In looking around, 
he beheld many Senators in the ranks of the Ad- 
ministration, of whose patriotism -he could not 
doubt. He would, in particular, ask them what | 
is to come of all this; and whether it is not- time 
to halt? Did they not see that the necessary con- 
sequence.is to degrade the Senate to the humble 
instrument of Executive power—to deprive it of 
its usefulness, and ultimately to work an entire 
change in our political. institutions? 

On my part, (said Mr. C.,) I cannot be mistaken. 
I seein all this an approaching catastrophe. I 
again repeat what I asserted on another occasion 
—that reform, thorough, radical reform, revolu- 
tion is inevitable—there is no other alternative. I 
fully comprehend the crisis in which I speak and 
act, I have made up my mind as to my duty. I 
am no candidate for any office—I neither seek nor 
desire place—nothing shall intimidate—nothing 
shall prevent me from what I believe is due to my 
conscience and my country. 


REPORTS, RESOLUTIONS, ETC. 


Mr. LEIGH, from the Committee onRevolu- 
tionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Thornton Taylor. 

Also,a bill for the relief of the legal representa- | 
tives of N. P. Horner, deceased. 

Also,a bill for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of James Bell, deceased; which were seve- 
rally read the first time, and ordered to a second | 
reading. 

The following resolutions were submitted: | 

By Mr. PORTER: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of providing by law for the transpor- 
tation of a daily mail between New Orleans and 
Mobile. 

By Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
inquire into the expediency of annexing the fourth 
circuit to the third judicial circuit, and of so ar- 
ranging the circuit system, as to extend its bene- 
fits to all the States, by seven or more circuits. 

By Mr. WAGGAMAN: : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Manufactures 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
further providing by law against the evasions of 
the tariff on refined and other sugars. 


By Mr. CLAYTON: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
more clearly defining by law the crime of revolt 
in the crews of American ships within the admi- 
ralty and maritime jurisdiction of the United States; 
of abolishing the capital punishment now provided 
by the act of the 30ih of April, 1790, for that of- 
fence; and of substituting a milder punishment for 
it; which, on motion, was agreed to. 

Mr. CLAYTON, pursuant to notice, and on 
leave given, introduced a bill to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to compromise the claims 
of the United States on the Alleghany Bank 
of Pennsylvania; which was read twice and re- | 
ferred. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, made an unfavorable report upon | 


4 


‘the negotiation, or so much of said correspond- 


‘ ‘accounts and reports irregular, unsatisfactory, 


. Mr. WHITE, from the same committee, made 
a similar report on the petition of John Spots- 
wood; which were concurred in. 

Mr. CLAYTON; from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported a bill making provision: by law 
against offences committed on the high seas against 
the United States; which. was read the first time 
and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. BENTON, agreeably to notice, and on 
leave given; introduced a joint resolution, repeal- 
ing a joint resolution of Congress with regard to 
the election of printer; which was read the first 
time and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. PRESTON gave notice that on to-morrow 
he would ask leave to introduce a joint resolution 
making an appropriation for the purchase of cer- 
tain paintings now in this city. 

Mr. SOU‘THARD, from the Committee on the 
District. of Columbia, reported. a bill granting 
annually, for five years, to the city of Washing- 
ton, $70,000, to the city of Alexandria, $17,500, 
and to Georgetown, , towards extinguishing 
certain loans made to the Chesapeake and Ohio | 
Canal Company. This bill also provides for the ! 
relinquishment of the stock now owned by the 
said cities in that canal to the United States. The 
bill was read the first time and ordered to a second 
reading. 

Mr. BENTON offered the following motion in 
writing: £ 

That the Secretary of the Senate inquire into 
the state of the printing ordered to be done by 
the.Senate during the last and present session, and 
report at about what time each piece of printing 
will be completed; which was agreed to. 

The Senate then proceeded to the order of the 
day, when the following resolutions, heretofore |} 
offered, were taken up and agreed to: 

By Mr. PRENTISS: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to 
communicate to the Senate the correspondence 
which passed between the Governments of the | 


United States and Spain, through their respective | 
Ministers or agents, in the negotiation of the late 
treaty between the two Governments, together 
with the instructions given to the Ministers of the 
United States, from time to time, in the course of 


ence and instructions as it may not be incompati- | 
ble with the public interest to communicate. 

‘By Mr. MOORE: i 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary | 
be instructed to inquire into the propriety of |! 
making a suitable appropriation, to aid in the 
erection of a court-house, now in progress in 
Madison county, Alabama, in order to provide 
for the accommodation of the district court of the 
United States, holden at that place. 

By Mr. TIPTON: | 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a post route from 
Marion to Huntington; thence to Goshen, Indiana; 
a post route from Greensville, by Recovery, Ohio, 
to Huntington, Indiana; a post route from Yellow 
river post office to Laporte; a post route from 
Kirk’s Cross Road, by Frankfort and Delphi, to 
Monticello; and a post route from Logansport, by 
Turkey Creek Prairie and Goshen, to White 
Pigeon, in Michigan Territory. | 

The following resolution being under consid- 
eration: 

€ Resolved,. That the General Post Office is! 
‘deeply in debt—its affairs in great disorder—its 


‘and in many instances untrue—that large sums of | 
‘ public money have been wasted and paid over to 
‘ favored individuals upon false pretences, and that 
‘its conduct and administration are justly the sub- | 
‘jects of public complaint, and demand a radical | 
‘ reform’’— i 

_Mr. CLAYTON suggested that its discussion 
might occupy some considerable time, and, as he 
had given notice on a former day, he now moved 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration ofi 
executive business; when, 

_ Cn motion of Mr. POINDEXTER, the resolu- 
tion was postponed to and made the special order 
of the day. for, to-morrow. 

On motion of Mr. GRUNDY, the bill for reor- 


the petition of John B. White. 


ganizing the General Post Office was taken up. 


| petitions referred to it. 


Mr. GRUNDY said that the bill was framed 
principally by the majority of the committee; that 
the minority had some amendments to offer; which, 
on his motion, were received and ordered to be 
printed. f 

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of executive business, after which 

The Senate adjourned. 
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Several memorials, presented during the last 
week by Mr. DICKSON, from citizens of New 
York, praying the abolition of slavery within the 
District of Columbia, and a petition from Oneida 
on the same subject, came up for consideration. 

Mr. D. addressed the House at great length in 
favor of the prayer of the petitions, and the pro- 
priety, justice, and expediency of some legislation 
by Congress thereon. Mr. D. contended that 
neither the Old and New Testaménts, the heathen 
philosophy, or the Declaration of Independence, 
recognised a difference of color in the rights of 
man. He also cited the laws of the District, as 
derived from the State of Maryland, at the cession 
thereof, and contended that the slave-trade, as at 
present carried on here, was worse in its features 
and its effects than that of Africa. While the 
trade was made piracy in almost every country in 
Europe, even under despotic Governments, it was 
fostered and nourished at the seat of the General 


| Government of the greatest Republic on earth. 


In all other Republics, slavery itself had been 
abolished, and on the whole southern continent of 
America, with the exception of the absolute Gov- 
ernment of the Brazils, it had ceased to exist. 
Mr. D. disclaimed for himself, and for the peti- 
tioners, any intention of interfering then or there- 
after, with the powers of the State governments, 
but maintained the full and complete power of 
Congress over the subject within the District. 


|! His object, in the motion he intended to make to 
i refer the subject to a select committee, was, that 
j in consequence of a majority of the committees on 


the District of Columbia being from slave holding 
States, no action had ever been made on similar. 
He then referred to re- 
ports, &c., made by former committees, to a peti- 
tion from upwards of one thousand inhabitants of 


| the District, owing, he said, more than a moiety 
| of its property, for the abolition of slavery there- 


in, and to a presentation of the grand jury of 
Alexandria, some years since, declaring the trade | 
to be a nuisance, from all of which he affirmed 
that to grant the prayer of the petitions he now 
presented would conduce to the benefit and pros- 
perity of the District itself. 

The question of order, as to whether the honor- 


™ able member could go into the merits merely on 


the presentation of a petition, was raised by Mr. 
CHINN, Mr. CLAY,and Mr. BOON, but over- 
ruled by the CHAIR, on the ground that the peti- 
tion having laid over from a former day, and em- 
bracing matters of great importance, remarks 
thereon were in order so long as the House itself 
did not interpose. 

Mr. DICKSON moved that tHe petitions be re- 
ferred to a select committee and printed. 

Mr. CHINN said that he did not rise to defend 


| the course pursued by the present committee, nor 


by any former Committee of the District ofColum- 
bia, upon the subject of this memorial. He hoped 
that neither the present, nor any other committee, 
required any such defence. Nor did he mean to 
disturb the deep sympathy, nor thetender mercies, 
of the gentleman from New York, still less of the 
eight hundred fair memorialists who had made the 
gentleman their champion. He only moved to 
lay the whole subject on the table, and upon this 
question he asked the yeas and nays; which were 
ordered. i 

Mr. DENNY inquired if they could be called 
up hereafter. 

The CHAIR replied, it was in the power of the 
House to call up-the subject whenever it thought 
proper. 

` The question was then taken by yeas and nays, 
and resulted. as follows: Yeas 117, nays 77. 

So the House determined to lay the petitions ` 
and the motion to refer the same to a select com- 
mittee on the table. 
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Petitions and memorials were presented by— 

Messrs. HALL and SMITH, of Maine; 

Messrs. REED, OSGOOD, LINCOLN, and. 
EVERETT, of. Massachusetts; 

Mr. YOUNG, of Connecticut; 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island; 


Messrs. WHITE, CAMBRELENG, PIER- || 


SON,TURRILL, HARD, and MARTINDALE, 
of New York; 

Mr. SHINN, of New Jersey; 

Messrs. HIESTER, McKENNAN, BIN- 
WEY, GALBRAITH, and DENNY, of Penn- 
sylvania; 

(Mr. Denny presented a memorial from a large 
number of delegates, representing five counties 
and many towns of Pennsylvania extending along 
the Monongahela river, from the head of the Ohio 
to the Virginia Siate line, asking for an appropri- 
ation for the improvement of the Monongahela 
river from Pittsburg to the National road at 
Brownsville, according to the plan suggested by 
Mr. Howard. Mr. D. moved to refer the memo- 
rial and accompanying documents to the Commit- 
tee on Roads and Canals. ` 

Mr. Srewarr suggested to his colleague the 
propriety of giving the subject a different direction. 
‘This subject, at the last session, had been referred, 


on his motion, to tHe Committee on Roads and | 


Canals, and that committee had authorized him to 


5 . aie 2 i 
report a bill making an appropriation for the im- | 


provement of the Monongahela river from Pitts- 
burg to Brownsville, on the very plan recom- 
mended by the memorialists. 
would be reached and passed before the close of 
the session. He therefore suggested the reference 
of the subject to the Committee of the Whole 
House, to which this bill had been referred. 


Mr. Dexxy acquiesced, and the memorial was | 


referred accordingly.] 
Mr. MILLIGAN, of Delaware; 


Messrs. HEATH and McKiM, of Maryland; | 


Messrs. CHINN, MERCER, LOYALL, and 
WISE, of Virginia; 

Mr. W. B. SHEPPERD, of North Carolina; 

Mr. PICKENS, of South Carolina; 

Mr. SCHLEY, of Georgia; 

Messrs. POPE, TOMPKINS, BEATTY, and 
JOHNSON, of Kentucky; 

Messrs. STANDIFER, DUNLAP, BUNCH, 
and LEA, of Tennessee; 


io; 
Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana; 
Messrs. CARR and HANNEGAN, of Indiana; 


{Mr. Carr presented the petition of Gilbert | 


Brown, of the parish of Natchitoches, in the State 
of Louisiana; which was referred to the Commit- 


tee on Private Land Claims. i 


Mr. Hasnecan presented the petition of sundry 
citizens of Clinton county, in the State of Indiana, 
praying the establishment of a post route from 
Kirk's, on the Michigan road, by Frankfort and 
Delphi, to Monticello, in said State } 

Mr. PLUMMER, of Mississippi; 

Mr. CASEY, of Hlinois; 

[Mr. Casey presented sundry resolutions of 
the Legislature of the State of Illinois, in relation 
to a grant of land to assist in constructing a road 


from a point on the Wabash river, opposite Vin- ul 
yee i pretence, not authorized by law, to any one of 


cennes, to Chisago; which, on his motion, was 
referred to the same Committee of the Whole 
House to which bill No. 514 on that subject has | 
been referred. The resolutions were ordered to 
be printed.} 
Messrs. CLAY, 


12 


He hoped this bill | 


Messrs, THOMSON and MITCHELL, of | 
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| and also asking the condemnation of a section of 
Í the public land on each side of the contemplated 
i road, for the use thereof—which was referred to 
i the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
' Union; to which a bill, heretofore reported for the 
| same parpose, had been committed. 

Mr. Cray also presented a memorial from the 
| same Legislature, asking the extension of the law 
Fons preémption rights to settlers on the pub- 
tie lands, to the inhabitants of fractional town- 


| Public Lands.] 

Mr. ASHLEY, of Missouri; 
Mr. LYON, of Michigan; and 
Mr. WHITE, of Florida. 


| rials and petitions from various States, &c.; which 
|) petitions and memorials were a 
i red. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


On motion of Mr. HENDERSON, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
f and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the ex- 
| pediency of eStablishing a post road from Brown’s 
| Mills, Mifflin county, Pennsylvania, by the way 
| of Steudts’s Mills and Perrysville, to the Valley 
| post office, in said county. i ; 
On motion of Mr. STEWART, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
: Claims be instructed to inquire into the expe- 
| diency of granting commutation and land to the 


|| Continental line in the revolutionary war. 


i Onmeotion of Mr McKIM, 

| Resolved, That the Committee of Claims inquire 
i into the expediency of paying Hugh McDonald 
į for a horse lost in the service of the United States 
|i during the late war with Great Britain. 


On motion of Mr. CARMICHAEL, 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 


H 
H 


i lishing a port of entry at Port Deposit, in the State 
| of Maryland. 
On motion of Mr. POTTS, 


|| and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
|| expediency of establishing a mail route from 
| Coatesville, by way of Doe Run, Chatham, West- 


| Pennsylvania. 


Mr. McKAY offered the following resolutions 
! which, under the rule, lie one day: 


| be directed to make to this House a statement of 
i all moneys disbursed from the Treasury of the 
| United States for expenses and intercourse with 


‘therein noting as far as can be ascertained, the 
sums received by the respective agents or consuls, 
land the purposes to which the same have been 


| applied in each of said years. 


| Resolved, That all cases during the past ten 
| years wherein any consul or agent residing on the 
Barbary coast, has paid for any purpose or on any 


said Powers, or to the officers or subjects thereof, a 
greater sum than three thousand doliars in any one 
| year, w 
ithe same, that the Secretary 1 


nform this House 


| writing of the President, first obtained for that 
: purpose. 
Oa motion of Mr. PINCKNEY, 


he is hereby, requested to tran 
copies of all such naval repo 
ments in his possession as relate to the em 
ment of cotton canvas in the American navy, and 
the propriety of providing cotton clothing for the 


G 


i ships, who are now denied the benefits of that : 
i law—which was referred to the Committee on the | 


The SPEAKER also presented several memo- I 


ppropriately refer- | 


| heirs of George Calmes, an officer of the Virginia | 


instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- i| 


| Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
| grove, Rosscommon, and Boyd’s Store, to Strick- | 
i ersville, all in the county of Chester, and State of ii 
FA 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury i 


l the Barbary Powers during the last ten years, || 


ith intent to charge the United States with | 


: whether it is done by the special approbation or | 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be,and 
smit to this House | 
rts and other docu- |; 


ploy- 3} 


1 seamen, and also to accompany his report with an 
|| expression of his own views and opinions upon 
i| both these subjects. 

i On motion of Mr. PINCKNEY, 

| Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs 
| be instructed to ascertain and report to what ex- 


i 
i} tent cotton canvas has hitherto been introduced 
i into use in the American navy; and to inquire 
li into the expediency of providing by law for its 
| general employment on board of ail vessels of 
| the United States, and also of substituting cotton 

cloth for the general clothing of the seamen at- 
tached to the Navy, in the place of the linen man- 
ufacture now in use. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


| Mr. HUBBARD, from the Committee of Ways 
il and Means, reported the following resolution; 
ii which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to communicate to this House, as soon as prac- 
ticable, a map or chart representing the present 
state of the breakwater and the adjoining shoals 
| ia the river Delaware, with the report of the en- 
gineers thereon, or any other information which + 
| may be in the possession of the department, tend- 
ing to show the policy or impoliey of making 
further appropriations for the present for the im- 
provement of the said break water. 


Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Invalid 
| Pensions, reported a bill granting a pension to 
William C. Beard, late a captain in the Army of 
the United States; which was read twiceand com- 
mitted. 

Mr. ROBERTSON, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported a bill to extend the provisions 
of certain laws for the relief of insolvent debtors; 
which was read twice, and its further considera- 
tion postponed for one week. 

Mr. TOMPKINS, from the Committee on Revo- 
| lutionary Pensions, reported a bill to establish a 
| pension agency south of Green river, in Kentucky; 
1| which was read twice, and ordered to be engrossed. 
| Unfavorable reports'were made by Messrs. MIL- 
i LER, MARSHALL, TOMPKINS, BANKS, 
{ 

i 


and FULTON, from their respective standing 
| committees. 

Mr. WARDWELL (instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims) moved that the 
bill to authorize the Secretary of War to appoint 
agents to examine pensioners, in order to prevent 
| frauds, and for other purposes, be made the spe- 
cial order ofthe day for to-morrow week. 


INDIAN RESERVATIONS. 


The following resolution, heretofore offered by 
| Mr. McCARTY, was taken up: 

“Resolved, That the President of the United States 
‘be requested to transmit to this House copies of 
|| all letters and correspondence of all Indien agents 
| ©and sub-agents, and other persons connected with 
‘| the Indian department, now in the Executive or 
| © War Department, or in the office of the Commis- 
' «sioner of the General Land Office, connected with 
i| s or relative to the survey, location, sale, and trans- 
! ¢ fer of ail Indian reserves of lands since the year 
© 1825, up to this time; and also, all the orders and 
communications from the Executive of the United 
States, through the War Department, or General 
Land Office, or otherwise, in reference to said sur- 
veys, locations, sales, and transfers of Indian re- 
serves; together with maps and plats of said sur- 
| é veys, and of the tracts approved and confirmed by 
| «the President under said transfers and sales, and 
‘ what remains unappropriated, that have been re- 
‘ported and submitted for his approval, together 
t with the evidence of title.” 

To which Mr. PLUMMER had moved an 
amendment to restrict the call for information to 
‘that not already communicated to the Senate 
under resolutions of that body, adopted at the last 
session.” 

And which having been referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian A fisirs— 


ii 


ii 
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Mr, LOVE, from that committee, reported the 
same, with an amendment, as follows: 


Strike outafter the word correspondence, in the 
fourth line, the words, “of all Indian agents, sub- 
‘agents; and other persons connected with the 
Indian department;’’ and insert after the words 
General Land Office, in the eighth line, the words 
“tof all Indian agents, sub-agents, and other persons; ” 
‘and insert after the words “ reserves of lands,” in 
the tenth line, the words “‘ east of the Mississippi 
river.”? ` 


Mr. McCARTY said: Mr. Speaker, when [ 
closed my remarks upon this subject, more than 
aweek ago, upon the motion of the gentleman from 
‘Kentucky (Mr. Love] to refer this subject to the 
Committee. on Indian Affairs, I had no intention 
of again troubling the House with any further 
remarks of mine, Nor, sir, imporiant as I con- 
sider the subject to the country, should I have 
done so, but for the reported remarks of one of 
my colleagues [Mr. Lane] of the debate which 
took place on that day,and the subsequent debate 
upon this subject. N 

- Mr. Speaker, when T introduced the resolution 
under consideration, I carefully and studiqusly 
avoided locating charges of fraud in any district, 
or any particular section of the country, or upon 
any individual officer; ner, in no remark made by 
me on this floor, during the time I occupied the 
attention of the House upon this subject, have | 

‘adverted or made any allusion whatever to any 
specific place, or upon any individual, of the frauds 
contemplated to be laid open by this resolution. 
lt is not my practice, sir, to stand here and charge 
individuals elsewhere with any act dishonorable 
to themselves or to the country, where they would 
be unable to defend themselves. The object of 
‘the resolution was, as expressed on its face, simply 
for the purpose of bringing forward—believing as 


ldo that frauds exist—such evidence as would- 


lead to an investigation into the conduct of public 
agents whieh- may be thought prejudicial to the 
public interest, for the purpose-of enabling the 
Exerutive and the proper departments to correct 
those fraudulent practices and of exposing the 
perpetrators. But, notwithstanding my repeated 
disclaimers against anything like locating charges 
in any section of the country, my colleague [Mr. 
Lane] has been kind enough, in his reported 
remarks in the Globe, to falsely impute the charge 
upon myself and an honorable colleague, [Mr. 
Ewina,] of having located the frauds referred to 
within the State of Indiana. 

Sir, itis needless for me to reiterate this dis- 
elaimer here, for every gentleman upon this floor 
who participated in that discussion must well 
remember it; butit is due to myself that I should 
expose this misrepresentation, which was intended 
to operate more elsewhere than here. aThe gentle- 
man, [Mr. Lane,] after having made his first 
remarks, in which he goes on to state that he 
objected to the resolution, because I had not been 
sufficiently specific, and for that reason he could 
not vote for it, so fully was he satisfied that I had 
located charges nowhere, that he called upon me 
to put my finger upon the agent who had acted 
fraudulently. And this was also all the ground 
of objection taken by the gentleman who opposed 
the resolution; these were the remarks; I believe, 
of my colleague, in his first speech upon the sub- 
ject. In his second remarks he changes his ground, 
ant instead of opposing the adoption of the reso- 
lution as before, he says, in substance, “that he 
s feels it incumbent upon him to redeem the people 
“of the State of Indiana from the charges imputed 
*tothem by my colleague and myself,” “ as they 
‘had, if fraud had been committed, located it 
“there.” 

Tis corrected remarks read thus: “ And that, 
‘inasmuch as the resolation originated with the 
‘gentleman from his own Sate, and inasmuch as 
‘two of his honorable colleagues [Messrs. Ewine 
“and McCarry] had expressed a belief that frauds 
thad been perpetrated in the transfer of Indian 
‘reservations, it might be supposed that some of 
‘those frauds had taken place in Indiana. Here 
the gentleman has travelled out of his way, and 
‘out of the subject under consideration, to seek an 
‘excuse to pass a eulogy upon the citizens of Indi- 
ana, entirely gratuitous and uncalled for by the 
occasion, in teply to charges that not only were 


never made, but upon which nothing had been 
said. The gentleman has endeavored to show 
that he had corrected this error, by the pùblica- 
tion of a letter inthe Globe. Butmark! He pro- 
fesses to have written it on Saturday, but instead 
of appearing in Monday’s paper, it did not appear 
till Tuesday, although the gentleman assured the 
House that he took the earliest occasion to correct 
the error, but that his letter did not reach the office 


-until late on Sunday night, and after the form of 


the paper had-been made up. 

Now, sir, the resolution came from myself, and, 
in my remarks on its introduction, I distinctly 
stated that I was personally acquainted with the 
agent in Indiana, and disavowed any intention of 
imputing wrong to that individual, whom I believe 
to be incapable of perpetrating a fraud. Why, 
then, was the State of indiana, and the agents 
there, named by my colleague? Why, he says, 
‘inasmuch as the resolution originated with a 
gentleman from his own State.” Sir, no such 
inference can be drawn, either from any remarks 
I made, or from the resolution itself. The res- 
olution was introdaced by me for the purpose of 
getting at the subject generally. It was known to 
the gentleman that for two years I have been con- 
nected with the Committee on Indian Affairs; and 
that my investigation on this subject was general. 
How, then, could he come to the conclusion he 
states, in the total absence of anything said or 
done on my part to warrant such an inference. 
He could net. d 

But even admitting that I had been disposed to 
locate these frauds in the State of Indiana, would 
it have been considered disreputable to a whole 
people, because a few dishonest persons may be 
found among them? Would that have offered a 
suficient ground for a gentleman to misrepresent 
his colleagues, for the purpose of passing a hypo- 
critical eulogy, uncalled for and out of place, and 
entirely gratuitous on his part? No one thinks 
higher of my fellow-citizens of Indiana than I do; 
but would any gentleman believe me if I were to 
assert it as my opinion, that there was not a man 
among them’capable of committing fraud? Was 
it an imputation upon the honest portion of any 
community, to charge some one or two of them 
with the perpetration of fraud—had I even done 
so—which is not true? Even the records of the 
gentleman’s own county, which had as honest 
men as any in the world, would show that things 
had been done there not altogether consistent with 
honesty and fair-dealing. But where was there a 
county in this Union, whose records would not 
show that dishonest and corrupt men had lived 
there, and yet, is this an imputation upon the 
inhabitants of the county, does it argue against 
the integrity and purity of the community gen- 
erally? Certainly not. My motive, Mr. Speaker, 
was a general one, in reference to the general 
interest of the country. Sir, were I disposed, I 
might instance a circumstance in my own State, 
not of fraud, sir, but of deep interest to those 
concerned, as well as the State, which of itself, I 
think, is of sufficient interest and importance to 
warrant the call contemplated by. this resolution. 


| It is this: a good many reserves were made by the 


treaty of 1826, in Indiana, to the minor Indian 
children of a particular school. Those children 
have mostly gone from the country, and it is be- 
lieved their lands, or many of them, have been 
transferred; if so, the titles may be questioned, and 
innocent purchasers may suffer; and itis important 
these facts should be known. 

I will again, sir, recur to the speech of my col- 
league, [Mr. Lawnz,] subsequently made, in ref- 
erence to his feelings upon this subject. He says 
“he would ever be ready to codperate with them 
‘ [his colleagues} in anything and everything they 


j ‘may undertake, calculated to promote the inter- 


t ests of their constituents, the interest and pros- 
‘ perity of our State, and the interest and prosper- 
‘ity of the Union.” 

Now, sir, these sentiments are certainly worthy 
of a representative and a better heart; but take 
them in connexion with the following, from 
another speech, made by the gentleman upon 
another occasion. | refer to it, sir, to show the 
insidious design of the gentleman upon that occa- 
sion; and that the interest of the State and his 
Gistrict is net so much his object as to fish for a 


' pretext to Ax blame and censure upon others. 


y 
i 


“Mr. Lane said, he regretted he could not, in 
‘justice to himself, accept the kind aid of his good 
‘ feeling colleague, (Mr. McCarry,] in the motion 
‘he had made to reconsider the vote of yesterday, 
‘ rejecting the resolution he had the honor of pre- 
‘senting to the House foradoption. That it was 
‘his intention to present it anew to the House, 
‘locating its commencement.” * 

Now, he could have no such motive, for its 
commencement had been designated by the reso- 
lution itself. ` 

Mr. Speaker, the resolution was offered by the 
gentleman himself, referring, as I thought, to a 
subject already before one of the standing com- 
mittees of the House, and it was for that reason 
alone I made the suggestion I did upon that occa- 
sion. As soon, however as I discovered the mis- 
take, I myself moved its reconsideration; and the 
gentleman, although it was his own resolation, 
his own proposition, objected to its reconsidera- 
tion under the pretence that he would “ present it: 


anew to the ETouse, locating its commencement.” 


I have quoted this for the purpose of connecting 
these subjects, and to show that the opposition to 
the reconsideration of the gentleman’s own resolu- 
tion, and his published remarks on that subject, 
were intended for political effect at home, and not 
for the information of the House, because they 
were made out of this House, and written by the 
gentieman himself. 

Mr. Speaker, { have upon all occasions care- 
fally avoided any collision with any gentleman 
upon this floor. It is both unpleasant and dis- 
agreeable, and itis especiallwso with a colleague. 
But when I see my remarks and my motives mis- 
represented, and those misrepresentations sent 
abroad throughout the country to produce an effect 
against me at home, I could not, in justice to 
myself and those I represent, permit them to pass 
unnoticed. Sir, there are a species of animals in 
our forests, with whom, notwithstanding their 
weakness and abject meanness of spirit, the lion 
himself would shun a controversy. There are, 
Mr. Speaker, men who owe their impunity from 
rebuke aad chastisement to their resemblance 
to these quadrupeds. I hope the House will 
pardon me for thus trespassing upon its patience 
by introducing matters not altogether relevant to 
the subject undér consideration. 

I know, sir, the gentleman may suppose that 
the length of time that has elapsed since his re- 
marks have gone forth, would have enabled them 
to produce the desired effect; but this being the 
first occasion that has offered to make the correc- 
tion, | have thought it due to myself to embrace 
it. I haveno objection that gentlemen should take 
any course they think proper to write out their 
own speeches when it is not done at the expense 
of truth and to the detriment of others. 

The gentleman the other day, in reply to my 
colleague, [Mr. Ewine,] after he had been told in 
emphatic terms that his published remarks were 
not true, that he had written them himself, and 
that the reporter, therefore, was not chargeable 
with the misrepresentation, boastingly tells the 
House that whoever contradicts his assertion does 
itathis peril. Why, sir, this reminds me of a 
very troublesome fellow in my neighborhood who 
had offended a very good citizen, and refusing to 
male the necessary redress, the gentleman took 
upon himself the responsibility of redressing his 
own wrong by applyinga very unpleasant appli- 
cation to the young man’s shoulders. After giving 
him about thirty, he let him pass. The fellow 
immediately applied to the clerk for a writ, who 
asked him why he did not fight back. “ Why,” 
said the fellow, “I had determirféd if he had 


i struck another lick, I would have given him hell!” 


Mr, Speaker, when I introduced the subject 
here, I did it in the character of a representative 
of the people. I consulted no personal feeling, 
nor am I responsible to any but my constituents 
out of this House; but, notwithstanding this, I 
shall never shrink from any responsibility that 
may grow out of anything that I may say here. 
Nor, sir, have | introduced it for the purpose of 
ferreting out and making charges against the Ad- 
ministration. No, sir, ]am an older soldier in the 
supportof the Administration than that gentleman, 
and have defended it from the earliest period, 


| and expect to do so as long as I have the honor 


of a seat here, when I think its measures are cor- 
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| ment, calculated to do great injustice to myself 


li and my colleague on my right, [Mr. Car 
x h : 3 i y a , . TY, |ang 
upon the Executive by this resolution. On the con- i to deceive our constituents. I further charged him 
i 


trary, its object is to enable the Executive w do i| with making such a correction of it as might still 
justice to the country. I have brought it forward, || gain for him unmerited credit for defending them 
sir, after due deliberation and reflection; and I -from the false and injurious statement which ori- 
trust it will be adopted, so that the country may 
see where frauds have been perpetrated, and who if the Globe. The House has witnessed his pretext, 


have been guilty of them, and that those who have |: inuendoes, and subterfuge, in reply to these ex- 


been unjustly charged may have it in their power f posures, and heard his declaration that what he 
to exculpate themselves, I again repeat, sir, that 


I á í ; ; then said-was “true, and not false, and that the 
so far from locating the- frauds in Indiana, or 


intending to locate them there, I located them 
nowhere; I made no charge against the agent in 
Indiana—-whom I believe to be as honest and 
honorable a man as lives—nor against any other 
individual whatsoever. I have reason to believe 
that fraud has been perpetrated somewhere, and I 
wish it known. 

In conclusion, sir, let me assure my honorable 
colleague that L will never suffer misrepresenta- 


| 
f 
j 
dx 
j 
$ 


i had sought protection under the dome and within 
; the walls and drapery of this House, for the ex- 
| posure of the impositions. He [Mr. Lane] did 
| not deny that he had written the false statement 
i for the Globe; but he may have wished to convey 


| facts. Now,1 would have that member to under- 
; stand that such an idea is as unfounded as the 
tions of myself to pass here unheeded, nor, so |! falsehoods I have already exposed. I claim no 
long as I shall be honored with a seat on this || protection from the walls, dome, or drapery. It 
floor, permit them to go without exposing them jj is not these, but my constituents, that I regard; 
to public view, I have thus, Mr. Speaker, said |! and I have not, nor shall I ever, make any remarks 
all i intended on this subject, and beg to express || here which I shall shrink from reiterating else- 
my acknowledgments to the House for the indul- | where. 
gence afforded me. My main object was to cor- |! on his part, that he would seek no such protection. 
rect this-error, and to do justice to myself by |} 
placing the whole matter fairly before the public. |} 

Mr. EWING then rose, but ; | chooses. 

Mr. WATMOUGH called for the order of the |; As the able exposition of my respected colleague 
day; which motion was not sustained—ayes 55, |; (Mr. McCarry] has placed the matter at issue in 
noes not counted. | its true light I would say no more, were it not for 

Mr. EWING, of Indiana, said he did not rise 
to protract the debate upon this resolution, and 
he should not now add one word after the remarks 
of his respected colleague, [Mr. McCarry,] who 
had just taken his seat, were it not that the cor- 
rection of false and injurious matter made by the || 
member on his right (Mr. Lane] was little less || ground on which he based it. He knew I had 
offensive than his original publication, ln his |; 
effort to avert the force of the correction, I felt |: pretended defeuce of them was required by my 
myself called upon to reply; he seemed to take |: course; and he knew, and this House knew, he 
offence at the language | had used, when it is || 
known to the House that I used no language but |; 
what his injurious misrepresentation justly mer- 
ited. Iam in the habit of calling things by their |; 
right names, and so are the upright people I rep- |} ; 
resent. I call a spade a spade, when [ allude to |! no place to play the braggart, and I hope he will 
| hereafter seek some place more suitable. If, as 
_ he said, he would indulge in no defamation, why 
i did he not frankly and effectually correct his error 


responsible, and he may pursue what course he 


and the declaration of what the member [Mr. 
Lane] ‘* would never do,” which accompanied his 


that implement; and in repelling the charge that I 
had implicated the people of Indiana in any par- 
ticipation of fraud, cr that the resolution was cal- 
culated to do so, or that it justified or required 
his bald eulogium, I used only such terms as were 
necessary to expose the falsehood. 

Th® member [Mr. Lane] commenced his re- 
marks by stating that he would not ‘ bandy epi- 
thets,” but that he would state the truth, and 
that contradiction would be at “peril.” Now, I, 
bandy no ‘‘epithets;” I establish the fact that he | 
did not state the truth; and of his “ perils,” Tam ; 
here and elsewhere utterly regardless. Indeed 
in this case, the ‘ peril’? is fudge; what does no 
appear, does not exist. But if his “perils” ar 
the garbled and untrue reports sent through the 
medium of tne Globe, to injure faithful Representa 
tives at home, I confess | cannot express such |; à e u c Po 
indifference. Why, sir, the report of my late | been written out by himself, as e usual in t e 
remarks in that partisan print were so garbled |, House. That in setting thie ty pome gompositor 
and shaped as to give covert point to his misrep- į omitted the following words: “w ea wou seem 
resentations. I acknowledge, sir, there is art į; to locate them; had this line not e cini te 
manifested in this course; the same sort of art |; all this difficulty would have been avoided, but as 
which he displayed in his uncailed for allusion to |; it is the assault on the part ot my coleg agi 
the people of Indiana. i uncalled for, and unprovoked on my part, 1nas- 


t 
{ 
The people require ser- | } y part 
vices, not flattery; and in his case it was dealt out i much as the correction was made before the as- 
i 
i 


‘ resolution Í hope will be adopted. 
` Mr. LANE said his colleagues [Messrs. Mc- 


said his colleagues had located the frauds in Indi- 
ana—that as soon as he saw the report of his re- 
marks in the Globe, he had detected the error, 
| and sent a note to the office correcting it. 


i -ji t 
upon the unfounded assumption that the resolu i sault. — of . 
tion of ray colleague (Mr. McCarry] had cast a | Mr. L. said it was aera impleaesnn te 
stigma on them, when, in fact, the people of ; pugnant to all his feelings, to be called upon to 
Massachusetts, and every other State, were as © 


; 
` : . ion | as had been thrown upon the House, H has been 
were; for the resolution |: as had | : pon t i RE 
much implicated as they ‘ said with wisdom, there is & time for all things. 


is brine necessary information , V n, there 
fo ae se ee á | A poor thing said in, is better than a good one 
Bat The one is the manifestation of a 


out of place. 
wien Chee s had reference to the new weak mind—the other of a depraved taste. 


version of his remarks, and not to those that he: ponies 
reported for the Globe, which were the original | the loss of a personal and ae Miene mal 
cause of complaint. Now, how does the matter | for the loss of a valuable member. a ongue, 
stand, the threatened peril notwithstanding? I l lately so eloquent, is silent. Those eyes so bright, 


c peril”? threatened by the i 


| ginated in his own imagination, and appeared in | 


: the idea that I could be intimidated from stating 


The intimation was given as adisclaimer | 


He must now know that I hold myself personally | 


the degrading perversions of my former remarks, į 


| perversions. ` He labored to make the erroneous | 
| impression that I took offence at his unnecessary || 
eulogy on my constituents, instead of the false , 


taker: offence only at his attempt to show that his | 


; in proper time, and why did he labor to avert the | 
: force of my correction? I wish only that the con- | 
stituents of each shall know the facts of this case, | 
as the House knows them; and that each of us | 
may be judged by the tendency of our acts. The | 


Carry and Ewina] were upon a cold trail; that ' 
he deemed it a duty to the House and himself to || 
“ gay he had not in the House ena former occasion, | a Lint j 
7 || the Union, the dignity of this flouse, and not to 


was attempting to do the very thing he disclaimed. | 
: Thank God, sir, I and that member are known to | 
i the people of Indiana; and if he does not know | 
: me better than his course indicates, I can inform | 
him that I have long known him. This, sir, is | 


That | 


his remarks had, at the request of the reporter, | 
| deseend. 


} 


are closed in death. Those limbs so active; and . 
face so comely, in the tomb. . I could not have. 
found it in my heart to have said ought to have 


| disturbed the repose‘of the mourner—the solemn 


feast of feeling--the Sabbath of the mind. Nor 
would I have forgotten the late tragical attempt in 
this Capitol, which, had it been acted out as did 
Othello his part, this Capitol, this nation, would 
have been shaken as by some mighty earthquake 
from its center to its circumference. 

Thus situated, had I never so much cause for 
revenge—my bow and my arrow in my hand, my 


i i i| eye on the victim, the very thought of these recent 
‘ contradictor would himself assert a falsehood.” | 


| This, too, accompanied by an intimation that I | 


events to have flitted across my mind,a look at 
this badge of mourning on my arm, as a mani- 
festation of regard for departed worth, and my 
bow and my arrow should have fallen; with my 
eyes on Heaven I would have made one effort to 
rise, in all the pride and glory of man, superior to 
the brutal passion. 

To the people of Indiana, sir, it would bea sub- 
ject of curiosity how this difficulty should have 
arisen between myself and colleagues [McCarty 
and Ewine} in the consideration of a resolution 
in the adoption of which we agree. They will see 


| at once it has not grown out of anything seen or 
| heard in this debate; that the cause lies deeper, 
| not in the virtue, but in the depravity ofthe human 


heart. 

‘Man, sir, may dissemble for a while, may de- 
ceive, but, sooner or later, like the pentup heated - 
waters, the least enviable qualities will burst forth. 
The politician who abandons his first love, his 
principles, and betrays his trust, looks with envy 
upon the faithful. Sir, there is a manner, a lan- 
guage, a courtesy, a delicacy, and sweetness of 
expression, in the heat of even angry debate, that 
characterizes the gentleman and the scholar—a 
language, a look that distinguishes him from the 
vulgar ruffian. To look at sucha man isto know 
hima gentleman, elevated in mind, pure inthought 
sensitive in feeling, alive to his honor, always 
respecting the feelings and regarding the honor or 
others. Pursue the other through all the walks 
and shades of life, to his own or his neighbor’s 
fireside, to the gay circle, or to a more elevated 
station, and he is still no gentleman, but a ruffian, 
without feeling or honor, regardiess of both, in 
others. To see such aman is to know his ruling 
passions, his weapons of warfare—envy, revenge, 
detraction, calumny. . a 

Sir, itis to be presumed neither of my honor- 
able colleagues [Messrs. McCarty and Ewrxe] 
will claim this picture or desire the garment, not 
being intended for them. If, however, contrary 
to my wishes and intentions, a claim should be 
asserted, I assure the House and my honorable 
colleagues [Messrs. McCarty and Ewine] that 
nothing shall be charged for the cutting or the 
making. ' 

Mr. Speaker, I was elected by a highly respect- 
able district as their immediate representative, to 
act in harmonious concert with my honorable col- 
leaguesin promoting the best interest of the people 
of Indiana, to maintain their interests, their honor, 


tarnish the one or neglect the other by entering 
into a private quarrel with them. 

Sir, there is a pointinthe scale of human degra- 
dation, to notice or look at no honorable man will 
There is a language and men not, 


‘| surely, in this House to notice either, is disgrace— 


ues Was. 


$ 3. a f 
e even a good natured reply to such language |. olleagu ; 
mar 4 i S been | the Clerk of this Elouse has not dashed his pen 


ir, we are in the house of mourning. Some for | r 
Sirs i that Í took oceasion to say of the people of In- 


to disregard, a virtue. 
Mr. Speaker, I feel myself called upon to say 
one word in relation to myself, During the last, 


| and so far of the present session, I have been at 


my post; not a day oran hour absent. I have | 
voted on all occasions; have been the watchful 


and, to the'extent of my humble abilities, the 


faithful sentinel over the rights and the honor of 
he district and State I represent. Unlike my 
honorable colleague at my right, [Mr. McCarry,] 


cross my name as absent in the taking the yeas 
nd the nays eighty and two times, and unlike my 
olleague on the left, [Mr. Ewrne, | forty and seven 
imes. 

Sir, my sin seems to consist chiefly in the fact, 


| diana, that they were as pure, honest, and bigh- 
+, minded as the citizens of any other State. In these 
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general terms of commendation, the constituents 

of my colleagues [Messrs. McCarry and Ewe] | 
were included. They claim this special privilege | 
themselves. "That when they want praise, or their | 
interests require a defender, that their constituents | 
look to them. 

On the eighty-two occasions when my colleague | 

(Mr. McCarry) was absent, a part of which time | 
he was in Baltimore and Philadelphia, and of my 
other colleague [Mr. Ewine] on forty-seven occa- 
sions, what would have been the condition of their | 
constituents, had their honor or their interests re- 
quired an advocate? 
Sir, I shall never shrink from stepping forward 
ag the advocate of any and every portion of In- 
diana,. when, in my judgment, the irinterests or 
their honor shall require it at my hands. 

This, sir, is a most useless and unpleasant dis- 
cussion—a wanton waste cf the time of the House, 
and the money of the people, and all this occa- 
sioned by my colleagues, by this wanton and un- ; 
called for assault. How much better, how much 
more honorable, if my colleagues had vied with 
me, in serving our common constituents, to force 
through this House, by all proper means, the 
various local and general bills in which they: feel 
80 much interest; to which the people of the State 
look with so much anxiety. 

In this laudable strife I will most cheerfully 
engage. i have no other object or motive. All 
my aspirations are for the public good—the inter- 
est and honor of my constituents. 

I ask pardon of the House for having detained 
them so long, assuring the House and my col- 
leagues, that on no future occasion I shall consider 
it a duty to notice them, other than in-manly and 
honorable debate, in promoting the interest of my 
constituents and the people of the State. 

Mr.McCARTY. This controversy, Mr. Speak- 
er, is unpleasant, but it is not of my seeking. It 
has been forced upon me, and although uninter- 
esting to this House, | must be permitted to say 
one wordin reply to the gentleman ’s (Mr. Lane ’s] 
remarks, in reference to the non-appearance of my 
hame upon the list of yeas and nays, upon several 
occasions, Ihad been repeatedly informed, during 
the last and present session of Congress, by sev- 
‘eral honorable members of this House, as well as 
several of its officers, that the gentleman (Mr, 
Lane] was in the habit of examining the Clerk’s 

books, and taking extracts from them, to show 
the absence of his colleagues, when their names 
were called: and I have, Mr. Speaker, known, 
that he had written on to my district, and pub- 
lished this fact, accompanied with other remarks, 
regardless of truth, disreputable and unbecoming 
the station he filis. 

But I could not believe it possible that the gen- 
tleman would have had the face, hard and un- 
blushing as I know it is, to have got up in this 
House, before the assembled representatives of 
the nation, and voluntarily given testimony to his ; 
own depravity, Flas there ever before been an i 
instance of a member of Congress, no matter by | 
what accident he may have got here, who has had 
80 little regard for himself as to have descended 
to so low and disgraceful a practice? What! a 
member of Congress, representing a highminded, 
intelligent, and patriotic people, In the constant 
habit of taking, if not filching, from the Clerk’s 
papers, means by which to charge and slander his 
colleagues at, home! Not only so, but that he || 
should openly acknowledge and avow it here, in | 
a speech to go forth to the country. When I shall 
have so far lost sight of all principles of propriety, 
courtesy, and honorable deportment towards my 
colleagues and this Elouse, with assumptions of | 
saint-like sanctity, with the pretensions of regard 
which the gentleman in his speech the other day 
professed for his colleagues, and at the same time 
make such disclosures of my own conduct, as the 
gentleman has of himself upon this occasion, I 
should feel myself no longer worthy ihe trust | 
confided to me. 

I have known fora long time the gentleman had | 
indulged in this habit, but for the honor of the | 
State, and the feelings of those he represents, Í: 
forbore to speak of it. If preferred to risk the || 
injury he intended to inflict upon mé, by this course 


| which my colleague [Mr. 


of conduct, rather than it should be generally j 
know that one who could or would descend to 


-number I pasa over his preposterous pretension 


iy 
such a practice, held a seat in this Hall. But it | 
can be concealed no longer; he hag himself made | 
this disclosure. 

Sir, I will pursue this subject no further. It ig 
painful to speak of it. I will leave the gentleman 
to enjoy ail the honor and glory he may have fan- 
cied himself to have acquired by publishing his 
own infamy; and I will not, sir, descend to notice 
anything he may say. One word in reference to 
myself, upon the subject of my absence from my 
Seat on some occasions, upon the call of the yeas 
and nays. Youknow, Mr. Speaker, that’ mem- 
bers are necessarily and unavoidably many times 
absent from their seats, in the discharge of their 
various duties in the committee rooms, and at the 
public offices, in addition to their absence some- 
times from sickness. I know this is not a matter 
for discussion here—that it is a subject between 
me and my constituents, and to whose judgment | 
and decision I will most cheerfully submit it; and 
with no fearful apprehensions of the result, when 
I return among them and submit the Journals of 
this House, that they may know hov often I 
have been absent from my seat, during the four 
years they have honored me with their confidence. 
1 have not examined them, nor will I. My con- 
stituents have not yet complained of any neglect 
of attention to their interest; and when they do, | 
permit me to tell the gentlernan he is the last man 
on the floor of this House whom they would call 
upon, either for aid or information. Sir, many of 
my constituents know that ‘man; yes, sir, they 
know him, and, thank Heaven, many who do not 
know him personally, know. his character, and 
what estimate to put upon it. 

Mr. EWING. Mr. Speaker, ‘* How use doth 
breed a habit in a man.” The member (Mr. 
Lane) has strongly exemplified the truth of this 
remark—contradicting, yet persisting in the trath 
ofall he has said. After disclaiming, on a former 
occasion, any wish to detract from his colleagues’ 
standing, avowing himself unworthy of a seat on 
this floor when he should be capable of doing so, 
the House now sees that he still resorts to false 
and injurious charges, direct and implied, to ac- 
complish the purpose of hig original falsehood 
McCarry] and myself 
have distinctly exposed. His disposition and 
habits are thus clearly manifested in his course, 
and I disdain to animadvert further. If the charge 
that f have been absent during the last and present 
sessions forty times, when the yeasand nays were 
called, was intended to impress the people of Indi- 
ana that I have neglected the business of the State, 
or my immediate constituents, my reply is, that 
the charge is false. I may, for aught I know, 
have been absent as often as he has stated when 
the yeasand nays were called upon collateral ques- 
tions; but if he intended to intimate that I have 
been in Baltimore or Philadelphia while the House 
was in session—[Flere Mr. Lane said he had not 
asserted any such thing.] Mr. Ewiye resumed: |! 
Then let that pass. The member {Mr: Laxe] | 
omitted to mention the number of times himself 
and his other colleagues had been absent. For | 
myself, I have so much office business to transact, | 
that the number of missing votes are fewer than I 
had apprehended. But with one exception—last 
session, in relation to the Bank of the United 
States, not conceived to be properly before the 
House—I have never avoided a vote, nor lost one 
by neglect. 

The melancholy circumstances alluded to by the | 
member, [Mr. Lawe,] as a pretext for much he 
has said, | will not rotice; but his implied censure ij 
of my purse i can only regard with contempt. | 
On this,"as on all other occasions, I have done |! 
what duty to myselfand constituents required:and, 
holding myself always ready to reciprocate kind- ji 
ness, I am equally prepared t> resent imposition, | 
insult, and injury. {will only add thatthe charge |, 
of envying the member is too ridiculous to require | 
any other correction than flatdenial. T canneither | 
envy nor imitate that member, in hig principles, || 
pretensions, disposition, or character. He has if 
said that it is <¢a wantoñ waste of time” to correct |i 
all his misrepresentations. I now join in that || 
opinion, and abstain from adverting to many, 


j i 
which, I trust, the people at home are sufficiently | 
advised to appreciate as they deserve. Of this | 


to extraordinary services in this House, and hig 
remark upon politicians who ** abandoned their 
first love.” All such impositions can be detected 
without notice here, and 1 think it urinecessary to 
say more. — 

Mr. PLUMMER said he was very anxious for 
the passage of this resolution; but he had ascer- 
tained, and was authorized to state thai, if that 
part relating to the production of a map was re- 
tained, the call could not be answered during the 
present session of Congress. [le wished to sub- 
mit a motion to strike out that part relating to 
maps. 

The CHAIR stated the question was on the 
amendmentsubmitted by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and asked the gentleman from Missis- 


[sippi [Mr. Puummer] if he wished to offer an 


amendment to that? 

Being answered in the negative, 

Mr. CLOW NEY asked for the 
on the adoption of the amendment 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was not sustained by one-fifth, the 
requisite number of votes. 

Mr. CLAY then submitted an amend ment, con- 
stituting a select committee on the subject. He 
remarked, that neither himself nor constituents 
could have any personal interest in the matter, 
but he believed the proposition he had just sub- 
mitted indicated the most suitable course for the 
House to pursue. 

Mr. LOVE opposed this amendment; and on 
the question of its adoption demanded the yeas and 
nays. ‘They were ordered. i 

And after some conversation between Messrs. 
BOON, LOVE, and ASHLEY, they were taken, 
and the amendment was rejected: Yeas 22, nays 
172 

Mr. PLUMMER then moved to'strike out that 
part of the resolution relating to maps. 

Mr. GRENNELL opposed the motion. He 
thought it would tend to defeat the principal object 
of the resolution, as the maps and surveys were 
deemed to constitute the most important informa- 
tion sought for. It was not the separate -plats 
that were desired, as seemed to be the impression 
of some gentlemen, but a single and general map; 
and he could not think the expense or trouble 
would be so great as to prevent the call being 
answered at the present session. However that 
might be, he deemed the map of sufficient impor- 
tance to justify the delay. When it was known 
that this investigation was ordered and progres- 
sing, that fact alone would have a tendency to 
deter further frauds, if any now existed. 

- Mr. PLUMMER, after expressing his readiness 
to be governed by the opinions of gentlemen 
around him, in facilitating business, withdrew his 
motion to amend, í bf 

The question was then taken on the passage of 
the resolution, as reported from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs; and it was adopted without a di- 


vision, 
, of New York, 


yeas and nays 
from the Com. 


On motion of Mr. MANN 
‘The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspar, February 3, 1835. . 

A message was received from the President of 

the United States, by the hands of A.J. Donen- 
son, Esq., bis Private Secretary, giving informa- 
tion that he had approved and signed the bill 
making an appropriation to repair the military 
barracks at New Orleans. 
- The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, transmitting a statement of the revenue 
which accrued from the duties upon merchandize, 
for the year 1833. 

Also,a communication from the Navy Depart- 
ment, transmitting a statement of the appropria- 
tions made for the naval service for the year 1834. 

Also, a communication from the War Depart- 
ment, transmitting abstracts of the general return 
of the militia of the United States 


MEMORIAL PRESENTED. 


_Mr. BUCHANAN presented the memorial of a 
convention of delegates assembied at Brownsville, 
Pennsylvania, praying an appropriation to im 
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ve the Monongahela river, from Brownsville to 
prove Z y 


4 t 
carly = 
ree 


Pitts! $ 
on Commerce. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Wir SILSDIEL, from the Committee on Com- 


merce, to wi 


and pay of the custom-house officers of the Uri- 
ted Sates; which was read tw 
special order for Monday nexu 


Mr. POINDEXTER, from the Committee on | 
Public Lands, to which was referred the bill sap- | 
predinption rights | 


v 


plementary to the act granting 


uch sundry petitions on the subject: 
were referred, reported a biil fixing the number =: 


ice, and made the `: 


to settlers on the public lands, reported the game , 


without amendment; and gave notice that when 
the bill should be culled up, he would move for 
its indefinite postnotement. 


Mr. POINDEXTER, from the same commit- ` 


tee, reported a bill for the relief of the heirs of 
James Latham, deceased. ` 

Mr. POINDEXTER, from the same commit- 
tee, to which was recommitted the bul for the 
relief of Duncan L. 


ich, reported the sarne 


with an amendment, which was concurred in, and : 
the bill, as amended, was ordered to be engrossed :: 


for a third reading. 


i and swords to the officers who were il i 
ng I : 2 u 
which was referred to the Commitee |) A 


:i concurred in. 


; bridge over the Potomac at Washington city, and 
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command at Fort Sandusky, were taken up, and | 


HOUSE BILLS. 


The following bills from the House were taken 
up, read twice, and commiited: 


‘The bill for the relief of Thomas Buford; 
The bill amending the act for constructing a 


repealing all other acts relating thereto; and 
A joint resolution authorizing a gold medal to 
be struck in honor of the batte of the Cowpens. 


REGISTER OF DEBATES. 


The joint resolution authorizing the purchase of | 
Gales & Seaton’s Register of Debates, to sup- | 
ply the new Senators at the present session, was | 


; taken up for consideration as in Committee of the | 


Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Indian |: 


Affairs, made an unfavorable report upon the 
petition of citizens of Michilimackinac, praying a 


grant of a township of land to aid in the instruc- | 
tion of Indian youths at that place; and the com- ; 
mittee were discharged from the further consider- ;; 


ation of the subject. 

Mr. HENDRICKS, from the Committee on 
Roads and Canals, reported a bill to provide for 
the transportation of the mail and other property 
of the United States, on the eastern section of the 


Chesapeake and Ohio Canal; which was read the 


first time and ordered to a-second reading. 


Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on $ 


Pensions, made an unfavorable report upon the 
petition of Timothy M. Ranneau. 


Mr. ROBBINS, pursuant to notice, and on leave | 
given, introduced a joint resolution authorizing an : 


equestrian bronze statue of Washington to be exe- 
cuted; which was read twice, and referred to the 
Library Committee. 


The resolution submitted by Mr. CLAY, de- 


claring that the resolutions from Alabama, in- 
structing their Senators to use their exertions to 


have the resolution of censure, adopted by thes, 
_tion of the public printer had taken place, which | 
| the resolution was intended to prevent. 
: came back without the crossing of a £ or the dot- i 


Senate at the last session, expunged from the 
Journals, ought not to be received, was taken up 
for consideration. 


Mr. CLAY said, that when he submitted the 


resolution, he stated that he did not intend any 


aciion op if, until some movement should be made , 
relntive to those resolutions., Til then, he moved - 


to lay it on the tabie, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. WAGGA- 
MAN, for an inquiry, by a select committee, into 
the expediency of establishing a branch of the 
United States Mint at New Orieans, was taken 
up, considered, and agreed to. 

Mr. PRESTON, pursuant to notice, and on 


leave given, introduced a joint resolution author- | 


izing the purchase of certain paintings, now in tèis 
city, to be placed in the President’s House. 


Mr. P. remarked, that the paintings which it: 
was in contemplation te purchase, might be ar- :: 
rayed gracefully in the President’s House, and in: 
Heithought | 
Fed | been in force and operation, he looked on the pub- 


places, too, where they were needed. 
the expenditure was within the powers delegated 


by the Constitution, and as vast expenditures had ; 


already been made for ornaments of that building, z 


he thonght this one quite as appropriate—o!e | 
which would last for ages, and would be honor- | 


able to the nation. . He moved in this matter, be- 
cause he could not be suspected of being actuated 
by any personal feeling. 


He had not been in that: 


House for twenty years, and thought it probable | 
he mizht not be in it for twenty years to come; i> 
but he thought the paintings would be appropri- |: 


ate and tasteral to the house, and therefore he had | t y i $ i 
j a public printer; and the simpie question WAS, : 


offered the proposition to purchase them. 


The resolution was read the first ume, and or- | 


dered to a second reading. 

The amendments made by t 
joint resolution authonzing a gold medal to be 
etruck and presented to Lieut. Colonel Croghan, 


he House to the 


: Whole. 


M ea ict i i 
Mr. HEILL desired that a day might be assigned | cuted promptly, the Clerk and Secretary were to 


for considering this subject, which he thought 
required some investigation; and suggested Tues- | 
day next. i 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, moved to lay it on the : 
table, for the purpose of allowing further time to 
obtein certain information which the Senate had 
required the Secretary of the Senate to obtain; | 
which was agreed to. 


MODE OF ELECTING SENATE PRINTER. ii 


The joint resolution repealing a joint resolution | 
prescribing the mode of electing the printer of the 
Senate, cune un on a second reading. i 

Mr. BENTON said he did not think it neces 
sary that this resoiution should go to a committee. 
A commiiment was only necessary to examine | 
details or investigate principles. Such was the 
case with tbe force act two years ago, which was | 
not committed, because there was but a single 
point in it, Neither were the rules of the Senate | 
imperative on this subject, and there was nothing 
in this proposition which required the supervision | 
of a committee, for the point was a single one. 
Bat his objection to sending it to a committee was | 
more substantial. It was because, two years ago, | 
a similar proposition introduced and submitted to | 
a committee, which the committee did not find | 
leisure to act on until the time had gone by which 
it was designed to apply to—until after the elec- | 


Then it 


ting of an i. He now objected to the commit- | 


; ment fur the same reason. He would not moveto | 


. be disregarded b 


-to make a motion to refer, if necessary. 


its own efficers. 


refer the resolution, but he asked the action of | 
the Senate on it at once. , | 

Mr. MANGUM thought it ought to be referred, | 
and we could have a‘report in a day or two. 
The proposition was an important one—going to 
change the usages of this House, which were of | 
fifteen years’ standing. He moved to refer the | 
resolution to the Committee on the Expenditures 
of the Senate. 

Mr. Bid 
purpose of giving an oppor 


ON said, he resumed his seat for the | 
tunity to any member | 
He was | 
not a member of the committee indicated by the ' 
gendeman who had just sat down. He would | 
barely state, that it wag the: inherent right of: 
every public body to provide itself with its own 
officers; and since the resolution of 1818-19 had | 


he House, and a very | 


lic printer as an officer of i €, a 
e Constitution of the | 


responsible one. Under th 


United States, it € ; 
In this view he considered the , 


existing resolution a dead letter, which might well | 
y both Houses. But he did not : 
wish to proceed in this way. As the act was | 
upon the statute-book, he proposed to remove It ; 
in the ordinary way. i 

Mr. POINDEXTER said, if we adopted the 
resolution, we would be nine months without | 


whether we should leave no printer in existence, | 
or choose one in advance. ‘The dagger he thought | 
best. : | 

Mr. MANGUM ssid, as there seemed to be an | 


important principle involved in the proposition, he ! 


belongs to each House to choose | 


i 
H 


would move to refer it to the Judiciary Committee 
instead of the one he indicated, who could very 
speedily act upon it. i 

_ Mr. BENTON said the whole object of sending 
it to a committee was to perfect its details. He 
had no objection to its going to a committee, or 
preference for any particular one if it would re- 
turn again. But he was not willing to let it go to 
the tomb of the Capulets, never to return. As to 
having a printer in the recess, it was an abuse 
which had grown up of late years. Before the 
passage of the resolution of 1818-19, the Clerk 
of the House, and the Secretary of the Senate, 
were directed to make provision for having the 
public printing executed. When that resolution 
passed, it changed the mode by which the print- 
ing had been done. It was passed on the 3d 
March, 18 9, just at the breaking up of Congress, 
and one of the terms embraced in it, was, that 
the printer was to give bond for the prompt and 
faithful execution of the work. Prompt was the 
word first used, and if he failed in having it exe- 


go on and have it executed as they had formerly 
done, and if any loss accrued thereby, ft was to 
be at his expense. The vacation printer then, 
was an abuse which had grown up since that 
period. And no sooner was he thus created than 
he went to work immediately, eo instanti, to rum- 
mage the old documents and files, to find out 
every possible kind of printing which could be 
done—obtain authority for doing it, and let it lie 
over for the vacation. And so successful had the 
printers been in this work, that members some- 
times were the innocent cause of procuring print- 
ing to be done to the amount of thousands of 
dollars, which was not worth as many cents. One 


job, within his recollection, which it was said 


would cost $1,500, had since cost $46,000, which 
was not worth one straw; and which notone mem- 
ber would. read after it was finished. Another 
document was in his eye on the table, containing 
650 pages, with a great proportion of it table work, 
for which he believed three prices was paid. This 
work was ordered to be done on the 9:h Decem- 
ber, 1834, and it had just been laid on our tables, 
Mr. B. said let any gentleman look over it, and 
see what was contained in it, that was not printed . 
before, and then say what use he could make of it, - 
In a short time we should have another portion of 
it coming in by instalments. 

And thus while we were receiving instalment 
after instalment, and octavo volume after octavo 
volume, not one document in it would be read, 
and if it should be read, it would be of no manner 
Of use afterwards, It was a mere farce, and an 
abuse which resulted by having an officer in vaca- 
tion. The Senate were engaged in looking for 
abuses in the administration of the Government, 
and none were so great as those which existed in 
this body. Within seven years the Senate had 
put on its seven league boots, and had taken 
strides of twenty-one miles ata time. It became 
us to look at our own conduct, and arrest the 
extravagant abuses which this business of print- 
ing had engendered. It had degenerated into 
making fat jobs for the printer, and presents to 
ourselves; and while another matter was in his 
recollection, he would take the opportunity to 
offer a compliment to the honorable gentleman 
from Georgia, which he well merited, for having 
arrested at the last session, when it was about to 


| pass almost sub silentio, a project which would 
p J 


have taken thousands more from the Treasury. 
He would inquire of that honorable gentleman 
whether he had made a calculation of the probable 
expense of that projected job, and how much it 
was? 

Mr. KING replied, that he could not answer 
the inquiry accurately, but from the best inform- 
ation he had obtained, it would have been about 
$30,000. 

Mr. BENTON observed, after that, he would 
no more. ae 

Mr. LEIGH. What was the proposition? 

Mr. KING. It was for reprinting the old Jour- 
nals, &c., of Congress. l 

The resolution was then referred to the Judi- 
clary Committee. 


FRENCH SPOLIATION BILL: 
The bill making an appropriation of five millions, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


February 3, 


“to satisfy. claims for spoliations. made on Amer- 
ican commerce by France prior to 1800, came up 
onits third reading and final passage.. i 
Mr. HILL said it was generally understood, he 
i believed, in the Senate, and he hoped it would be 
also by the American people, that the last section, 
added to: the billat the suggestion of the honora- 
~ ble gentleman from, Maine, [ Mr. Surrrey,} would. 
not, and could not bar the further prosecution of. | 
these claims.. Before he concladed, Mr. H. asked 
for: the yeas and nays on the passage of the bill; | 
> Which: were ordered, and are as foll 


1OWS: 


“YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Buchanan, Clay, Clay- 
ton, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Goldsborough, Kent, 
Knight, McKean, Moore, Naudain, Poindexter, 
Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Shepley, Sils- 
bee, Smith, Sournard, Swift, Tipton, Tomlinson, 
Webster—-25. 

“NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Cal- |) 
houn, Cuthbert, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, Kane, | 
King of Alabama, King of Georgia, Leigh, Linn, | 
Mangum, Morris, Robinson, Tallmadge, ‘Tyler, ; 
White, Wright—20. ! 

So the bill passed. 

* PRIVATE BILLS PASSED. | 
‘Phe bill for the relief of David McCord; a bill 
for the relief of Christopher T. Baley; and a bill |; 
supplementary to an act allowing the people of | 

Louisiana to setile the back lands, were severally 
reada third time and passed. f 


ALLOWANCE OF INTEREST. 


`The bill for allowing interest on certain claims | 
to the heirs of Lucy Bond and others, being under 
consideration, 

‘Mr. WRIGHT said he was constrained to op- 
pose its passage. Fle believed ita violation of the 
rules and principles established by the Senate, 
during the last session of Congress, lt was then | 
decided that Government ought not to pay such 
demands, unless it was in the wrong, unless it has 
tailed to satisfy claims which had been fully estab- | 
lished. . This subject was before the Senate at its | 
last session, As the bill came from the Eouse, 
by some means several names had been stricken 
from it, and its passage at this time would go to || 
establish that a subsequent Congress may right- 
‘fully decide on the propriety of the acts of a pre- 

| ceding Congress, in relation to claims rejected by 
them. {f for once this were established, what 
would be the condition of Congress, liable to be | 
perpetialiy harassed by every claimant?) Mr. W. | 
rere alluded to the bill just passed, (the spoliation | 

| 


bill,) Which had been before Congress since 1802. 
Are we to adopt (said Mr. W.) the principle that 
every preceding Congress was in the wrong, and || 
we inthe right? [Te was not willing to allow that 
any claim was due until it had been successfully | 
prosecuted and allowed by Congress, 
Mr. SMITH explained the manner in which the | 
names had been left out through a mistake made | 
in the committee; and also why interest had not |) 
‘been allowed before. . 
Mr, LEIGEIL was glad (he said) the Senator 
from New York [Mr. Wrianr] had brought the 
consideration, of this subject before the Senate. 
He had no need of informing that gentleman, that 
he fully agreed with him in the main; but he 
merely rose to inform him of the rujes that had 
been adopted’on this subject. Here Mr. L, read 
a report to the Senate made on anather subject. 
Mr. WRIGELE wished to inquire of the Sena- | 
tor from. Connecticut, (Mr. Sarrn,] whether the 
names stricken from the bill at the last session, 
was done by order of the Senate or by mistake? 
Mr. SMIPUH was not positive on that point. 


i the Apalachicola to 


! mitted. 


Mr. W. resumed: He believed this claim had | 
been placed on its true grounds—-that we are act- | 
ing oa a subject which had already been rejected | 
by one branch ofthe Government. Mr. W.con- | 
cluded by asking the yeas and nays; which were |; 
ordered. f 

After some further debate between Messra. |} 
WRIGHT, LEIGH, SHEPLEY, UILL, and || 
PRENTISS, during which Mr. HILL read a |! 
jetter showing the manner in which claims of this |l 
kind were hunted up by speculators and presented |j 
to Congress, the question was put, and decided | 
by: yeas and nays as follows: i 
_ YEAS—Messrs. Bibb, Clay, Cuthbert, Ewing, |i 
Meeiinghuysen, Goldsborough, Hendricks Kent, i 


Leigh, Linn, McKean, Mangum; Moore, Poin-. 


dexter, Porter, Robbins, Shepley, Smith, Southard, 
Swift, Tomlinson, Tyler, White—23. 

NA YS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Grandy, Hill, 
King of Alabama, King of Georgia, Knight, Mor- 
tis, Naudain, Prentiss, Robinson, Tallmadge, 
Tipton, and Wright—14. 

-So the bill passed. 

Mr. POINDEXTER asked to be excused from 
serving longer as a member of the Committee on 
the Library; which was granted. f 

The Senate then proceeded by ballot to fill the 


vacancy occasioned by the resignation of Mr. | 


POINDEXTER, and Mr. 
elected. 


A bill for the relief of James Middleton Tuttle 
was taken up and read the first 
to a second reading. 


PRESTON was 


On motion of Mr. WHITE, the bill for the |! 


relief of Silas D. Fisher was considered and 
ordered to be read a third time. 


Mr. HENDRICKS gave notice that he will on 
to-morrow ask leave to introduce a bill to allow 
the inhabitants of Florida to open a canal from 


And the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespar, February 3, 1835. 


After the reading of the Journal, 

Mr. GRENNIELL moved a call of the House, 
in consequence of the thin attendance of members; 
which was agreed to. 

‘Fhe rotl was then called in part, when Mr. 
CLAYTON moved to suspend further proceed- 
ings under the call; which was agreed to. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on the 
Public Lands, reported a bill amendatory of the 
act of 21 March, 1823, in relation to _preémptions. 
ty settlers on tho publie lands; which was read 
twice and postponed to Friday week. 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the same committee, 
reporied a bill foe the relief of Thomas M. Ber- 
nard; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. CHAMBERS, from the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, reported, without amend- 
ment, the bill from the Senate for the relief of M. 
də Carrera; which was committed. 

Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Naval 


|| Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Samuel 


W. Ruf; which was read twice and committed, 
Mr. CASEY, from the Committee on the Pub- 


| lic Lands, reported, without amendment, the bill 


from the Senate for the relief of Elizabeth Mc- 

Grader, of Mississippi; which was committed. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND, from the Committee on 

Commerce, reported a bill to allow drawbacks of 


| duties on merchandize exported from the United 


States, via Missouri, to the provinces of New 


| Mexico; which was read twice and committed. . 


Mr. ADAMS, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported a bill granting a pension to 
Soloman Case; which was read twice and com- 

` 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, reported a bill making 
an appropriation for the repair of the fortifications 
on Castle Island, in Bostoa harbor; which was 


i read twice and committed. 


Mr. BOCK EE, from the Committee on Agri- 


|, culture, made a report in relation to the culture 
ii and mandfacture of silk in the United States; 


which was committed. 
Mr. SCH 


TN 
dui 


mitted, 

Mr. SCHENCK, from the same committee, 
reported a bill for the relief of Elijah Blodgett; 
which was read twice and committed. 

Unfavorable reports upon various petitions 
were made by Messrs. CHANEY, BARRIN- 
GER, MILLER,ANTHONY,CARR,ADAMS, 
of New York eae LEA, of Tennessee, 
pee HALL, and INGE; which were laid on the 
table. 


Me. CARR, from the Committee on Private |! 


time and ordered | 


Y CK, from the Committee on In- j 
valid Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of | 
Jacob Stewart; which was read twice and com- | 


Land Claims, made unfavorable reports upon the 
| petitions of Joseph W. Hegeman, John K. Geff, 
and Woodson Wren; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 
* RESOLUTIONS. - 
Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, reported the following resolution; which 
was ordered to Jieon the table for one day: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be directed to cause an estimate to be made of the 
| probable expense of constructing a levee on the 
public lands on. the western bank of the Missis- 
sippi, and the southern bank of Red river, in the ` 
Sate of Louisiana; and also an estimate of the 
expense of constructing or removing obstructions 
i from:the rivers of Arkansas and Missouri, through 
| the public lands, whereon they may be necessary, 
together with the probable advantages or disad- 
vantages of such works respectively; the probable 
|| effects upon the health and prosperity of the coun- 
| try in which any such works may be constructed, 
and the probable quantity, quality, and value of. . 
land belonging to the United States, which will be 
reclaimed by the construction of any such levees, - 
and make report thereof to the next Congress. 


Mr. ASHLEY, by leave, offered the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be required 
to furnish this House with annual and detailed 
; Statements of the expenses which have occurred 
on the transportation and disbursement.of, money 
| appropriated for the payment of Indian annuities 
| for the years 1833 and 1834, showing the amount 
paid, and such claims, if any, as have been sub- 
mitted for payment, and rejected by the Depart- _ 
ment, 

Mr. PARKS offered the following resolution; 
which, under the rule, lies on the table one day: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be re- 
quested to communicate to this House the report 
of Major Hartman Bache of the reconnoissance 
for a road through. the northern. frontier of the 
State of Maine, made by him in pursuance of 
instructions from the War Department, 

On motion of Mr. LYON, of Michigan, 

Resolved, That the information called for by a 
resolution of this House of the 14th ultimo, re- 
| questing the Secretary of the Treasury to furnish 
copies of the decisions of the Commissioners on 
| Private Land Claims at Mackinaw, Green Bay, 
and Prairie du Chien, in the Territory of Michi- 
| gan, be prepared in season to be submitted at the 
commencement of the next session of Congress. 


On motion of Mr. DUNLAP, A 

Resolved, That the Committee.on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a post route from Bluff’ 
Creek post office, in Fayette county, Tennessee, 
to Landspring post office, in said county 

On motion of Mr. MAY, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 

Canals be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of causing a survey of the Ilinois river to be 
made, from its junction with the Mississippi te 
| the town of Ottawa. 
i| On motion of Mr. GILMER, 
Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
i; Claims inquire whether a certificate, issued by. 
i; John Pierce, Paymaster General of the United 
States, to the State of Georgia, in the year 1785, 
for the sum of $23,283 70, for commutation and 
| other pay, advanced by that State to her officers 
| on the continental establishment, has been paid, 
| orin any manner settled by the United States; 
and if not, that said committee inquire into the 
| Propriety of providing for the payment of the 
saime to the State of Georgia. 

On motion of Mr. GARLAND, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
ij and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of extending the post route from the 
town of Opelousas to the settlements on the Cal- 
casien river, to the Sabme river, in the State of 
Louisiana. 

Mr. FERRIS, by consent, offered the following 
resolution: - 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and 
Means be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of repealing the duty on foreign coal. 

Mr. FERRIS said that, in offering this resola- 
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tion, he requested the indulgence of the Tlouse, 
while be endeavored to explain the reasons which 
induced him to solicit this inguiry,and to obviate 
some of the objections tast he anticipated would 
be maje to it. a 
Dacing the short period | have had the konor : 
of ascacon this foor, I have observed that all reso- 
lutions of this nature have been met with one gen- 
eral objection, deemed by many on insuperable | 
one, which is, that any alteration of the tariff of. 
duties on imports, is considered ag an interference |: 
with the act of March 2, 1833, commonly called ` 
the Compromise Bill; and thai this bill is regarded 
by many as a compuct which it would be a viola- `: 
tron uf good fatih to alter, arnend, modify, or re- ` 


edt 


peal. i 
| respect as highly as any one the motives ir 
which this bill originated, and daly appreciate the 
great objects and blessings it was titended to 
accomplish and secure; and white | would not, 
on the ground of expediency, disturb its leading 
principles, or agita‘e questions that have shaken 
the country to its foundauons, L will not shrink 
from the responsibility of seeking relief from any 
nartcular oppression, occasioned by the present 
tard? of duties, or refuse my assent to alter or 
modify such tarf, as the good of the country at 
large, the w fare of its several parts, its relative 
posuion with foreign nations, or its agricultural, i 
manufacturing, and commercial policy may from : 
time to time seem to require. i 

It cannot be true that thia comprornise bil, or 
these it proposes to modify, are not subject to the 
same amendment.and repeal as any other wills, or 
that the Legislature who made this compromise 
bill had any authority to bind or restrain subse- 
quent legisiaiures who migat deem proper to act , 
in relation to it, or that it would be even a viula- 
tion of goed faith to do so; for who, I would ask, 
could pledge the representatives of the people not 
to relieve their constituents from the operation of 
laws proved by reason and experience to be unjast 
or prejudicial. la the absence of constitutional 
objections, questions of this kind must be determ- 
ined with reference to their expediency and the 
rights and interests of the nation, and of all its 
parts. 

Should our relative position with a foreign na- |: 
tion be changed from a pacific toa belligerent state, | 
all will admit that it would be our duty to modify 
our tariff of duties so as to meet the new circum- | 
stances and relations in which we would be piaced, 
and that our necessities might indece us to en- 
courage the importation of articles which, under 
other circumstances, it would be our policy to ex- <; 
clude. ; : 

All wiil readily admit that if a foreign nation 
shouid change her commercial policy towards the 
United States, and alter her system of duties so 
as materially to affect our navigation and interests, 
or should Violate the provisions of a treaty by 
which the commercial intercouse between the two 
countries had been regulated, that it might become 
necessary for us to counteract these measures Dy . 
a corresponding action on our part, in relation fo; 
our tari? duties. ; 

And if from experience the duty on any article 
of import shall be found to be extremely partial 
and oppressive to a particular section of the coun- 
uy, by reason of its circumscribed operation —to 
produce bet litle revenue, but that litle collected 
trom afew for the benefit of the many, odious 
from its increasing the price of the necessaries of | 
life, and from its very nature, bearing hard upon 
the most needy class of our citizens, is it not 
equally evident that prudence, jastice, and policy, 
would call for ita remission, either immediately 
or prospectively, as circumstances may render €X- . 
pedient ? 

Did not the compre 


ERN 
EAS 


mise bill itself originate from 
causes of this kind? and was it not mtended to 
relieve the country from the operation of taxes, 
alleged to bear unequally and oppressively on 
pardcularparts, and if from accident, inadvertence, 
neglect, or the want of knowledge of the operanon 
of a pardeular duty, relief was net administered | 
by this compromise bill, shall there be no remedy? : 
Areihe doers of levistation forever closed against 

the oppressed class, because they did not complain 

of their grievances at the time this bill was under l 
discussion, or add to the troubles of the nation į; 


XAL 


taxes ever imposed by a free Gov 


: ties, arising from protracted w 


and that part but a small fract 


‘price of manufactu 


i: pay this tax, g ’ th i] ; 
; ury, of upwards of twelve millions of people. 


“pressive also. . 
‘have their fuel at a moderate price, generally for |i 
To ʻi 
| American coal 
| anthracite kind 
| coal, which is principally used for manufacturing 


: io warm themselves, their wives, and hite ones. 


_ when the North was arrayed against the South, 


and conflicting interests aroused the passions of 


_ men in bitter hostility? When our country, torn 


with dissension and threatened with civil war, 


filled the patriot with the most gloomy apprehen- | 


tions for the future, while the enemies of our 


» political system rejoiced in the prospect of its dis- 
: Solution? If the representatives of the people shall 


be convinced that any poriicn of the community 
suffers unequal burdens, and consequent oppres- 
sion, L feel every confidence that their sense of 
justice wili apply the remedy. 

‘he resolution before you proposes this inquiry; 
aad upon examination it will be found that the 


. duty on forcign cval, a primary necessary of life, 


is one of the most odicus, oppressive, and unequal 
r ay niment on a 

free people, under similar circumstances. The 
Ae cies : À 

tax on light in England, the result of her necessi- 
rs, dees not reach 
Our tax on heat, equivalent 


the laboring classes. 


i to one hundred per cent. on the first cost of the 


material that produces it, extends ta the poorest 
of the very poor; and is extorted in time of peace, 


and in the midst of abundance, without necessity |; 


to excuse, or reason to justify it. 
By the act of the 10:h of August, 1799, a duty 


of three cents per bushel was kad on foreign coal, | 


By the act of April, 1816, this daty was in- 
creased to five cents per heaped bushel. 

By the act of Mey, 1824, it was further in- 
creased to six cents per heaped bushel. The act 


: of July, 1832, left it in this situation, although 


subject to the general operation of the compromise 
bil. Coal is not among the articles enumerated 
in the fifth section of that bill, to he admitted to 
entry free of duty after the 30.h of June, 1842. 


By a statement furnished me from the Treasury j 
: Department, it appears 


that the aggregate amount 
of coal imported into the United States during the 
year ending the 30.h of September, 1834, was 
1,626,185 bushels, on which the duties amounted 


to the sum of €94,425 94, after deducting one- ii 
tenth of the excess of twenty per cent. authorized $| 
by the act of March 2, 1833. The dnties on the |: 
coal imported into the city of New York alone, ' 
_ the same year, amounted to the sum of $45,119 27, 
OO The income derived from this duty 1s paid into 
the Treasury of the General Government, and | 
| applied to the use of the whole American people. | 


The wealthy landhoider, whose forest supplies 


“him with fuel, is as much benefited by this tax, |i 
: ag the poor tenant of a garret or cellar in the city, 
| who feels happy if he can gather his hungry and 
shivering family over & few coals, whilst the win- | 
i ter storm is howling around his comfortless dwell- | 

ing. But although the benefit of the tax extends | 


to the whole con:munity, it is paid by a part.only, 
when compared 
to the population of the United States. The whole 


of this tax, except so far as it may ing 


re 


which the city of New York and its vicinage pay 
about one-half; and upon examination it will be 
found that the consumers of foreign coal amount 
to less than two hundred thousand persons who 


which goes into the common Treas- 


not this unequal and unjust? But, sir, it is op- 
The inhabitants of the interior 


the mere cost of the labor cf procuring it. 


| the inhabitant of a city fuel is one of the heaviest 


burthens he has to shoulder through life; it is 


: one of the largest items in every m ms family 
: expenses, una 
: industry, can obtain it. 
‘and hunger during our lorg % 
"they can gather a few chips, saw dast, 


and fortunate are those who, by frugal 


, rejoiced if 
or tanners’ 
and used for tanning 
fire over which 


bark, after being ground and, 
purposes, to kindle a smouldering 


This is no picture of the fancy; it is literally trues 
bomen athe 

and those who have lived in a large city like New 

York, and who have been called upon to visit the 


abodes of poverty and wretchedness, will vouch 


ts i 
for the correctness of my statements. And iam 


` persuaded, that if the American people become 
pense of pro- | 


acquainted with the difficulty antf ex 
curing fuel in cities, and the misery many suffer 


uence the |! 
is paid by the Atlantic ; 
cities and the inhabitants of their vicinity, ofi 


ls: 


i : 
ji that city, 
| 


Many suffer from cold | 


: Š x 
for the want of it, they would approve of -the 
remission of this duty, which makes the poor 
man’s home still more wretched. 

Those who are relieved from it, will certainly 
notcomplain. And | appeal tothe better feelings of 
our nature, whether the inbabitants of the interior, 
who obtain fuel from their forests or the extensive 
coal-beds with which some regions abound, and 
particularly whether the inhabitants of the South 
ij and West in the enjoyment of mild climates and 
| fruitful soils, would wish to extort this revenue 
| from the inhabitants of the cities, and add to the 
| dificullies of those who have to encounter long 
| winters at places where fuel from obvious causes 
| isofa high price, and where it is sold to the poor 
| by the penny worth. 

In order to show the operation of this tax in 
the city of New York, with which I am most 
familiar, and where it is most severely feit, it will 
be necessary to make mention of some facts with 
© which many may nat be acquainted. By a state- 
ment from the Treasury Department it appears 
|| thatthe aggregate amount of foreign coal imported 
into the United States during the year 1833, was 
: 2,256,143 bushels, on which the duties amounted 
| to $135,368 58. What there was imported into the 
icity of New York-aione, during the same year, 
1,937,522 bushels, on which the duties amounted 
to the sum of. $74,251 92, being more than one- 
| half the entire importation of foreign coal for that 
year, and this coal was consumed in that city and 
in its immediate vicinity, and sold at an average 
; orice of twenty-five cents per bushel. By a report 
i of the city inspector made in pursuance of the 
‘ order of the Common Council of the city of New 
‘| York, it appears that the expense of the fuel con- 
| sumed in that city, during the same year, exclusive 

of foreign coal, amounted to $1,088,658 92, add to 
‘this amount the estimated value of the foreign coal, 
being $309,383. and you havethe enormous amount 
of $1,398,041 92, the cost of the fuel for that single 
year, exclusive of turf, chips, and other substi- 
tutes raade use of by the poor for better fuel, and 
without including the cost of domestic fuel in the 
adjoining city of Brooklyn, which would swell the 
amount to nearly two millions of dollars, and this 
enormous consumption of fuel is increasing with 
_ the augmentation of the population and extension 
of manufacturing establishments. Among the 
i articles enumerated in the report of the city in- 
ii spector are 53,882} tons of anthracite coal, varying 
l in price from $8 G45 to $6 29 per ton. From the 
best information l am able to obtain, the anthracite 
|| coal can be brought to the city of New York and 
| sold by retail, and yield a fair profit at a price 


‘varying from five dollars to six dollars and fifty 
cents per ton. 

When it is considered that the price of fuel of 
all kinds is enhanced to the extent of this tax, or 
‘nearly so, and that the cost of fuel enters into 
all our domestic and manufacturing calculations, 
that the price of board, of bread, of light, of gas, 
and of every manufactured article, from a horse 
shoe to a steam engine, is more or less influenced 
by it, some conception may be formed of the extent 
of oppression occasioned by this duty te the city 
| of New York, and the other Atlantic cities, in 
proportion to their consumption of foreign and 
domestic fuel. 

Another evil Rowing from this source is the 
i obstacle this duty interposes to the inhabitants of 
in selecting the kind of coal best adapted 
to their health, comfort, or convenience. ‘The 
introduced there, is mostly of the 
h the exception of the Virginia 


The imported coal is bituminous, and many of 
most of the settlers from Europe, 


‘ or bituminous, fore l 
| option, andat a price so reduced, by taking off 
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this duty, that the humblest individual could enjoy 
the comforts of a fire side, and the growth and 
prosperity of our cities be promoted by lessening 
the price of living in them? 

If this duty on coal was intended as a source of 
revenue, it has failed of its object, as the statement 
from the-Treasury Department shows that it pro- 
duced during the last fiscal year but $94,425 94, and 
as the national debt is paid, and we shali have in 
the Treasury an annual surplus, after discharging 
all necessary expenditures, it is not required for 
that. object; and I submit to the good sense of the 
House, whether the peace and harmony of the 
country will not be better promoted by circum- 
scribing our revenue to our wants, as far as may 
be consistent with the protection of our national 
industry, than by collecting a surplus by unequal 
taxation, which will invite to extravagance in 
expenditures, and engender discord and jealousy 
under any conceivable plan of distribution; and I 
teust it will be generally conceded that it is better 


to retain among the people their own money, to | 
circulate through the channels of commerce and | 


industry, giving activity to business and vigorous 
impulse to enterprise, than to accumulate it in a 
National Treasury, to become the subject of con- 
tention and a source of speculation for the states- 
man and politician, to devise the least objection- 
able mode of returning it back from whence it 
came, unavoidably diminished by the expenses of 
original collection and ultimate distribution, and 
subject to contingent losses by defalcation and 
other causes. If this duty was intended to encour- 
age national industry, it has defeated its object, 
for while it embarrasses commerce, increases the 
expense of living, and enhanses the price of the 
implements of husbandry and of most manufac- 
tured articles to the farmer and consumer, it at the 
same time affords no protection to our manufac- 
tures, as heat is generally an agent in their pro- 
duction, and any augmentation in the price of fuel 
must operate to their disadvantage. 

if this duty was intended to enable the coal of 
our country to compete with foreign coal, it was 
unnecessary for such a purpose; as, without this 
duty, domestic coal can be sold cheaper than 
foreign coal,and yield a fair profit; as can be easily 
shown by a reference to the calculations made by 
the various coal and canal companies, in their 
applications for legislative patronage; and by a 
fair estimate of the cost of coal at the mines, the 
cost of transportation, toll, yardage, and other 
incidental expenses, and the increasing facilities 
of bringing it to market by railroads, canals, and 
new avenues of communication, will enable it to 
be sold at still more reduced prices. 


Neither do the coal-producing States derive | 


advantages from this duty proportionate to the 
injury it causes to the districts where its opera- 


tion is felt; as is evident from the prices at which | 


coal is sold at the collieries. A great portion of 


the increment of the price of coal, arising from | 


this tax, is received by the speculators in coal, 
mostly consisting of the large incorporated coal 
companies, principally formed of city capitalists, 
and non-residents of the coal-producing States, 


who are the proprietors or lessees of the largest | 
and most valuable collieries, and who retail it to | 


the consumer through their agents, and by monop- 


olizing the market, compel the purchasers to pay | 


what they demand, unrestrained by the competi- 


tion which foreign coal would oppose to them, if ; 
In order fairly to estimate | 
the profits of the venders of coal, it may also be | 


admitted free of duty. 


proper to observe that anthracite coal is sold in 
the city of New York by the ton, consisting of 
the nett weight of two thousand pounds, in con- 
formity with the statute regulation of a ton weight 
in the State of New York, while coal is purchased 
at many of the collieries from which the supply 
is obtained, at the gross weight of two thousand 
two hundred and forty pounds to the ton. 

l would submit to those who may wish to 
encourage the consumption of domestic edal, 
whether that object is promoted by unnecessarily 
increasing its price. J appreheadthat the cheaper 
it is afforded to the consumer, just in that pro- 
portion it will force oiher fuel out of market, and 
supply its place. 

Liverpool and other European coals are gener- 
ally brought as ballast by American and foreign 


| price. 


shipping. They could not be brought as a regu- 
lar cargo, without great loss to theimporter. They 
may serve sometimes to complete a return cargo 
with advantage; but remit this duty, and the Nova 
Scotia coal mines would pour ina suppiy which 
would compel the large coal companies and vend- 
ers of domestic coal to reduce it toa fair price; 
and although at such a price it would compete 
with foreign coal, yet the foreign coal would oper- 
ate as a check to any unreasonable increase of 
But waiving for the present the question 
of policy, would it be a legitimate object of the 
Governmentto promote the interest of one section 
of the country to the prejadice and injury of other 
sections? Is it in accordance with the principles 
of our Union, with that spirit of amity and good 
feeling which should exist between the members 
of this great Confederacy? Is it the meaning of 
the Constitution, or was it ever contemplated by 
the framers of that instrument, that the citizens of 
one State should be indirectly taxed for the benefit 
of a sister State? What would the farmers of 
Pennsylvania say if a duty was put on plaster of 
Paris, or gypsum—a material which is sent in 
large quantities from the State of New York to 
fertilize their lands? And there is as much reason 
why foreign plaster should be taxed to enrich the 
owners of plaster beds in the State of New York 
as that foreign coal should be taxed to enhance 
the profits of the proprietors of domestic coal 
mines. a 

I will not examine the abstract question, how 
far our Government may be authorized to raise 
revenues beyond what may be necessury for the 
purposes of its organization. But it will be ad- 
mitted that, as a general rale, it is not in accord- 
ance with the principles of sound Government to 
increase the price of the necessaries of life by un- 
necessary taxation. Revenne should be raised, as 
far as practicable, from luxuries, with the double 
view of discouraging extravagance and of placing 
the burden on those who are the best able to bear 
it, and who voluntarily assume the payment, by 
the consumption of the articles coming under that 
denomination. But if. the necessities of the Gov- 
ernment shall render it proper to impose duties 
on the necessaries of life, they should be placed 
on such articles as are of general consumption 
throughout the nation; and in this point of view 
a tax on salt, sugar, tea, or coffee, is far more 
equitable than the one on coal. Sir, the duty on 
foreign coal cannot be sustained by the arguments 
that may be advanced in favor of a duty on most 
other articles, 

A daty on some articles of primary necessity 
may be defended on the ground of public policy. 
A duty may be put cn sugar with a view to en- 
courage its growth in our country; a duty on 
wool, to encourage the raising of sheep among us; 
upon any product of the earth, to encourage our 
agriculture; upon any manufactured articles, to 
encourage the arts and enterprise of our citizens, 
to enable them to compete with foreign manufac- 
turers, that our wants may be supplied in time of 
war, or when our intercourse with foreign nations, 
from whatever cause, shall be suspended; with a 
view to create a home market for our agricultural 
produce, by diverting a part of the national labor 
to manufactures, or to meet some extraordinary 
national expenditure or emergency. Buta duty 


| on coal can neither be defended on the ground of | 


necessity or policy. The God of nature, in his 
divine wisdom, hag placed extensive beds of coal 
in many sections of our country; duty orno duty 
they are there; in peace or war, they are there. 
The price cur citizens would pay for domestic 
coal, without the addition of price occasioned by 


| this duty, will be a sufficient inducement to work | 


i 
| 
| 


the coal mines, and the increased consumption of 
domestic coal that would be created LI 
ing of its price, and the gradual augmentation of 
the population, with the increasing facilities of 
transportation from the mines to the market, will 
atall times place it in fair competition with coal 
which must be brought over the ocean at much 
greater expense, with the hazards of the sea or 
he expense of insurance. But even admit that 
foreign coal could be brought to our Atlantic cities 
cheaper than domestic coal, this circumstance 
would afford no jisufication for so unequal a tax 
as this duty imposes, or for unnecessarily increas- 


the lower- | 


i 
H 
} 


| ing the price of fael; and no principle of our con- 


federated government established for the benefit 
and protection of all its members, and guarantying 


| equal rights, immunities, and privileges to all its 


citizens, can sanction any law or policy which 
adds a factitious value to the mineral or other pro- 
ductions of some of the States, by increasing the 
burdens of the other States, or that enriches one 
part of the community by impoverighing the other 
part. If lam answered that this duty on coal is 
part of the compact formed by the compromise 
bill, and was the consideration and inducement for 
the coal-producing States to enter into it, I wilt 
reply, that all compromises of this kind ought to 
be based on the principle‘of reciprocity, and are 
intended to secure mutual advantages to the con- 
tracting parties; that New York receives no equiv- 
alent for submitting to this unequal tax on her cit- 


| izens, and that, in this legislative arrangement, her 


interests in this respect have not received that con- 
sideration to which they are entitled. 

A more suitable time could not be selected to 
bring forward inquiries of the kind contemplated 
by the resolution. Our national debt has been 
paid; one and all of us rejoice at this unprece- 
dented event in the history of modern nations; so 
animating to the patriots; so cheering to the Amer- 
ican people of all parties. Let the joyful tidings, 


l-as they roll along the valley of the Mississippi, or 


reverberate through the hills of Maine and New 
Hampshire, as they are wafted from the Atlantic 
to the lakes, and spread through every part of our 
country, as they reach the hamlet in the wilder- 
ness, the scattered settlements of the prairies, or 
the dense crowds of the city population, be fol- 
lowed by the equally joyful announcement that 
the Governrnent is taking measures to lessen the 
burthens of the people, so far as the same can be 
done consistent with national faith, and a due 
regard to our great manufacturing, agricultural, 
and commercial interests, and while our statesmen 
are devising the means of disposing of the surplus 
revenue accumulating in the national Treasury, 
let us not at least refuse the inquiry as to what 
duties on the necessaries of life may be remitted 
with benefit to all, and without injury to any. 
Feeling unwilling to trespass longer on the time 
of the House, and grateful for the indulgence I 
have already experienced, | submit this resolution 
to your consideration, cherishing the hope that the 
inquiry will be allowed, and that it will be followed 
by a remission of the duty on coal, or at least that 
coal will be admitted to entry free of duty,.in the 
same manner and at the same time as the articles 
enumerated in the fifth section of the compromise 
bill. I repeat, I only solicit an inquiry into the 
complaints of those who feel themselves aggrieved, 
and who look to the paternal wisdom of Govern- 
ment for protection. Ido not wish to disturb the 
general provisions of the compromise bill, origi- 
nating in those fraternal feelings which I cherish 
and respect; I only seek relief from the oppressive 


| Operation of a single duty to which the attention 


of Congress was not particularly drawn when this 
compromise bill proclaimed to the nation that our 
dissensions had yielded to mutual concession, and 
that peace, harmony, and sentiments of attach- 
ment to our Union prevailed throughout the Re- 
public. s 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing communications, which were appropriately 
disposed of: 

A message from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a report from the Secretary 
of State, in answer to a resolution of the House of 


| the 22. ultimo in relation to certain correspondence 
i with the Government of Spain; 


A letter from the Secretary of War, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to a resolution of 8th April, 1834, 
a revised system of the military discipline; 

A letter from the Secretary of War, communi- 
cating, pursuant to law, an abstract of the general 
returns of the militia, arms, &c., of the United 
States; 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
exhibiting the revenue accruing from imports for 
the year 1833; 

A letter from the Clerk of the House in relation 


1: to the case of —-— Pierce, of Georgia. 


1835. 
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CITY OF ALEXANDRIA. 


The House proceeded to consider the motion 
heretofore made by Mr. BOULDIN, to reconsider 
the vote rejecting the bill tor the relief of the city 
of Alexanuria. 

Mr. BOULDIN said he would request the in- 
dulgence of the Louse but for a short time, in 
stating the reasons that had induced him to move 
for the reconsideration of this bill. He could not } 
flatter himself that what he had to say would |, 
change the vote of so large a majority as had been || 
given against it, when last before the House; but | 
inasmuch as he had voted under misapprehen- i 
sion, he desired to explain. He was no advocate | 
for internal improvements at the expense of the | 
General Government, carried on anywhere; nor | 
was he an advocate for it to an extravagantlength |, 
within the limit of the District of Columbia; bat |, 
the case under consideration was a peculiar one. |) 
An injury had been done to the town of Alexan- |) 
dria by an act of Congress, and the bill before the | 
House was a proposiuon for itsredress. In 1804, | 
he believed it was, that the main channel of the 
Potomac was diverted from its course by a cause- 
way placed in its deepest part, so as to throw the 
channel out of its original course, round by the | 
town of Georgetown, thereby destroying the main | 
channel which had previously ran direct to Alex- : 
andria; and thereby destroying the trade of that 
town, which was the only thing that made it an | 
interesting and prosperous city. ‘Thetrade came | 
down from the valley of Virginia, passing the old - 
channel that went round the falls of the Potomac, | 
and the boats passed immediately along the deep | 
channel between Mason’s Island, by which they | 
were protected. The causeway was constructed |, 
in that channel; and it then became necessary for | 
the boats to cross the river, amatter of almost im- 
possibility, or at least of great danger, as he was 
informed, and verily believed, for sma!l crafi— 
the river being there a mile wide. This was the 
injury that had been done. Mr. B. referred to: 
the opinions of those who lived ‘at the time in its `; 
vicinity, and who took part in the legislation under :: 
the authority of which the causeway was con- 
structed, and of the delegation in Congress from 
Virginia, eleven out of fourteen of whom voted 
against it. Of the three who voted for it, one lived 
in Georgetown, which would be benefited by it; | 
another lived above, and therefore cared nothing . 
about it; andthe third voted as he pleased. This, 
showed the impression those had of it who might ; 
be supposed to know most about it. Prior to: 
the construction of this causeway, the city of; 
Alexandria was flourishing; since that, it had gone 
down, and she had a right to complain of injury. 
W hena city grew up, and its commerce prospered, 
and was increasing, to destroy it at once was little 
short of an act of violence. The citizens had :: 
done all in their power to avert its fall. They 
had subscribed very largely, to the arnount of 

§250,000, to the Chesapeake and Ohio canal, under | 
the expectation that that would remedy the evil 
brought upon them by theactof Congress. After 
subscribing a quarter of a million, and bringing 
the canal to Georgetown, the very origin of the | 
evil, there it was to ston, and all the money they | 
had laid out gone to build up and strengthen their | 
rival. Mr. B. thought it became Congress to aid ; 
them, and with dae deference, he thought it not! 
right to refuse. [Tad Conaress, by its act, done | 
them aninjury? {fso, let it be redressed. i 

Mr. B. ssid itereated great surprise in his mind, | 
as it no doubt did to many others, when Le sawa | 
canal proposed to be constructed on both sides of ; 
tide-water; and when he first saw it, he had no | 
idia of advocating this appropriation. Bat when | 
he came to be informed that the old channel atthe ` 
river had been stopped up by an act of Congress, ; 
itahtered the case aliogether, and he saw at once | 
that injury had been done to that town, and that 
it became Congress to redress it in the best way 
it conid. pression waa, that the redress | 
could not asily repaired; but as the injured | 
theaselves said they should be satished with the 
plan now nronosed, he trusted it would be acceded | 
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to. Ele was for Qual redress, and he thought they | 
should be put in the situations they were before | 
the injury was done them; bat as this could not | 


be done, the best way would be to give them what : 
they asked. We have wronged them, aud are | 


i of taking care of itself. 


| bound to remedy the evil we have done; and the 


easiest mode would be that proposed. If a better 
could be devised, he would willingly vote for it, 
and he hoped some gentleman would point it out. 

Mr. B. again explained, that in voting for the 
rejection of this bill, he had done so under the 
misapprehension that it was an appropriation dif- 
ferent from that proposed last spring. He thought 
the money had been received and expended, and 
that this was a bill for a new appropriation, and 
he had no idea that it was the same bill. After 
some further remarks, Mr. B. concluded by mov- 


| ing to reconsider the vote rejecting the bill. 


Mr. CHILTON said, the decisive majority by 
which the bill had been before rejected, was such 
that he did not imagine such lights would be 
thrown upon it by further discussion, as to change 
that issue; and, moreover, as there were many 
biils of great importance pressing for action, he 


: would, for the purpose of testing the disposition 


of the House, move to lay the motion on the 
table. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, calied for the yeas 
and nays; which were ordered. 3 

The question was so taker, and resulted as fol- 
lows: Yeas 89, nays 104. 

So the House refused to lay the motion to re- 
consider the biil on the table. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Louisiana, said he was in 
favor of a reconsideration of this question, but 
from very different views from those advanced by 
the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Boutpin.] The 
Congress of the United States stood in the relation 
cf a local Legislature to the ten miles square com- 
posing the District of Columbia. This District did 
not possess the privileges of a State, but looked to 
the Federal Legislature as a child looked to its 
parent. He for one felt bound to advocate its in- 
terests as much as he would those of the State in 
which he lived. If the legislation of a State in- 


flicted injury, it was admitted that the State was || 


bound to make reparation for the evil it had in- 
flicted. 

Mr. T. felt it his duty to call the attention of 
the House to this ten miles square. He thought 
it hard that the whole twenty-four States should 
be unwilling, or feel themselves unable to tale 
care of so small a territory, deprived of the means 
it was hard that they 
should shut up their bowels of mercy and compas- 
sion against the natural appeals of. the child 
dependent on them, and cut off from all other 
succor. ~ 

But gentlemen were in the habit of viewing 
every appropriation in this District as so much 
money taken out of the Treasury, and belonging 
to people at a distance. This position he denied. 
He asked how the District came to belong to the 
United States. They asked for its cession from 
two States. The answer of Virginia was that she 
must first obtain the consent of her citizens. When 
this was done, some forty years ago, she gave, as 
it were with her child, a dowry of $120,000; which, 
if ranning upon interest, would now amount to 
about $390,000. Of this fund the United States had 
enjoyed the benefit. He denied that the United 
States was advancing one cent out of the pockets 
of the people. He betieved if we should give this 


- ten miles square a Governor and a little Legisla- 


‘ture of their own, they would do this work for 
themselves; and perhaps it would be much better 
for them, rather than to depend an the great body 
so little disposed to do anything for them. He 


was in favor of the appropriation as a matter of |: 


sheer justice. an f . 

Mr. BATES expressed his intention to vote In 
favor of a reconsideration of this bill. Jt was to 
do that which, sooner or later, we should be bound 
to do. The city of Alexandria had difficulties 
enough to contend with without the hostile legis- 
lation of Congress; or if not its hostile, at least its 
unwise and prejudicial legislation. In the first 
pince, a dam is placed across their channel of the 
river, diverting its commerce; and next the term- 
ination of the Chesapeaké and Ohio Canal in 
Washington, if left in that condition, was calcu- 
tated to demolish, to annihilate the prosperity of 
Alexandria. Two hundred and fifty thousand 
dollars of the funds of Alexandria had been appro- 
priated towards the construction of the canal, and 
! 


one handred aud eighty thousand towards that of | 


their lateral canal. A great portion of the work 
was completed—two of the abutments and one of 
| the piers of the aqueduct were finished, or in a 
state of forwardness—the machinery for the further 
prosecution of the work was all provided; and 
now it seemed to be the disposition of some gen- 
tlemen to abandon it altogether. To this course 
i (Mr. B. said) he could notconsent, let the expense 

be what it might. He could not consent that the 
| ruin of this work should be suffered to stand here 
under the eyes of Congress a monument of ita 
i folly. He contended that the dollars and cents 
expended on public works gave no criterion of the 
expediency of their construction. The true stand- 
ard was the amount of labor which they draw 

from other employments. The circulation of the 
| Money among those requiring employment was 
| its proper appropriation, He concluded by re- 
| peating that he could not consent to gee this work 
|| left only as a monument of the unwise legislation 
pof Congress, and if it required ten times the 
: amount asked for, he would support it rather than 
see it abandoned. 


| Mr. SPEIGHT did not suppose his opinion 
| would have a tendency to change the vote of any 
| member on this question, but he felt bound to give 
|, he reasons which would impel him to vote against 
| the reconsideration. He held different views from 
| those advanced by the gentleman from Louisiana, 
, [Mr. Tuomas,] of the relation in which the Dis- 
| trict of Columbia stood towards the General Gov- 
| ernment. He considered this projected appropri- 
| ation as a mere entering wedge, looking to future 
, expenditures of the money of the people and of 
the States, on works of internal improvements. 
i He asked what they were called on to do? To 
| cut a splendid canal alongside of a navigable river, 
fally equal to all the wants of thé people in its 
vicinity. He could conceive of no project more 
absurd, and he called on gentlemen to go and view 
the works, and convince themselves. He had 
always found when the public purse was opened 
for such works individual enterprise was relaxed, 
and the works thus professedly fostered by the 
| Government were most liable to languish. Mr. 
i S. was the friend of internal improvements; but 
i| they should be confined to their proper conserva- 
|| tors. His doctrine was, that the money requisite 
| for their accomplishment should remain in the 
i hands of the people, and be by them expended at 
| their own option. Those works which had been 
| prosecuted under the auspices of Government 
| funds, had generally given more evidence of pec- 
ulation than enterprise. The General Government 
| had been accused of extravagance by interested 
partisans, and the fault was laid at the door of the 
President or the present Administration, while 
í the extravagant appropriations on that floor were 
| the source to which all these complaints were at- 
| tributable. Fie therefore called upon every gen- 
_tleman on that floor, who professed to sustain the 
' principles of economy avowed by the Administra- 
‘tion, to put a stop to these extravagant expendi- 
i tures. Mr. S. said he should vote against the 
i motion for reconsideration, as he believed the 
i work inexpedient,-and liable to cost a million of 
| dollars, rather than the hundred thousand applied 
for. 
| Mr. VINTON said he should vote for the recon- 
sideration, on the ground that the House had 
! previously appropriated $100,000 for the work— 
$20,000 of which was already expended, and the 
; remainder was under the process of expenditure. 
‘When the House decided the question to make 
the former appropriation, they decided the question 
of its expediency; and he did not think that ques- 
‘tion should now be agitated. The question was, 
| whether the sam already expended should belost, 
‘or whether it should be saved by the passage of 
the bill proposed to be reconsidered. The expe- 
: diency of the work being decided by the former 
: action of the House, he thought it required most 
“cogent reasons from gentlemen opposed to the 
‘appropriation, ftw refusing to continue it. 
Mr. MILLER said he was in favor of a recon- 
' sideration of this question, and of the appropria- 
: tion, for reasons similar to those given by gentle- 
_men who preceded him. He had, on a former 
` oecasion, opposed an appropriation for this work, 
‘under the belief that it would require a much 
‘larger sum than he was now convinced would be 
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e ion i 
idequate tothe completion of the work. He would Í 
deprecate. the loss of the sums already expended, į 
and he was now willing to vote for the sum re- 
quired in the bill. 

“Mr. MINER. Here was a place located on | 
navigable water, well situated for trade and com- 
merce, and which, by the industry and enterprise 
of ite citizens, was prosperous and. flourishing, 
until by an act of the Government, that was per- 
haps very proper, for of that he knew nothing, | 
an impediment had. been placed in the river turn- |) 
ing and changing the old natural channel, and į 
thereby substantially destroying the navigation | 
formerly carried on there. This was the case of || 
the city of Alexandria. Now came the question, | 
whether an attempt which had been made. to 
rémedy this evil by the formation of acanal, which || 
was called, and certainly was, an internal improve- ; 
ment, for the purpose of placing that city in some 
degree in the same situation it was before, should 
be completed. He was in favor of internal im- 
provements generally, but this recommended itself 
on different grounds from what those usually did. 
Here was a city possessed of advantages bestowed || 
upon it by the God of nature, a navigable stream || 
to it, and of which it had been deprived by an act || 
of the Government, and surely the application | 
stood upon. much higher grounds than those of 
ordinary cases of internal improvement, for the 
benefit of those who were not benefited before, and | 
to whom it was a mere matter of favor, policy, 
or interest, whether it were done or not. But! 
when the Government has interfered with preéx- 
isting rights, or taken away privileges and advan- 
tages given by God himself to them, and when 
they have laid out almost their whole fortunes in 
the erection of buildings, warehouses, &c., for the || 
purpose of carrying on their commerce, then he 
considered it a question resting on an entirely dif- 
ferent basis than ordinary cases. It was on that 
general ground that he was in favor of reconsider- 
ing the vote rejecting the kill, aud in favor of the 
grant proposed, 

Kt had been said, and this weighed greatly on 
his mind, that the people of Alexandria had been 
led to expect that the canal, or one. part of it, 
should be extended to that city; and that such as- 
gurances had been given, or held out to them, as 
raised expectations in their minds that such would 
be the case—that the canal would. not be carried 
to Georgetown, or to this city, and there stop, 
from which they could possibly draw no advan- 
tage, but, on the contrary, receive nothing but in- 
jey. Under thie expectation they subscribed a 

aige sum of money to aid in the completion of the 
canal, all which money they had lost—worse than 
lost—provided the canal should stop where it then 
_ was, Since their trade would be entirely destroyed. 
Mr. M. apprehended that this consideration alone 
would lead to the conclusion that the proposed 
appropriation ought to be made; and he accorded 
in the idea suggested, that it would be an act of 
injustice not to do it. tJe had no fears that it 
would not meet the views and wishes of their con- {i 
stituents, to extend the work a little farther, and 
not stop in the middle of it. He believed it would 
redound to the honor, and glory, and wisdom, of | 
the Government, and he honed the motion to re- 
consider would prevail, and the application be 
successful, 

Mr. PARKS said, they were told by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. Vinrow,] that this work || 
having been commenced by the United States, it 
was incumbent upon those gentlemen who were || 
opposed to the reconsideration of this vote, and |! 
opposed, also, to the construction of the work, to 
give good reasons why it should not go on. Mr. 
P. apprehended it would not be very difficult for 
any gentleman in justification of his vote on this 
subject, to show that the work, ifcompleted, would 
be useless, and that all the money heretofore ex- | 
pended upon it, had been entirely, or almost en- 
tirely, wasted. That it was useless, a moment’s 
reflection would, he thought, cogwince any. one. 
Here was one of the finest rivers upon the face of 
the earth, flowing between two commercial cities, 
or rather between two cities once commercial, and 
one of them asking Congress to dig a canal by the 
side of that river fer the purpose of. beneliting 
commerce. Wasit possible for any boat or vessel 
to be conveyed on that canal that could not float 


| the river itself it would be useless, as far as Alex- 


| side of the river, and could find nothing done that 


| complete it, whatever might be its cost, and that 


| to find such a monument of folly as this canal 


| Administration trumpet, and called upon all the 


on this majestic river? It was not. . But. even | 
were it so, that this canal should be made the 
means of conveying the vast resources of this Dis- | 
trict, they would not go to Alexandria. The in- 
evitable result. was, that commerce would besome 
concentrated at particular spota, in large cities and 
towns. The commerce of this section of country 
was once divided among many small rival ports; 
it was now concentrated in the city of Baltimore. 
Railroads might be constructed, canals might be 
dug to this city or to Alexandria, the railroad from 
the Poiat of Rocks or to Washington city, from 
Baltimore, would take every barrel of flour and 
every species of commodity from the city of Alex- 
andria, Even if it could promote the navigation of | 


andria was concerned. 

Mr. P. had stated that the money already ex- 
pended had been thrown away; let us see how the 
factstood. Elis recollection was, that the $160,000 
voted last session, was for the purpose of building | 
an aqueduct across the river at Georgetown. The | 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Bares] has | 
said that the abutments were completed. Mr.P. | 
did not know what the gentleman meant by abut- 
ments; but he himself had searched on the west : 


appeared to have any connexion with the aque- | 
duet. On the other side he saw a pile of earth, | 
which anywhere in the north could have been 
aised at a trifling expense. That was all he saw; 
and if the gentleman saw more, he was more for- 
tunate than Mr. P. had been. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts further said, inasmuch as the work 
had been begun, it was the duty of Congress to 


he, for one, would never consent that this canal 
should stand asa monument of our folly. Mr.P. | 
would ‘defy that gentleman, on any part of the 
habitable globe, out of the District of Columbia, 


would be if it were completed. The truth was, it 
was nothing more than voting the public money 
away for the benefit of the indolent in this District, 
and Mr. P. was for doing it, if at all, openly, 
plainly, and avowedly, so that their constituents 
should understand the purpose for which it was 
done. He could not bring himself to believe, and 
he had devoted some attention to the subject, that 
the canal, if finished, would ever benefit the coun- 
try, the district, or a single individual except the 
contractor, and for this reason he should vote 
against the reconsideration. 

Mr. HAWES jocosely remarked that unless he 
took a hand new and then, he was beginning to 
fear he should forget how to speak. Moreover, 
he had.another reason. His honorable friend from 
North Carolina [Mr. Speianr] had sounded the 


friends of the Administration to come forward and 
resist this attempt at extravagant expenditure, and 
as Mr. H. held himself to be as good an Admin- 
istration man as any gentleman upon that floor, 
he felt bound to obey the summons of the trum- 
peter., He was, however, somewhat afraid it 
would turn out like the case of a man in the west- 
ern country celebrated for raising hogs, who was 
in the habit every morning of calling them, and 
when they came up he gave them nothing to eat, 
At last they refused to come at his call, and the 
man swore he would change the breed of his 
hogs, because they refused to obey his summons. 
{Laughter.} But Mr. H. agreed with his honor- 
able friend, and he would give his reason for it. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Muer] 
said that he opposed this bill at the last session 
of Congress, but having at this session a better 
understanding of the matter, he should support 
it. And what, let me ask, (sir, said Mr. H.,) is 
this better understanding of the matter? He says 
that the people of Alexandria were induced to 
subscribe for this canal under an agreement or a 
compact, or an assurance, or an understanding, 
that it should terminate at the highest navigable 
point. Well, and what was the highest navigable 
point of the river? At Georgetown; and at 
Georgetown the canal. terminated, and there, in 
his opinion, it ought to terminate. The very com- 
pact which induced the people of Alexandria to 
subscribe to the canal had been carried into effect, 


standing of the matter’’ he is induced to alter hig 
vote from that of last session. 

Mr. H. would ask, what would be the conse- 
quence if the canal would effect all the people of 
Alexandria predicted? Why, to build up their 
city, and, at the same time, destroy Georgetown. 
There were three cities in this District contending 
for the trade and commerce from foreign parts, 
and whichever would be built up, would result in 
the destruction of the others. For his part, he never 
would vote for an appropriation of money to build 
any canal by the side of a navigable river, erected 
by the hand of nature, and better than any canal 
Congress could construct, if it were to expend the 
whole resources of the Government in attempting 
it. A river in-which vessels of almost all sizes 
could navigate with safety.. The argument about 
compensation amounted to nothing. Suppose the 
States of New York, Pennsylvania, and Ohio, 
had been*stayed by the principle that, to construct 
a work in one part of the country might for a 
time injare another, where would now have been 
their great works of internal improvement? and 
their treasures? Remuneration was never thought 
of by them. 

Mr. H. made a few further remarks, and con- 
cluded by repeating his intention to vote against 
the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. MERCER entered into a detail of the cir- 
cumstances and the various proceedings of the 
Corporations of Washington, Alexandria, and 
Georgetown, connected with the original location 
of the Ohio and Chesapeake Canal, and the origin 
of the contemplated aqueduct. He urged, at 
length, the importance and utility of the proposed 
improvements, which he gontended could be com- 
pleted by the appropriation of $135,000 in addition 
to former appropriations. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, opposed the res- 
olution at some length. g 

Mr. ALLEN, of Virginia, supported it. 

Mr. HARDIN rose to address the House in 
opposition, and remarked that he was willing now 
to proceed with his argument; but as it was late 
‘in the day to test the wishes of the House on the 
subject, he would move an adjournment. 

The question on adjournment was taken by 
tellers, and decided in the affirmative—~a yes 94, 
noes 77. : 

So the House adjourned till to-morrow at eleven 
o’clock. 


IN SENATE. 
Wennespar, February 4, 1835. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a certificate of the election of the honorable 
JOHN M. ROBINSON, a Senator from the State 
of Illinois, for six years from the 4th of March 
next, 


THE SINKING FUND. 


The VICE PRESIDENT also communicated 
a further report from the Commissioners of the 
Sinking Fund, recommending that the commission 
may be discontinued, as the object for which it 
had been created was accomplished. 


THE SENATE PRINTING. 


The VICE PRESIDENT also communicated 
a report from the Secretary of the Senate, made 
in obedience to order, relative to the state of the 
printing of the Senate; which, on motion of Mr. 
HILL, was ordered to be printed. ; 


FLORIDA TERRITORY. 


Mr. HENDRICKS, pursuant to notice, and on 
leave given, introduced a bill supplementary to the 
act to authorize the Florida Territory to open a 


| canal in that Territory; which was twice read and 


referred. 
PETITIONS, ETC. 


Petitions of a private nature were presented by 
Messrs. PORTER, TIPTON, and KANE. 

Mr. TIPTON presented a memorial from the 
Legislature of Indiana, praying Congress to ex- 
tinguish the Indian title in that State, and to make 
provision to remove the Indians west of the Mis- 


and yet, says the gentleman, * upon better under- 


| sissippi. 


1535. 


Mr. NAUDAIN p 


resented a joint resolution of 


the Legislature of Delaware, praying an appro- _ and self-government, never to be destroyed. These | 


priation forthe improvement of the harbor at New 
Castle. 

Mr. LEIGII, from the Jud 
to which was referred the bill for the relief of 
Theodore Brightwell, reported the same without 
amendment, but with an expression of opinion on 
the part of the comminee tbat the bill cught net 
to pass. 

Mr. TIPTON presented the following resolu- 
tion; which, on his motion, was considered and 
adopted: 

Resclvel, That the Secretary of War be re- 
quested to transmit to the Senate a copy of the 
report, plan, and estinmte of Lieutenant Berrien, 
the oficer charged with the survey of the mouth 
of Trail Creek, at Michigan City, Indiana, with a 
view to the construction of a harbour at that place. 


On motion of Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, the | 


Senate proceeded to the consideration of the fol- 
lowing resolution, submitted by him on Monday 
last: 

Resolved, That the Commi'tee on the Judiciary 
inquire into theexpediency of annexing the fourth 
circuit to the third judivial circuit, and of so ar- 
ranging the circuit system esto extend its benefits 
to all the States, by seven or more cirenits. 


Mr. F. said he cesired briefly to explain the 
motives which had induced him to offer the reso- 
lution. It contained two distinct propositions: 
one to annex the fourth judicial circuit to the third; 
the other to exiend the Lencft of the circuit sys- 
tem to all paris of the Guited States. A very 
happy occasion had ‘arrived for uniting the third 
and fourth districts, and dispensing with one of 
the judges in the A lantic Scates, a vacancy occa- 
sioned not by death, not by removal, but by the 


voluntary and fortunate resignation of the indi- |) 


vidual holding the office. Mr. F. 
any disadvantage would arise from the extent of 


AO 


the circuit afer the union proposed; it would not |: 


exceed the extent of the district composed of the į i 1 
p = tto the United States.” In this treaty, too, they į; 


New England States; and he was happy to have 
it in his power to state that the present judge in 
the third circuit would wilfingly take upon him- 
self the additional duties which would arise from 
such an arrangement. 


yey 
ta 


steamboat navigation would. enable the judge to | 


transport himself to any part of either district in 
afew hours. With regard to the other part of 
the resolution, Mr. D. went on to state that, by a 
new arrangement of the western districts, annex- 
ing Indiana to the seventh, and Alabama tu the 
sixth, and the creation of a new district, embra- 
cing the new States in the West, the benefits of 
thia system might be extended to the whole Union. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


Mr. KENT, pursuant to notice, and on leave 


given, introduced a bill for the relief of Somerviile | 


Pinckney, administrator de bonis non of 
Williams, deceased. 

Mr. CLAY said he held in his hand, and asked 
leave to p a memorial and certain resolu- 
tions from a Council held at Running Waters, ofa 
portion of the Cherokee Indians. The Cherokees 
had a country, (if it could any longer be cailed 
heir country,) lying in the States of Georgia, Ala- 
bama, Mississippi, and Tennessee, containing a 
population of about fifteen thousand. Of this pop 
ulation much the greater part was in the Siate of 
Georgia. It was well known that, for several 
years past, it had been the policy of this Govern- 
ment to transfer the Cherokee Indians west of the 
Mississippi, and a portion of the tribe had availed 
themselves of the opportunity, and the facilities 
afforded them for going there; but a portion of 
them were disposed to remain. These proceed- 
ings eame fromthe minor portion cf them, who 
were desirous of emigrating, who said they found 
it impossible to live under Jaws which they could 
not understand, and which they did not participate 
in framing; and they said that destruction was 
hanging over them if they continued within the 


resent 
resent, 


United States; that selfgovernment among them- | 


relves was destroyed, and they preferred exile, with 
liberty, rather than a residence in their accustomed 
homes, with slavery. They aske i 
ment to provide means to transport them west of 
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| 
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| 
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‘treaty was affixed the signature of the present |; 


did not think i 


The facilities afforded by į; 


| 
| 
d this Govern- | 
| 
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_ the Mississippi, with guarantees of political rights 


| were the objects of the Council of Running Waters. | 
But he (Mr. C.) took the present occasion to give | 


express the general sentiments which he enter- | 


tained of the relations existing between the Indian 
ribes and the people of the United States. The: 
rights of the tribes were to beascertained by solemn |; 
stipulations of numerous treaties. It would be | 
found from the examination that fourteen different 
reaties had been made withthe Cherokee Indians 
—some one or more of which were concluded | 
“under some one of the Administrations of this (| 
: Government, down to the present time, with the i 
: exception of the two last Administrations. The 
treaty of Hopewell, made in 1785, was the first, 
the third article of which declared that the Indians 
were placed under the protection of the United `i 
‘States, and no other sovereign whatever. The’: 
_ next treaty was concluded, under the auspices of | 
he Father of his country, in 1791, and guarantied | 
| to the Cherckees the andisturbed enjoyment of all 
‘the lands which were not ceded. Thenexttreaty 
i was in 1794, end that, too, under the auspices of |! 
General Washington, and containing a solemn ;: 
: guarantee that ali parts of the former treaties | 
‘ relating to the Cherokees were binding on the par- 
ities. By another treaty, made in 1798, it was |; 
: Stipulated that the treaties subsisting between the | 
| contracting parties were in fuil force and opera- i 
tion. The last treaty was concluded in 1817, and 
it recognized the difference between the two por- |: 
tions of the Cherckee nation, and renewed the |! 
' provision that the existing relations between the |: 
; two parties were to continue in force; and to this; 


: Chief Magistrate, as one of the negotiators on the {| 
‘part of the United States. THe also called the |: 
‘attention of the Senate to the treaty of Grenville, | 

| made forty years ago, recognising the same gen- į; 
i eralprinciple. ‘* That the tribes should bepermitted `: 
t huning, or any other pursuit, and when they |. 
‘ chose to make sale of their lands, it should be only |' 


: acknowledged themselves to be under the protection || 
of the United States, and no other power. Such | 
| were the rights which were recognised by treaties, :: 
i to he Indian tribes in the United States, and in | 
` addition, the guarantee that they were to live under |: 
| their own laws, without any interruption or moles- |; 
‘tation. Eje contended, too, that these rights had |: 
been recognised by the Supreme Court of the Uni- 
ted States on several occasions. In one case it 
_ was declared ‘that the Indians had an unques- || 
: © tioned and unquestionable right to the lands they | 
‘occupied, until their right wes extinguished by | 
‘ voluntary cession to our Government.” But these |; 
: Indian rights were further recognised on one of the | 
' most interesting occasions known to this Govern- | 
ment: He alluded to the negotiations between | 
Great Britain and the United States, for the term- | 
; ination of the late war. The hinge cn which the |: 
| negotiation turned, he had a distinct recollection, |: 
was the claim brought forward by the British |. 
‘negotiators in behalf of the Indians, and which 
‘they held as a sine qua non to the conclusion of a |; 
l treaty of peace—ihat the Indians, herailies, should :: 
| be included in that treaty—that they should have 

i a permanent boundary assigned them, and that. 
| neither party should be at liberty to purchase the | 
i lands they set apart. But the American com- ; 
| missioners would not listen to the propesiticn 80 | 
| much as to refer it to their Government, informing . 
i 


ithe British commissioners that, if they did so, |; 
uld meet with a most prompt : 
! rejection. They stated that the Indians lived under 
| their own customs, and notthe laws of the United : 
' States, and that they were placed under the pro- : 
‘tection of the United States alone, whether they 
| were subjects er otherwise. The correspondence :: 
finally terminated in a proposition to which the 
! American commissioners assented, that the Uni- 


! they were sure it wo 


' ted States should do their best endeavors to restore 


peace with the Indians with which they were at 
war, and restore to them all the rights and privi- 
‘leges they enjoyed prior to the commencement 
pres ney. y I 5 AN tief 
‘of hostilities. And be declared it to be his betie 
l that, if the Indian rights had not been thus de- 
: clared, there would have been a prolongation of 


ithe war. Lf then their rights and treaties were ;; 


‘ others. 


| now to be disregarded, were we not justly charge- 


able with having procured a treaty upon sugges- 
tions which were unfounded and erroneous? Thus 


i | had the Indian rights been recoznised y 
Bo T tya Pee A i À } nised by ever 
iclary Committee his own opinions on this entire subject, and toi E > y 

+ J 3 H 


branch of this Government at home and abroad, 
and not only this, but the fulfillment of the stipu- 
lations of treaties was repeatedly urged by Georgia 
upon the Government in 1862. ; 

Mr. C. said he wished to turn the attention of 


' the Senate to the nature of the wrongs this people 


had suffered—to the present condition of the Cher- 


i okees, whose lands had been guarantied by the 


United States. He went into the examination 
with the utmost feelings of sorrow and regret at 
the miserable state to which these tribes were 
reduced by the laws of the States. But he would 
assure the honorable Senators from. Georgia he 
was actuated by no hostile intentions to that State. 
Georgia was the first that made these encroach- 
ments; she originated the plan of invading the 
Indian rights,and she had carried it far beyond ali 
t He had notall these various laws before 
him. It was not necessary to go into details; it 
was sufficient to notice the results. By the first 
act Georgia abolished the Government of the Cher- 
okee nation. No nation (said Mr. C.) can exist 
without a Government of some kind. + ‘These peo- 
ple had formed and established a Government in 
imitation of our own. But it was wholly imma- 
terial whai the humble form of that Government 
might be. Georgia had abolished it. She next 


: proceeded to divide their territories into counties, 


and distribute them by lotteries among her citi- 
zens—every head of a family being entitled to the 
land drawn against his number. She did indeed 
reserve a smal pittance of a few acres for those 
Indians who wished to remain within her limits, 
butundercircumstances that rendered them worth- 
less. She gave them no rights, no franchise, no 
single privilege. They were denied the power of 
testifying in courts of justice. No Indian eould 
be a witness in favor of his fellows. Thus had 
Georgia proceeded, by continued aggressions, to 
invade and destroy the rights of the Indians. By 
a late law they are denied even the privilege of 
appealing to a foreign tribunal. They did once 


: appeal from the injustice and violence of Georgia 


to the district court of the United States; and 
the judge, in the performance of his sacred duties, 
granted them an injunction. But what was the 
result? Another act of wrong and insult; a law 
concerning the gold districts, It was the pursuit 
of gold that led the Spaniards in Mexico and Pe 

to desolate those beautiful lands and deluge them 
with blood. Mr. C. here read a section of the 
law concerning the appointment of agents, and 
granting a military force when any opposition was 
offered. After (continued Mr. C.) having distrib- 
uted the land by lotteries, grants were made and 
agents appointed. If an Indian dared to oppose 
the agent who was driving him from his home, he 
was seized by a military force, without a trial, 
and without an investigation, whilst a citizen in 
such cases would be entitled to the benefits of the 
law 

Mr. CUTHBERT here interrupted Mr. Cray. 
He did not think the remarks consistent with the 
occasion. 

Mr. CLAY explained, and then proceeded. 
The courts of Georgia (said Mr. C.) are restrained 
from granting injunctions, unless the Indian, on 
coming inte court, shall first acknowledge the right 
of Georgia to pass the laws. Thus he is com- 
pelled to renounce his Indian rights, so that he is 
forever barred from appealing to the courts of the 
General Government, 

Mr. C. protested he had no feelings hostile to 
Georgia, and in the remarks he was about to offer 
he should carefully abstain from the use of every 
epithet that might be construed into an unkind 
feeling towards her. i i 

The whele power of the State, (said Mr. C.,) 
both civil and military, is brought to bear on the 
Indians. The law prevents Indian testimony 
from being broughtin their defence. Their rights 
are surrendered to a State where they have no 
voices, whose laws they do not understand, and 
whose language to them is a foreign tongue. Sir, 
it is impossible to conceive of a community more 
miserable, more wretched. Even the lot of the 
African slave was preferable, far preferable to the 
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sondition.of this unhappy nation. The interest of 
the master prompts him to protect his slave. But 
what mortal will care for, who will protect the 
suffering, injured Indian, shut out from the family 
of wian? Such was the case of the Cherokees. 
He had one more remark before he offered his 
propositions to the Senate. Was therea remedy? 
he inquired. : yo f 

If we had no power, if we had no right to inter- 
: fere; then we could offer them only our sympa- 
thies and consolations; but we were not thus pow- 
erless; our hands were not bound. It would be 
recollected there were two classes: the one, those 
who wished to emigrate; the other, those who de- 
sired to remain. With regard to the first, our 
rights were ample; the power of the United States 
over her territory was absolute; there could be no 
question on that point. . : 

But in regard to those who wished to remain on 
this side of the river, were we powerless, must 
we sit still and behold their wrongs? Why, he 
asked, have we contracted the obligation? Why, 
by solemn treaties, guarantied to them these rights 
and privileges and possessions? 

These were solemn declarations, made in the 
face:of England, of Europe, of the world. Geor- 
gia had shut her doors upon them. Let us now 
open to them ours, The Constitution provides for 
all cases arising under treaties. The Indians are 
entitled to come into the courts of the United States 
in support of their rights; and if we have the 
power, are we not bound by every sacred obliga- 
tion to afford them redress? Revelation informs 
us of a day of retribution; and if we disregard the 
cries of the oppressed and suffering Indians—if 
we continue to heap wrong upon wrong, and in- 
jury upon injury, how shall we hope to escape 
the righteous judgments of Heaven? 

We are now urging upon France her obligation 
to regard her solemn stipulations. What force 
would it give to our arguments, if we could tell 
her we have always fulfilled all our treaties. How 
shall we stand before the world, if we suffer these 
fourteen treaties to be violated? Flow shall we ap- 
pear to civilized nations, if we disregard all these 
obligations to” protect. this unfortunate people? 
How appear to Great Britain? Flow would he, a 
commissioner who negotiated the treaty with her, 
be looked upon? For himself, he rejoiced he had 
been spared and allowed the opportunity to ex- 

press his feelings in behalf of this unhappy people. 

f we do our duty, it will bea consolation upon 
our bed of death, which, tohim, could not be very 
distant. 

Mr. C: then submitted the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be directed to inquire into the expediency of 
making further provision by law to enable Indians 
or tribes, to whose use and occupancy lands are 
secured by treaties concluded between them and the 
United States, to defend and- maintain their rights 
to snch lands in the courts of the United. States, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs 
be directed to inquire into the expediency of 
making further provisions by law for setting apart 
a district of country west of the Mississippi river, 
such of the Cherokee nation as may be disposed to 
emigrate and occupy the same, and for securing 
in perpetuity the peaceful and undisturbed enjoy- 
ment thereof to the emigrants and their descend- 
ants. 

Mr. CUTHBERT said that this subject had been 
introduced altogether unnecessarily. {t was a sub- 
ject that could not be tried here. Gteorgia did not 
plead before this tribunal.. He did not plead for 
her here. To what purpose, then, were the Sen- 


ators (Mr. Cray’s| remarks? Were they for show ? | 


Weall were willing to acknowledge his merits, his 
powers, and his eloquence.. Was it to display his 
rhetoric—to charm us with his measured tones—to 
delight us with a theatrical exhibition? We. may 
ask, what pari Roscius will next enact? Does 
he talk of the dignity of Georgia, and at the same 
time compare her acis to Peruvian and Mexican 
wrongs? Does he talk of respect to Georgia, while 
he tells you she is actuated by a most detestable 


thirst for gold, by which she is urged on to the | 


perpetration of wrongs and Injuries. upon a de- 
fenceless people? Talk of respect! He asked no 
such respect. Why talk of the day of judgment? 
Are the injured shades of ali the red men, whose 


bones are scattered over our country from Maine 
to Mississippi, to be conjured up against her? 
Must Georgia be loaded with all the injuries and 
wrongs these people have suffered ? 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I feel it to be 
my duty to make a few remarks upon this subject 
before the present question is disposed of. 

When I came to the Senate this morning, I did 
not know of the intention of the honorable Senator 
from Kentucky to present this memorial,.and of 
course f cannot be prepared for the discussion of 
the subject. 

-Although I cannot hope anything I may have 
it in my power tosay will have any influence with 


the Senate, yet as the subject is one of great im- | 


portance to the United States, as well as to the 
Indians, I think the remarks of the honorable 
Senator call for some reply. 

The object of the memorial is one I heartily 
approve. The memorialists are a portion of the 
Cherokees, residing within the limits of the State 
of Georgia. They wish to emigrate west of the 
Mississippi, and there have & country assigned to 
them, where they can live under a government 
of their own choice, preserve as far as they may 
think right their own customs, exercise their prlv- 
ileges in endeavoring to promote the civilization 
of their own people, and having them instructed 
in the.doctrines of Christianity. They wish the 
United States to furnish them a country to go to, 
to be at the expense of their removal, and to give 
them suitable guarantees that they shall never be 
disturbed in the country to which they may emi- 
grate. 

If any additional legislation is found necessary 
upon this subject, it will give me sincere pleasure 
to afford my aid in all suitable enactments. 

But in presenting the memorial and resolutions, 
the honorable Senator has gone into a discussion 


of the powers of the States, and the manner in’ 


which their powers have been exerted over the 
Indians. 

I do not believe any benefit is likely to result to 
the people of the United States, or to the Indians, 
from such discussions; but as the subject has been 
introduced, it is due to the States that, at least, 
some of the grounds upon which they have acted, 
should be brought to the notice of the Senate. 

What was the condition of the Indians, within 
the limits of the States, at the close of the revolu- 
tionary war? ù 

The people of the United States declared their 
independence; the revolutionary war, in mainte- 
nance of that declaration, terminated ina treaty of 
peace in 1783. The limitsand bounds of the States 


are described in that treaty. Each of the States, | 


within its territorial limits, believed it was free, 
sovereign, and independent, and that a majority 
hada right.to prescribe whatever rules they pleased 
for the government of every person, of every age, 
sex,and color, within their acknowledged bound- 
aries. 

Each of these States believe that they still pos- 
sess all these powers, except so far as they have 
expressly granted them to the Federal Government 
for the good of the whole. 

The Articles of Confederation gave to the Federal 
Government power to regulate trade and inter- 
course with the Indians, but contains an express 
proviso that Congress shall not interfere with the 


| territorial rights of the States. 


The first treaty with the Cherokees was made 
in 1785, and although the articles referred to were 
then in force, the lands allotted to the Indians 
included a large portion of the territory of North 
Carolina. 

That State was not inattentive to her rights. 
She had an agent present when the treaty was 
negotiated, and he there entered the solemn protest 
of his State, more than once against this exercise 
of Federal power. ; 

These protests are still on record, and can yet 
be produced, at any time the Senate may desire. 

The next treaty with the Cherokees was after 
the present Coristitution was adopted. 

In the meantime, North Carolina had been 
urged to cede her western lands to the United 
States, and one motive for this was, that the United 
States would be the better enabled to regulate their 
affairs with the Cherokees, it being then: believed 
they all, or nearly all, lived on those lands. 


In 1789, North Carolina, yielding to these soli- 
citations, made the cession. i 

The vacant lands, after satisfying all existin 
claims against North Carolina, were the property 
of the United States, who also had the sole power 
“of legislation. The United States, thus owning 
the vacant soil, and having the entire sovereignty 
| and jurisdiction, and still believing the Cherokees 
| resident upon this territory, made the treaty of 
Holston in 1791. 

After arguing upon the boundary between the 
whites and the Indians, there is an express guar- 
antee to the Indians of their lands, “This, if my 
memory serves me, is the first guarantee to these 
Indians. This guarantee was inserted, not by the 
mere motion of our Commissioner, but by the ex- 
| press instructions of President Washington. The 
| reason of this is obvious to me. General Wash- 
i ington believed, at that day, the country guaran- 
| tied to the Indians was a tract, over which the 
i United States alone had the sovereignty and juris- 
diction,and that they were the owners of the soil; 

that neither the sovereign, nor territorial rights of 
| any State were invaded by such a stipulation, and 
that it would be the means of preventing future 
| encroachments upon the Indians. 
We now know by our own Executive Journal, 
i| kept secret until a few years past, that when the 
|| first agreements with Indians were made, after the 
adoption of the Constitution, the President himself 
i doubted whether they ought to go through the 
|| forms prescribed for treaties: he sent a message to 
ii the Senate; it doubted, but eventually seems to 
have acted upon the opinion, that the formal sanc- 
tion of two-thirds of the Senators present, required 
‘to ratify treaties, would be a safe rule, as to these 
compacts or agreements, and the course then 
adopted has been pursued ever since. 

A further illustration of General Washington’s 
views as to the rights of States, may be given by 
i| his conduct in relation to lands within the limits of 
New York, which were attempted to be secured 
to Indians, by treaty. He condemned this course 
on the part of the agent, and made it the subject 
of a special letter now on record. 

The tract of country ceded by theState of North 
Carolina to the United States in 1789, and which 
was a Territory in 1791, when the Holston treaty 
|| was made, continued to be a Territory till Febru- 
ary, 1796, when the people residing upon it framed 
-a constitution, and afterwards were admitted into 
the Union. 

In the treaties with the Cherokees subsequent 
to that period, (and there were many of them, as 
has been correctly said by the honorable Senator 
from Kentucky,) the United States seems to have 
lost sight of the distinction between their power 
| over a country, of which they had both the right 
of soil and the jurisdiction, and one where the 
States had the right of soil and jurisdiction, and to 
have continued the guarantee as inserted in the 
treaty of 1791. 

The States, however, do not acquiesce in this 
exercise of Federal power. The same opinion en- 
tertained by North Carolina in 1785 is entertained 
and acted upon now. 

They maintain, that they are sovereign and in- 
dependent communities within the whole of their 
| chartered limits, upon all points, where they have 
| not transferred their powers to the Federal Gov- 
ernment. ` 

They maintain, that these agreements, with a 
| portion of their own population, are not treaties, 
| within the meaning of the Constitution; and if they 
deny that they have ever vested in the Federal 
| Government the power, by treaty, or otherwise, 
with any portion of the people within their limits, 
no matter whether the people are French, German, 
| or Indians, to take from the State one acre of its 
territory, and transfer it to any other people what- 
ever. 

They maintain that each State has the right, 
independently of the Federal and all other Gov- 
ernments, to enact such Jaws-for the government 
of their whole-population, as in the wisdom of 
their own Legislatures may seem best suited to the 
interest of all; and that in the exercise of this 
power, none, out of their limiis, has the right to in- 
terfere. 

If the States are right in the operation of these 
| powers, it must clearly follow that they clone have 


and maintenance of these rights and powers or not, 
they think they are; and many others think with 
them. They have acted upon them, and will con- 
tinue to do so, as I firmly believe Georgia has 
extended her laws over her whole limits. Ten- 
nessee has, to some purposes, done the same thing, 
and so has North Carolina and Alabama. 

How then are these States to be induced to re- 


scind or repeal these laws? Suppose the United | 


States to apply to them for the repeal—they will 
answer, their laws are approved by their people; 
they had the power to enact them, and they wiil 
not repeal thera. What, then? Are the United 
States to apply force to compel the repeal? If 


force from the States, we then have presented to 
our views the most horrid ofall epectacles. Armed 
strife between brothers; and, in the midst of it, 
what becomes of the red men for whose rights 
this war is waged? They ure swept from this 
siate of existence. When the war terminates, 


United States, or by these States individually. 
The time has arrived when we must all speak 
out plainly as we think. These people, if they 


of the respective States. They cannot exist in 
the States as a separate and distinct community, 
governed by their own customs and laws. Some 
of them are civilized and enlightened; they wiil 
make useful and respectable members of any com- 
munity. They may still remain where they are, 
if they choose. 
the class of the Indian population. 
poor, ignorant, and uninformed, 
Residing where they now do, certain misery 
and ruinawaitthem. If they will remove beyond 
the Mississippi, out of our States and organized 
Territories, they may be preserved. There they 
may progress in that civilization which has com- 


They are 


of their own choice; their interests can be pro- 
moted, and their rights protected by the United 
States, without collision with any State. Who 
now doubts that it is their interest to doso? Few 
men can doubt it, who will take pains to acquire 


correct information, and then duly consider the.j: 


subject. l believe the time has nearly arrived, 
and will certainly soon have arrived, when there 
will be butone opinion upon this subject through- 
out our country. 

The policy of inducing our Indians to remove 
west of the Mississippi, did not originate with this 
Administration. As early, at all events, as 1804, 
it was the policy of Mr. Jefferson. It has been 
the policy cf every succeeding Administration; and 
during the last Administration, it had, in the then 
Secretary of War, one of its ablest advocates. 
The great distinction between this and prior Ad- 
minisirations consists, in the present having suc- 


But this is not the condition of i 


ceeded to a much greater extent in carrying into | 


effect what all, from the time of Mr. Jefferson, 
desired to accomplish. 

The honorable Senator from Kentucky thinks, 
as the State of Georgia has shut her courts against 
these people, we ought to open those of the United 
States to them. And if we can, let me ask, Mr. 
President, of what practical benefit will such a 
provision be? Useless. Encourage a poor In- 
dian, living surrounded by whites, unfriendly to 
him, to commence suit in the Federal circuit court, 
and then follow it here to the Supreme Court, to 
assert his tide to one hundred and sixty or to six 
hundred and forty acres of land, and by the time 
the cause is decided, he and his family will have 
starved to death. Instead of this, let us encourage 
them, by all the means in our power, to remove. 
Every day they remain the means of the United 
States to furnish them comfortable homes, west 
of the Mississippi, are lessening. 
going and geting their choice of the country. Let 
these be encouraged to remove speedily, provide 
funds fer their removal, for their comfortable sup- 
port for a season, Furnish them a permanent 
home, guaranty it by all the solemnities which 
can be deemed necessary, and then faithfully ob- 
ferve Lala cudrantee, . 

Upon these points, if additional legislation i 
found te be proper, Paun willing to go to any exten 


35 
t 


Other tribes are : 


| 
i 
i 
i 


_ Jefferson, by which it would be seen that these | 
_ things which we called treaties, were not so under | 


| else but that kind of treaty which was known to 
, the laws of nations. And first, it was to be made 
c i ; with a foreign Power, and while an Indian might 
they do, and such force is met by an opposing i: be deceived, and suppose that this thing which we 


: called a treaty, was what was understood and con- 


it. 
i people who had notablanketround their shoulders, | 
: and then say whether th hi 

there will be no Indians to be protected by the }: Ae ke 


; would have widely mistaken his duty who should | 


| municipal regulations of a sovereign State. (Mr. 


remain where they are, must submit to the laws i: B, read an exiract from a work of Mr. Jefferson’s, 


| of bringing Mr. Jefferson’s voice where it would 
_ be heard. 


: treaties which could operate against a sovereign 
: State, 


i from Tennessee [Mr. Ware) he would say a few | 


! treaties, and the obligation of the United State 
‘to fuifil all that these treaties guarantied. The ; 


i of the earth. 
| powers of a State were actually arrayed against |! 
| the General Government? He gave a warm sup- 
, port to the measures then adopted. 
; gave a reluctant vote in its favor. 


The question (said he) is one due to humanity, 
: and upon this ground he was willing to go with | 
i the gentleman; but to talk of negotiations in regard | 
to the rights of the State was mockery. I 


of the bill was dispensed with, and the amend- 
“ments prepared by she minority of the committee 
` were considered. : 
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this discussion, but to bring in a voice much more || 


templated by the Constitution of the United States, 
yet no statesman should take so shallowa view of | 
Look at the treaties made with some of these | 


put down the laws of asovereign State. A judge 


say that such a proceeding could ‘put down the | 


to show to what subjects the treaty-making power 
extended.) He said he rose for the mere purpose 


He wished the Cherokees well and } 
comfortably located west of the Mississippi, where 
they would find a safe home, and he wished them | 
also to be fuily informed that these were not 


Mr. CLAY rose to assure the honorable Senator 


. from Georgia [Mr. Curusenr] he had no inten- jj 
i tion of making a show, but that the honorable 
: Senator might take the charge to himself, since he 
ii [Mr. Curupert] had declared he had no object || 
menced; they can, as freemen, have a government | 


in view; that Georgia did not plead here. With 
regard to the objections of the honorable Senator | 


words. Mr. ©. went on to show the validity of 


Senator recoiled at the thought of a civil war, | 
where the Indians would be swept from the face | 
How was it last session when the 


He himself 
It filled him 
with the severest feelings of sorrow then; he had 
reflected upon it with grief ever since. There- | 


moval of the Indians was said to have been the |: 


policy of former Administrations, but it was not 


all melt away in the midst of civilized society; he |! 
ii by Messrs. LANE and WARDWELL. The 


wished they would all emigrate to a land where 
they might be beyond the reach and influence of 
the white man. He believed that North Carolina | 


had not touched them; Tennessee had interfered i! 
only to protectthem against the whites. One State |! 
: only had gone to extremes: Georgia had out- 
_ stmpp 


ed all the rest. 
Mr. CUTHBERT replied in a few words. 


The memoria! and resolutions were then referred 
to the Judiciary Committee. 


REORGANIZATION OF THE POST OFFICE 


DEPARTMENT. p 


On motion of Mr. EWING, the Senate pro- ; 


ceeded to consider, as in Committee of the Whole, | 
“the bill to change the organization of the Post 


Office Department. ee i 
Atthe suggestion of Mr. GRUNDY, the reading 


The first amendment, proposing to strike out 
the provisions in the bill for the appointment of an 


oficer to be called the Solicitor of the Post Office, i 
: 


and to impose the duties of that office on the Soli- | 


citor of the Treasury, was taken up. 


ii 


l 
to be done by force of arms; he knew they would ji 

| 

f 


planatory remarks from Mr. 


j 
| GRUNDY, 


i 


| Mr. EWING accepted the amendment, and it 
| was agreed to. 


The next amendment proposed to strike out the: 
provision of the bill, which prohibits the Postmas- 
i ter General from granting any more extra com- 


revenues of the department. 

After some remarks in support of the amend- 
| mentby Mr.GRUNDY, it was opposed by Messrs. 
| EWING, BIBB, and SOUTHARD, 

Mr. PORTER also objected to the amendment, 
but as it required some further consideration, and 
it was now late, he moved an adjournment; which 
was agreed to; and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wenpnespay, February 4, 1835. 


Petitions, and memorials were presented, on 
| leave, by Messrs. PLUMMER, JACKSON, of 
i Connecticut, EWING, SEVIER, and BANKS; 


i 
i| which’ were appropriately referred. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


| Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, from the Com- 
mittee of Claims, made a report in the case of 
John Smith, concluding with a resolution referring 
| the same to the Secretary of War. 

| Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee on 
| Foreign Affairs, reported a bill further to extend 
| the time allowed for the execution of the articles 
lof the commission for- carrying into effect the 


treaty with France; which was read twice and 
committed. : 

Mr. CHINN, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported a bill to extend the 
charter of the Bank of Alexandria; which was read- 
| twice and committed. 
| Mr. LAY, from the Committee on Revolution- 
| ary Pensions, reported a bill to authorize the Sec- 
retary of War to appoint an additional agent for 
paying pensioners in the State of Indiana; which 
| was read twice. 
| Mr. LAY moved that the bill be ordered to be 
| engrossed. 2 
i Mr. LANE suggested that an arrangement was 
| about being made, whereby the State Bank of In- 
i diana, and its ten branches would act as the agenta 
| of the Government in the payment of pensioners. 
| If so, the passage of the bill would be unnecessary. 
! He moved to postpone the bill until to-morrow, 
‘in order that the House might act understandingly 
| on the subject. . 

i The postponement was opposed by Messrs. 
i LAY, KINNARD, and EWING, and advocated 


: motion prevailed—yeas 65, nays 63. 


i! Myr. WISE,-from the Committee on Naval Af- 


fairs, reported a bill to authorize the Secretary of 
the Navy to cause to be constructed a steam 
plough ship; which was read twice and com- 
mitted. 

Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on the Ju- 
| diciary, reported a bill to change the time of hold- 
| ing the district courts of the United States for the 


i: western district of Virginia, holden at Clarks- 


: burg; which was read twice and ordered to be en- 
. grossed for a third reading. 

- Mr. FOSTER, from the same committee, re- 
‘ ported, without amendment, the bill from the Sen- 
` ate for the relief of David Thomas; which was 
committed. 

Mr. HARPER, of New Hampshire, from the 
Committee on Commerce, reported a bill for the 
: relief of Gilbert A. Smith and others; which was 
i read twice and committed. 

Mr. LOVE, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, gave notice that the committee would move 
‘the House on Tuesday next to take up the bill to 
establish the western territory. 


RESOLUTIONS OFFERED. 


Mr. DICKINSON offered the following resolu- 
tion; which, under the rule, lies one day: : 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be required 
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19 communicate to this House the amount of | 
money expended in each State of the Union, for 
fortifications, from the year 1816 up to this time. 


Mr. MITCHELL, cf Ohio, offered the following | 


resolution; which, under the rule, lies one day: 
Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of War be required 
to report to this House what has been the amount 
of contingent expenses for superintending the Cum- 
berland ‘road, in the State of Onio, for each year 
since ifs commencement, west of the Ohio river, 
including clerk hive, office rent, furniture, books, 
stationery, engineering, travelling expenses of cffi- 
cers, the purchase of horses and carriages, the 
amount: of commission (f any) for paying out the 
public moneys; what sums of money have been 
paid for work actually done within each year, 
‘distinguishing what was done by contract, from 
what was done by day labor. : 
On motion of Mr. LEA, 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a mail route from Cal- 
houñ, in the county of McMinn, in the State of 
Tennessee, passing by Richard ‘T'aylor’s and John 
Brown’s; thence down the Chatooga river and 


» valley, crossing said river near a Camnp-ground; | 


thence crossing Coosa river at Nesbeti’s Ferry; 
thence crossing Terrapin creek at Adams’s lord; 
and thence by Jacksonville, to Talladega Court- 
Tfouse, in the State of Alabama. ` 


On motion of Mr. FILLMORE, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of establishing an agency for the payment 
of pensions at Buffalo, in the State of New York. 

On motion of Mr. A. H. SEIEPPERD, 

Resolved, That the Commitree on Revolutionary 
Pensions be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 

` ency of providing by law fur the establishment of 
an agency for the payment of pensions at Salem, 
Nocth Carolina, . 

On motion of Mr. FOSTER, 
"Resolved; That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
‘expediency of establishing the following post 
‘routes in the State of Georgia: 

From Clarksville by Mount Jonah and Louds- 


ville’ to Blairsville, Union county; from Cam-| 


ming’s, Forsyth county, to the Court-House in 
Cherokee county; from McDonough by Decatur 
to Cherokee Court-ITouse; from Campbellton by 


Marietta, Cherokee QCourt-Eouse, Aurora, and | 


Dabtonega, to Blairsville; from Villa Ria, Car- 


roll county, by Paulding Court-Elouse, head of ! 


Coosa, and Walker Court-LHouse, to Rossville; 
from Capsville by Pine Log and Coosa Water to 
Itigay, Gilmer county; from Murray county to 
Walker Court-fLouse; from Dublin by Court Häl, 
Montgomery. county, to Jacksonville, Telfair 
county; and from Sandersville by Dublin to Hop- 
Ikinsville; and that said committee further inquire 


into the expediency of establishing a mail route | 


from [tamilton by way of Greenavjlle to Newnan, 


to be carried three times a week ia two-horse | 


stages. 


On motion of Mr. CASEY, . i 

Resolved, 'Thatthe Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a post route from 
Mount Carmel to Maysville, in Illinois. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported the following resolution; which 
lies one day on the table; 

Resolved, That the order of the House of the 
31st January, 1835, discharging the Committee of 
Claims from the further consideration of the pe- 
Udon of James Taylor, of Kentucky, and that 
leave be given to withdraw the same, be rescinded. 

Oa motion of Mr, HARPER, of New Hamp- 
shire, the Efouse proceeded to the consideration of 
the orders of the day and the business upon the 
Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER laid béfore the Housea Report 
fom the Commissioners of the Sinking Fund; 
which, on motion of Mr. HUBBARD, was re- 
ferred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

SENATE BILLS. 


The following bills from the Senate were read 
twice and committed: 


| Single dollar in the Treasury. 


| come before the House for discussion, he thought 
| he could demonstrate the impropriety of paying 


i withdraw the motion, and let the bill take the 
| usual course. 


| of Ways and Means. 


A bill supplementary to the act authorizing the 
cit.zens of Louisiana to enter their back lands; 

A biii for the relief of David McCord; 

A bill for the relief of Christopher T. Baily. 

FRENCH SPOLIATION BILL. 

A bill from the Senate to provide satisfaction for | 
the claims of certain American citizens on account | 
of spoliations committed by the French prior to 
1800, was read the first time. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, remarked that this | 
was a bill involving considerations of the highest 
moment to the nation, It proposed an appropria- 
tion of $5,000,000 out of the public Treasury, 
upon grounds of at least a doubtful nature, at a | 
time, too, when, if all the other demands and ap- | 
propriations were satisfied, there would not bea 
He had had occa- 
sion to make some examination of these claims. 
He was satisfied that they rested on no just 
foundation. If the subject should ever hereafter 


| 
| 


} 


them. Although many of the citizens of his own | 
State were interested in these claims, yet, from | 
the advanced period of the session, he hoped the 
House would not be troubled with the investiga- 
tion of the subject at the present. He therefore 
moved to lay the bill on the table. * 

Mr. SPEIGHT hoped the gentleman would 


The SPEAKER said that the motion must be 
to reject the bill, The motion to lay it on the 
table was not at present in order. 

Some conversation took place between the 
SPEAKER and Mr, POLK, on the point of or- 


der, when Mr. MANN varied his motion, in ae- | 
cordance with the foregoing suggestions of the |! 


Chair. 

Mr. SPEIGHT said his simple purpose in de- 
siring that the motion should be withdrawn was, 
that the bill might be permitted to go toa commit- 
tee, as was usual. He did not know whether he 
should eventually voie for the bill; be wanted 
light on the subject. He represented a district 
which was interested: to a considerable extent in 
these claims. ‘If called upon to vote on the ques- 


| tion at this time, he shculd vote against the re- 


jection of the bill. If upon a full investigation, 
the claims should be found to be jast and proper 
to be paid by the Government, he would favor 
them, without any reference to what might be the 
state of the Treasury. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG agreed with the gentle- 
man last up, that it was entirely proper that this 
bill should take the usual course ; and he hoped 
that his colleague would withdraw bis motion. 

The bill involved great and important princi- 
ples. He did not believe that either a committee 
or the House would have time to act thoroughly 
on the subject during the present session; but he 
was willing to give toit all the investigation which 
was practicable at present. The committee 
might ascertain what documents were necessary 
to be printed. There were a variety of important 
points involved in the bill, some of which might 
be investigated at this time. He therefore hoped 
that the motion of his colleague, if not withdrawn, 
would not prevail. 


Mr. MANN said he was not much conversant | 


with the rules of proceeding in this House. He 
thought it possible tkut the Chair was in error in 
the decision just made. He had supposed it in 
order at any time to move to lay a proposition on 
the table. However, under the solicitation of 
gentlemen, who seemed desirous that this bill 
should take the usual course, he would withdraw 
his motion, and should, at the proper time, move 
to commit the bill to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, 

The bill was then read a second time. 

Mr. MANN moved to refer it to the Committee 


| 
| 


i 
| 


Mr. CAMBRELENG proposed the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. E. EVERETT suggested that subjects of 
a similan character were always referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. The day be- 
fore yesierday, a claim of a similar nature had 
been sent to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
He hoped the present bill wouid be committed to 
that committee. 
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hardly a question to which committee the subject 
should be referred. In his opinion it embraced 
nothing coming within the high duties of the Com- 
mitteeof Waysand Means, atieast notat present. - 
| When the subject should be passed upon, if it 
ever should be, then it might; but in its present 
condition the question was one relating to treaties, 
national laws, and foreign intercourse, and its 
proper reference, therefore, would be to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. GILLET remarked that the question in- 
volved in this bill rendered it proper, 1m his opin- 
ion, that it should go to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. The claims were founded upor docu- 
ments, and the proper construction of these docu- 
ments was the appropriate function of a legal 
‘committee. Ele therefore moved to commit the 
bill to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FILLMORE said, as this was a claim upon 
the Government, it should go to the Committee of 
Claims. It was clearly no claim upon a foreign 
Government, and consequently the subject did not 
belong to the Committee on Foreign Relations; 
nor was it a judicial question. Ife read the rule 
on the sybject, and concluded by moving to com- 
mit the bill to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. ARCHER thought ita waste of the pré- 
cious time of the House in a discussion of this 
sort. Every subject of a similar character had 
uniformly been committed to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. He was apprehensive that 
the bill could not be acted on at the present ses- 
sion; but he repeated that the subject properly 
belonged to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
and he hoped it would be at once referred to that 
committee for investigation. 

Mr. MciIM asked to be excused from voting 
on the question on account of an indirect interest 
in the subject; which’ was agreed to. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, said the most mate- 
i rial part of the subject related to money. If the 
: bill was to become a Jaw, it should go to the Com- 
j mitteeof Waysand Means, in order that the ways 
and means of raising the necessary funds might 
be inquired into. ‘Ihe question was one which 
did not in the least involve the foreign relations of 
| the country. It wasone eminently proper for the 
| consideration of the Committee of Ways and 
{Means. Mr. M. concluded by asking the yeas 
‘and nays upon the question of committing the bill 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

The House refused to order the yeas and nays. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL said there could be no 
doubt that the most appropriate committee to 
which this bill could be referred, was the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, His colleague (Mr. 
Mann] had observed that it was only or mainly 
a question of money, d matter about dollars; but 
it was more than this. It involved the question 
whether the faith of the nation was either expressly 
or impliedly pledged for the payment of these 
claims. If pledged, how? Why, sir, by reason 
of certain results and liabilities springing from our 
relations with a foreign Government. The ques- 
tion, then, now to be determined was liability, or 
| no liability; after that was determined, it would be 
time enough to institute an inquiry into the ways 
{and means of satisfying the obligation, if any 
should be adjudged to exist. Then the legitimate 
functions of the Committee of Ways and Means 
could be invoked; but now it was a question 
whether, according to the laws of nations, and our 
| past relations with France, this nation was respon- 
sible to its citizens. i i 

[Mr. V. here read the 57th rule of the House, 
| to show that this subject-matter did net come 
i within the duties of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, as there prescribed.] 

He said that when he came to act finally-upon 
this subject, it was more than probable that he 
would be found on the side of his colleague, [Mr. 
Mann,] for he had paid some attention to the 
subject, and was inclined to the opinion that the 
United States were not legally or equitably liable 
to these claimants; but this could not preclude him 
from voting for now giving the bill such a direc- 
tion as he believed the rules of the House and 
the nature of the subject required. ape 

The question was then put upon committing 
the bill to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and lost—yeas 26, nays 119. 


| 


1535. 


on Foreign Reiations. 
PUBLIC DEPOSITES, 


Mr. POLK, pursuant to notice given, some 
days since, moved to suspend all the previous or- 
ders of the day for the purpose of proceeding to 
the consideration of the bill regulating the depos- 
ites of the public moneys in the local banks, and 
several other bills in relation to the Bank of the 
United States, &s. 

Mr. McKIiM demanded the yeas and nays on 
. the motion; which were ordered, and were—yeas 

90, nays 11k. 

_ So the House refused. to postpone the orders for 

this purpose. 

Mr. POLK regarded the measures to which he 
shad referred as vitally important to the fiscal op- 
erations of the Government. Te therefore gave 
notice that he would, on Tuesday next, make a 
motion similar to the one which had just failed, 

and he wished gentlemen to determine at that 
time whether or not they would be disposed to 
act on these subjects at the present session. 


CITY OF ALEXANDRIA. 


The Fouse proceeded to the consideration of the 
motion to reconsider the vote rejecting the bill for 
the relief of the city of Alexandria. 

Mr.. HARDIN said he had given his sentiments 
on this subject at length when it was last up, but 
he wished to say a few words in addition. One 
argument used was, that this was a debt due to the 
city of Alexandria; if it was, let it be examined by 

“the Committee of Claims, and whether it amount- 
ed to. one dollar or a million, he was willing it 
should be paid. He denied, however, that it was 

-adebt, Alexandria had no claim. The cession 
made by Virginia had never been claimed back 
by her, and she would consider it an insult to be 
told so.. But again. What had the United States 


-done in Virginia? Expended upwards of half a | 


million of dollars on that part of the. Cumber- 
land road which ran through that State. Was 
that all? No. Congress had given at one time 
$100 000 to the city of Alexandria, at another 
$20,000, and at another $12,000; and had more- 
_ over purchased out the shares in the Long Bridge, 


and made it toll-free—thereby opening three mar- | 


kets for the State of Virginia, instead of one. Here 
was an outlay of $300,000; and-still the Govern- 
ment wasin debt! Great God! (said Mr. H.,) he 
never knew a debt so hard to pay before. It was 
-true that no State in the Union had been more 
liberal than Virginia; but she had received much 
in return. She, however, was too high minded to 
‘make any claim. It was said we owed a large 
debt to the District, This was not the fact. How 
much had the District been benefited by the-loca- 
tion of the seat of Government there? The people 
complained of taxes; but for what were they laid? 
To improve their own property, and to provide 
for the police. And had we not improved it? 
Yes, at an expense of thousands upon thousands 
of dollars. Even the very walks had been done 
at Uncle Sam’s expense. The streets of the city 
of Washington had been paved and improved by 
Congress at an expense of $130,000.- The lots 
between the famous river Tiber and the City Hall 
had been first given to the Corporation, and then 
bought back again. $169,000 had been given for 
the canal, and $150,000 for the lots, making in all 


about $500,000; and still we owed them a debt, a | 


heavy debt; and still further applications for 
money were made. 
let us off at six millions? Mr. H. was certain 
we owed neither the city of Alexandria nor the 
District one cent. : 

Mr. H. then referred to the aqucduct, upon 


which $70,000 had been already expended, and no |) 


one seemed to know how much had been done. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Bares] 
said that the abutments had been erected on one 
side; but Mr. H. was ata loss to know what the 
gentleman meant. Fle went and examined the 
work himself, and a dam or embankment, he was 
“informed, had been made, at an expense of some 
-six or seven thgusand dollars; and when he was 
there,-a large part of it had been destroyed. Ele 
had: had the river measured at. Georgetown, and 
found sit. Ailteen handved feet. wide—the embank- 
ment being five hundred feet, leit aclear channel. 


He would ask, would they |, 


| of one thousand feet, according to the showing of 
the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Mercer,] who 
| addressed the House on the subject some days 
ago. ‘ 

Mr. MERCER explained. 

Mr. HARDIN said he had probably misunder- 
stood the gentleman—besides he knew we were 
not accountable here for a speech delivered a 
; month ago. We have the right to plead the act 
of limitation upon it. He contended that the 
aqueduct would require eleven piers, and if the 
| length of the aqueduct shall prove to be twelve 
or fourteen hundred feet, it will require more; for 
he did not believe it practicable to make the span 
of each one hundred feet. Mr. H. said this wooden 
aqueduct could not last more than six or seven 
years, subjected as it was to the action of air and 
water, and in proof of this, appealed to the expe- 
rience. of gentlemen in the construction of miils, 
&c. He said he was opposed to the expenditure 
of ancther dollar on these works. He considered 
the million already expended on the Chesapeake 
and Ohio canal as lost, as likewise the $100,000 
already appropriated to the aqueduct. . He had 
opposed, and while he held a seat on that floor, 
he would continue to oppose, the whole. scheme 
of the Chesapeake and Ohio canal. He opposed 
these appropriations on other considerations. He 
did not believe the Government ever received fair 
return in labor bestowed. The money was too 
apt to stick to the fingers of those intrusted with 
its expenditure. The macadamizing of Pennsyl- 
vania avenue cost $100,000, while it should have 
been done for $20,000. He asked how gentlemen 
would face their constituents with the tale that 
they had voted this $100,000 to construct a canal 
alongside of the finest river in our country? Myr. 
H. concluded by saying he had done what he 


endeavor to do while he retained that respon- 
sible station; and when he retired from it, and was 
again placed on one of those western hills, where 
the eye glances over the vast and fertile regigns 
of.the great valley of the Mississippi, he could 
cast a look to the eastward and exclaim with the 
dying Christian, ‘* Farewell—farewell! vain 
world! [’m going home!”’ 

Mr. TURRILL opposed the reconsideration of 
the bill. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND said, notwithstanding 
what had been said-by the gentleman from Ken- 
| tucky, (Mr.. Hanpm,] he considered himself a 
representative of the people of the District of Co- 
lumbia, and also the Representative of the people 
i of the first congressional district of Pennsylvania, 
in the vote he intended to give in favor of this 
| bill. When the cession of these ten miles square 
| was made to the General Government, it was upon 
| a full and fair understanding, that the cities therein 
would have some one to take care of them in Con- 
gress. If Alexandria could to-morrow go back 
to Virginia, how soon would she start from her 
present condition? Before she was ceded to this 
Government, she had golden prospects before her; 
| but what has been the result? 
ruined, blighted, he had almost said, blasted. 
But, said the gentleman from Kentucky, when we 
go back toour constituents, and tell them we have 
voted away so much of their money, what will 
they say? This camehome. We could say what 
| we pleased in favor of an appropriation in which 
! our constituents were interested, but these Alex- 
andria people have ne one in Virginia to take care 
of them. If they look to the great State of Vir- 


| ments, and make their appeal there, they are told 
i they do not belong to the State; if they come here, 
they are unrepresented. Where then were they 


H 
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| sylvania or New York might, look to their State 
| Legislature, for they had none; and when she 
came to that Llouse, their only resource, they 
| were to be sneered, as it were, from the door. 
| Mr. S. was not afraid of telling his constituents, 
| when he went home, if they should ask. him; how 
| he had voted upon this question, and that he re- 
garded the people of these ‘ten: miles square as 
| though they had a right to call upon usto legislate 


had no: other legislature than that House, and if 
j that Flouise refused to-Jisten to their-appeal, they 
had no other resource Jeftthem. Hadwe not been 


deemed to do his duty. This he would always | 


‘Those prospeets | 


ginia, engaged in carrying out national improve- 


to look? They could not, as the people cf Penn- |; 
i this debate should be arrested. The Elotise was 


especially for them. The people of: Alexandria: 


i 


But let him ask, was it fair to.talk about what 


had been done for the District of Columbia on 
the occasion of an applitation by the people of 
Alexandria? It was true that three bridges had 
been constructed, but were they for them alone? 
No. They were for the accommodation of the 
whole Union, to facilitate the transportation of the 
mail, and were as beneficial to the people gener- 
‘ally as to the inhabitants of this District.. Mr.S. 
said, the able and eloquent advocacy of this meas- 
ure by the delegation of the: Old Dominion, re- 
flected honor upon the State, and showed they 
appreciated the condition of the city of Alexan- 
dria, Supposing such an obstruction in the nayi- 
gation of a river as that which had blocked up the 
channel of the Potomac, had occurred in one of 
the States, would the people have been without 
redress? They would not. But we were told that 
there was no occasion for this work; and by whom 
are we told so? By the people of Alexandria? No. 
By the people of Washington or Georgetown, who 
might.be supposed interesied in keeping it down? 
No. Had any one coversant with the subject told 
us so? No. On the contrary, all concurred: in ita 
expediency. Surely, no one would pretend that 
the citizens of Alexandria asked for this appropri- 
ation merely that the money might be squandered 
among them; for they have almost embarked all 
their means in its success, in the expectation that 
the work would be brought to their town. Would 


l anyone think them fcols enough to have em- 


barked their money on the scheme, unless they 
had been led to expect they should reap sone 
benefit from it? They have done all in their power, 
and they now.come to us, as the people of Vir- 
ginia would go to their Legislature, or those of his 
own State to Harrisburg, and ask for aid in com- 
pleting the work. It was their only place of ap- 


| peal. Mr. 8. said he trusted, looking upon. that 


House as the peculiar guardian and representative 
body of this District, that they would throw aside 
their prejudices; and as the Constitution had placed 
it under their peculiar care, they would regard it 
as they would their individual States, and act 


| upon this measure calmly and dispassioaately. 


He hoped the motion to reconsider would pre~ 


vail. s : 

Mr. CHINN replied at considerable length to 
Mr. Harpry; and asked if it was fair, in a ques- 
tion of that kind, to array the honest prejudices: of 
the House against the bill, and to quote the ex- 


| penditures upon the Chesapeake and Onio canal, 


this bridge or that bridge, this work or that work, 
in which the people of Alexandria felt no more in- 
terest, nor had any. more voice than the gentleman 
himself. The gentleman also, in the course of his 
remarks, seemed to advécate what he considered 
the proper dignity and honor of the State of Vir- 


| sinia, and said that asking for this appropriation 
ginia, pprop 


was offering an insult to her. Mr. C. hoped he 


| would be the last to do anything tending to affect 


either her honor, her dignity, or her character. 
Mr. C. then entered into a general defence of the 
merits of the proposition, and referred to sundry 
estimates and surveys, and the opinions of emi- 
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nent engineers, upon the expediency of the Alex- 
andria canal, together with those of the stock- 
holders of the Chesapeake and Ohio canal, and the 
Corporations of Washington and Georgetown. 
Mr. C. also read a table of the expenses: already 
incurred, the works completed, and. the probable 


| cost of those'in progress; showing that the whole 
i could be completed for the amount now. asked. 


Mr. CROCKETT said he thought it time that 


within four weeks of the termination of the ses- 


| sion, and many important bills were pressing for 


consideration, which “had. been postponed, from 
time to. time, to -hear gentlemen make speeches. 
Lock-back to last session, and it: would be seen 
that seven months were almost entirely consumed 
in long speeches... He should therefore move the 
previous question... : 
~The call was susta 
counted. 

The main question wast 
‘without’a-count, and 


ined-—ayes 198, noes not 
hen ordered to be put, 
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“THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


February 5. 


Mr, BYNUM called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 
The question on the reconsideration of the bill 
was. then put; and decided as follows—yeas 93, 
“nays 104. . 
YEAS—Messrs. John Quincy Adams, Heman 
‘Allen, John J. Allen, Anthony, Banks, Barber, 
` Barnitz, Bates, Baylies, Beale, Binney, Bouldin, 
Briggs, Burd, Burges, Chambers, Cage, Chinn, 
‘William Clark, Clay, Coulter, Crane, Crockett, 
Darlington, Davenport, Denny, Evans, Edward 
Everett, Horace Everett, Ewing, Ferris, Fill- 
more, Garland, Gholson, Gorham, Grennell, 
Hiland Hall, Hannegan, Hard, Heath, Hiester, 
Huntington, William Jackson, Edward Jackson, 
Richard M. Johnson, Henry Johnson, King, 
‘Lane, Laporte, Lincoln, Love, Lucas, Lytle, 
Martindale, Marshall, Mardis, John Y. Mason, 
McComas, McKennan, McKim, Mercer, Miller, 
Milligan, Miner, Morgan; Murphy, Patton, Dutee 
J. Pearce, Pope, Potts, Ramsay, Reed, Rencher, 
William B. Shepard, Slade, Sloane, Spangler, 
Stewart, Stoddert, Sutherland, Francis Thomas, 
Philemon Thomas, Turner, Tweedy, Vance, 
. Vinton, Watmough, Frederick Whittlesey, Elisha 
Whittlesey, Wilde, Wilson, Wise, Young—93. 
NAYS—Messrs. John Adams, Chilton Allan, 
_ William. Allen, Barringer, Bean, Beaumont, 
Bockee, Brown, Bunch, Burns, Bynum, Cambre- 
leng, Carmichael, Carr, Casey, Chaney, Chilton, 
Claiborne, Samuel Clark, Clayton, Clowney, 
Coffee, Cramer, Amos Davis, Day, Dickson, Dick- 
inson, Dunlap, Felder, Philo C. Fuller, William 
K. Fuller, Fulton, Galbraith, Gamble, Gillet, 
Gordon, Graham, Grayson, Griffin, Joseph Hall, 
Thomas H. Hall, Halsey, Hardin, Joseph M. 
Harper, James Harper, Harrison, Hathaway, 
Hawkins, Hazeltine, Henderson, Howell, Hub- 
bard, Inge, Jarvis, William Cost Johnson, Noa- 
diah. Johnson, Benjamin Jones, Kavanagh, Kil- 
ore, Kinnard, Lansing, Lea, Lee, Letcher, Loyall, 
yon, Moses Mason, je., May, McCarty, Me- 
Kay, McLene, McVean, Henry Mitchell, Robert 
“Mitchell, Moore, Muhlenberg, Osgood, Parks, 
Parker, Patterson, Peyton, Franklin Pierce, Pier- 
son, Pinckney, Plummer, Polk, Reynolds, Rob- 
-ertson, Schenck, Augustus IT. Shepperd, Shinn, 
‘Smith, Speight, Standifer, Steele, William P. 
Taylor, Thomson, Tompkins, Turrill, Vander- 
poel, Van Houten, Wagener, Wardwell, White, 
iliams—105. 
So the House refused to reconsider the bill, and 
it is therefore finally rejected by this Congress. 
Mr. WATMOUGH made an ineffectual at- 
tempt to call up the Navy bill; but a motion to 
adjourn prevailed—ayes 87, noes 70. 
And then the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE, 
Tuorspay, February 5, 1835. 


On motion of Mr. WAGGAMAN, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of the resolution 
submitted by him; for the appointment of a select 
committee to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a branch of the United States Mint at New 
Orleans. j 

On motion of Mr. CALHOUN, the resolution 
was amended go as to add to it “ and also another 
somewhere in the gold region of the South At- 
lantic States.” 

The resolution, as amended, was then agreed to; 
and, on motion of Mr. WAGGAMAN, the com- 
mittee was ordered to consist of five members. 


The Senate having balloted for the committee, 
it appeared that Messrs. WAGGAMAN, KING, 
of Georgia, BEN TON, CALHOUN, and MAN- 
GUM, were appointed. 

Petitions of a private nature were presented by 
Mr, TIPTON and Mr. TYLER. 

Mr. McKEAN presented a memorial from mer- 
chants and other citizens of Philadelphia, praying 
an appropriation to improve the harbor at New 
Casile. 

RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. BUCHANAN submitted the following 
resolution; which, on his motion, -was considered 
and adopted: * 
< Resolved, That. the Committee on Finance be 


| tribes, to whose use and occupancy lands are 


instructed to inquire into the expediency of appro- 
priating the sum of $862 81 for the payment of the 
balance due to Valentine Geisey, late superintend- 
ent of the Cumberland road, for arrearages of his 


salary. 

Mr. ROBBINS, from the Library Committee, 
to which was referred a resolution on the subject, | 
reported a joint resolution authorizing the pur- 
chase of the remaining copies of Waterston’s 
Tabular Views of the United States; which was 
read the first time, and ordered to a second read- 
ing. . 

The following resolutions, submitted yesterday 
by Mr. CLAY, were taken up, and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be directed to inquire into the expediency of making 
further provision by law, to enable Indians or ; 


secured by treaties concluded between them and 
the United States, to defend and maintain their 
rights to such lands in the courts of the United | 
States, in accordance with the laws and Constitu- 
tion of the United States. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs 
be directed to inquire into the expediency of 
making further provisions by law for setting apart 
a district of country west of the Mississippi river, 
for such of the Cherokee nation as may be dis- 
posed to emigrate and occupy the same, and for 
securing in perpetuity the peaceful and undis- 
turbed enjoyment thereof to the emigrants’ and 
their descendants. 


The resolution submitted by Mr. WAGGA- 
MAN that the Committee on-Manufactures be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of further 
providing by law against the evasions of the tariff 
on refined and other sugars, and another submit- 
ted by Mr. PORTER for an inquiry by the Com- | 
mittee on Commerce into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a light-house at the Bayou St.John, were 
severally considered and adopted. 


On motion of Mr. PRESTON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the joint resolution 
authorizing the purchase of certain pictures now 
in this city, for the President’s House. 

Mr. HILL objected to the bill, as involving an | 
unnecessary expenditure, and moved to lay the 
same on the table; which was not agreed to. 

The question being on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed for a third reading, Mr. HILL asked 
for the yeas and nays; which were ordered. 

Mr. CUTHBERT made some remarks in sup- 
port of the bill, and thought the purchase of those 
ornamental pictures were worthy the expenditure, 
and would be subjects of just pride to the nation, 
and he would be glad to see the honorable mem- 
ber from New Hampshire yield his opposition to 
the bill. 

Mr. POINDEXTER moved to fill the blank left 
for the appropriation with ‘ any sum not exceed- 
ing $40,000.” 

Mr. PORTER objected to any sum being in- 
serted in the bill at all. He thought if the pic- 
tures were worthy of being purchased, it was 
much better to leave the price entirely at the dis- 
cretion of the President. 

Mr. PRESTON: observed that the value affixed 
to them was about $48,000. He thought the sum 
suggested was quite sufficient, and he had no ob- 
jection to it. : 

Mr. POINDEXTER said he had examined 
these pictures, and $40,000, it was thought, would 
cover the entire cost; for some of them ought not, | 
and he believed would not be purchased. 

Mr. LEIGH also was opposed to inserting the 
sum; he would prefer leaving it to the President’s 
discretion. 

The motion to insert was agreed to. 

The question on the engrossment of the bill 
was decided in the negative by a vote of—yeas 20, 
nays 22; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Benton, Cuthbert, Ew- 
ing, Goldsborough, King of Alabama, Leigh, | 
Linn, McKean, Mangum, Poindexter, Porter, 
Preston, Robbins, Robinson, Silsbee, Smith, Tal!- 
madge, Waggaman, Wright—20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Black, Brown, Buchanan, | 
Calhoun, Clay, Frelinghuysen, Grundy, Hen- 
dricks, Hill, Kane, Kent, King of Georgia, Knight, 
Morris, Naudain, Prentiss, Shepley, Swift, Tip- 


ton, Tomlinson, Tyler, White—22, 


The bill from the House of Representatives to 
grant letters-patent to Francis B. Ogden; and 

The bill authorizing certain papers in the De- 
partment of State to be delivered to the Secretary 
of War, to be used in making allowances of pen- 
sions, were severally read the second time and 
referred. , 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PRESTON, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported the bill for the relief of the 
judges of Michigan Territory, with an opinion of 
the committee unfavorable to its passage. i 

Mr. BLACK, from’ the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported unfavorably upon the pe- 
titions of William Stringer and John B. Toulmin. 

Mr. PRESTON, from the Judiciary Commit- 
tee, to which was referred the bill from the House 
authorizing letters-patent to be granted to James 
Jones, reported the same without amendment. 

Mr. PRESTON, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, made an unfavorable report upon the peti- 
tion of Moses Haskins. 

Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to which was referred the bill from the 
House making appropriations for the naval ser- 
vice for the year 1835, reported the same without 
amendment. 

Mr. PORTER, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Lem- 
uel Tanner, assignee of Pierre Dufresne; which ` 
was read the first time and ordered to a second 
reading. 

REORGANIZATION OF THE POST OFFICE 


DEPARTMENT. 

On motion of Mr. EWING, the Senate resumed 
the consideration of the bill changing the organi- 
zation cf the General Post Office, as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The amendment proposed by Mr. GRUNDY, 
to strike out the provision, ‘* that no increase of 
compensation shall be allowed to more than double 
the nett amount of postages received on the route,” 
being still under consideration, 

Mr. EWING farther opposed the amendment, 
and said, when it was in order, if the amendment 
proposed should be rejected, as he hoped it would, 
he intended to follow up the principle embraced 
in that part of the bill, by offering a further 
amendment, that there should be no jncrease of 
compensation on any route which was in existence 
more than ten years. 

Mr. GRUNDY declined discussing the propo- 
sition, because he saw plainly that it was not to 
be adopted. The great evils now complained of 
were improvident extra allowances. The bill re- 
quired the Postmaster General to report to Con- 
gress within ten days from the commencement of 
every session, what allowances he had made, the 
reasons for them, and the services for which they 
had been allowed, which he thought were suffi- 
cient guards against the evils complained of, or 
any others to be apprehended. The limitation to 
double the amount of postages on the route was 
very uncertain, and in case anything should hap- 
pen to obstruct the progress of the mail on any 
route, if there was no discretion left to the Post- 
master General to send on the mail, it would have 
to lie until by the regular recurrence of the mail 
it could be carried on. One thing should be ob- 
served, that as much security and certainty should 
be given to the contractor as possible, and then 
he would have a greater inducement to make a 
low bid. He did not differ from the gentleman 
from Ohio upon the principle, but he did not 
think the machine would operate advantageously 
without. some discretion being left in the Post- 
master General on this subject. 

Mr. PORTER was opposed to granting any 
extra allowances whatever, and had prepared, last 
night, an amendment embracing his views, but he 
had since yielded to the solicitations of his friends, 
and would not now press it, but he thought the 
inconveniences which the public would sustain 
by taking away this unlimited power, would not 
be so great as granting extra compensation in any 
shape. 

Mr. EWING said that the law before was as 
imperative and explicit as to the amount of ser- 
vices which was to be performed, as the present 


| proposition, and it was disregarded, and should 
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we pass another, and then another of the same 
tenor. 
Mr. E. proceeded to show that the connecting | 


a moat fruitful source of abuse. He did not think 


the same discretion was now used by the depart- 
ment. Fie did not agree with the honorable chair- 
man, (Mr. Grunpy,] that the revenues of a route | 


i: by the department. 


were to be calculated by the incomes arising frem ` 


postage between any two places, but from all the 
proceeds arising from postages on that Toute. 
tie thought this to be the letter and spirit of the 
bii 

Mr. CLAY said he was opposed to all extras, 
to all allowances whatever. 
were founded on the interest of contractors and | 
the discretion of the officer. ‘Phat all good Gov- i 
ernments should endeavor to restrict discretion- | 
ary power, ft follows from the nature of man, 
that all discretionary power will be abused. He 
was for striking at the root of the evil,and oppose 
all such powers. i 

The amendinent was disagreed to. 

The Senate next proceeded to consider the fif- | 


teenth secuion, submitted by Mr. Grunpy as an: 
amendment, in the following words: i 

“That the expendi ures for the transportation | 
of the mail and all other expenses incident thereto, 
abali no: exceed the revenues of the General Post 
Oiee, &c. 

Mr. GRUNDY thought the department should 
support itsel; that surtable checks should be 
interposed, and not leave a boundless discretion 
to the department; that without the restraints con- : 
tained m the proposed amendments, it would be 
in the power of tne Postmaster Genera! to ruin : 
the ‘L'renasury. He contended that the depart- 
ment should not be permiued to ga beyond its 
revenues, Congress would be obliged to make- 
the uprropriation after the contracts were made, 
aud all the motives which gentemen had so much ; 
feared, might be brought to bear before the ap- ` 
propriation sheuld Le made, and Congress must 
pay all the charges. 

Mr. EWING hoped the honorable chairman 
(Sir. Grunoy} wocid be equally zealous for the | 
public Treasury. tHe believed det eight handred 
thousand doliars would ive teft after defraying all , 
the expenses of the department. That the income | 
of the department would be more than sufficient i 
to defray ull iss expenses, His only objection to | 
the amendment was, that it held out the idea that 
Its whole income must be expended some how or 
Other. ! 

Mr. GRUNDY was glad the gentleman (Vr. 
Ewing] fad come to the support of the amend- 
ment. There had been an aitempt heretofere to 
tarow the expenses of die Post Office Department 
on tie Preasury. He was for restricting its ex- : 
penses as much as possible, Phere was a princi- 
plein poluies that should always be observed, | 
shat one set af men should never pay the money, : 
whilst another expended it, He agreed with the 
Senator from Ohio, (Mr. Ewixe,} that the rev- 
enues of the department would be amply sufficient | 
tosupport it. Efe feared that the rates of postage | 
might be reduced, and the expense thrown on the , 
Treasury. : 

Mr. EWING ssid the honorable chairman | 
knew betorehand that he himself would agree 
wih him on this amendment, That there 30 | 
necasien for his formal speech, with which he had | 
favored tie Sennte. 

Mr. GRUNDY explained, i 

Mr EWINu sad the discussion was wholly 


unnecessary, as the amendment would probably . 
pass wiheut objection, oe 
Mr. BIRB rose to move a slight alteration, Fre 
Was anxtoua the amendment should pass. He- 
wished to modify it by striking out the word | 


! 7 a E 
“thereto,  andinsert “tothe General Post Office.” | 


After some further conversation between Mr. i 
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The Senate then proceeded to consider the 


i amendment proposed by Mr. G T 
any danger wouid result from authorizing the | erea eal 


Postmaster General to discontinue routes when he | ment of all debts due by the departiment on the 


might find the public,interest required it. That: 


sixteenth section of the bill, providing for the pay- 


3lst day of March next. 

„Mr. SOULHARD opposed the amendment. 
This paying of the debts had not been called fer 
by, He did not wish to interfere 
in its affairs unasked. He thought, as it was an 
appropriation, it ought not to be incorporated in 
the bill for reorganizing the department. Ele was 
opposed to making appropriations in the dark. It 


‘was not known what sum this would take from the | 


i Treasury There wag to be a commissioner to be 
These allowances | 


sure; there might be some safety in that. The 


debts, moreover, were wholly undefined. It was || 


not stated whether they were those due last year, 
or those now due, or those due a month hence. 
it would be throwing open a door to the grossest 
extravagances. There must be something more 
than the resignation of a clerk before he could 


| place any confidence in that department. 


Mr. GRUNDY said the department was in 


i debt—that was not doubted or denied; and we 


were about to take away its means. That being 


the case, all he asked was, that its debts should ;' 


be paid, and if we made no such provision, we 


. Should, by taking away its means, be the cause of |) 


its creditors losing ther debts, although the money 
was advanced for the benef of the people. He, 
therefore, saw no reason for calling on.the Exec- 
utive, or the Postmaster General, on the subject. 
Butthe minority of the committee were of opinion, 
that if we took away the means of the depart- 
ment, we ought to pay its debts. He admitted 
that the Postmaster General had no right to bind 
ihe United States by a loan, and he so voted at 
the last session; but if the department should go 
on, it would redeem itself. We all thought it 
would be unwise not to reorganize the depart- 
ment, and if we did so, the question only was, 
was it right to pay the debts, or suffer the credi- 
tors to lose them. Without legislation the credi 
tors would get their debts, and by doing s9, they 
would fosethem. The Postmaster General would 


never say that he had made an application to | 


Corgress for aid; for he did not make it; but it 
was a suggestion of himself, on the part of the 
minority. One part of the committee thought it 
ought to be advanced, and another that it ought 
not. And he could not agree in the propriety of 
the remark, that this was not the proper place for 
introducing the provision. What place was so 
proper for supplying the deficiency as the bill 
which deprived the department of its means? I 
the principle was right to pay them, the amount 
ought not to-defer the Senate from granting it 
If the security proposed for ascertaining the cor- 
reciness and justice of the debts was insuficient 
he had no objection tbat the names of any other 
persons shouid be inserted that gentlemen desired. 

Mr. EWING objected to the amendment be 
cause it was not the proper place in which to 


insert it; the only true mode of making the appro- | 
rriation, was by introducing a bill for the purpose. | 
But it was unexampled to ask Congress to pay | 
the debts of a Department. Wassuch a thing ever | 
heard of, with regard to the War or Navy De- 


partments? 
were actually contracted? Before he consented 
to vote any thing for this parpose, he was deter- 
mined to Know what those debis were. 


payable till September, I ’ i ! 
vices and if we should agree to pay them, It would 
be allowing the service to be rendered or not, just 
as the creditor pleased. i 

Mr. PORTER thought this a most extraordi- 


nary call upon the Senate, to voteaway, One, two, | 
or three hundred thousand dollars, without know- | 


ing anything of the propriety of the debt con- 
tracted. The amendment said all the debts up to 


GRUNDY, Mr. KNIGHT, and Mr. BIBB, the | 
i: amendment suggested by Mr. BIBB was agreed 


| to, and the amendment was concurred in. 
of routes, as maneged by artful contractors, was i: 


Ilow were we to know that the debts | 


But some |; 


of those debts consisted of drafts which were not 
335, for anticipated ser- | 


Vor. 2.. 


| the 31st March, and everything might come within 
| us provisions, no matter how it was applied. He 
| would inquire what reagon there was for repasing 
all this confidence in the head of the department? 
‘Tf it was justly due, and the money was honestly 
| borrowed, could not the books be shown, could 
‘not the accounts be produced? His strongest 
| objection to this amendment was the putting off 
i the producticn of the accounts till after the ad- 
i dournment of Congress. Mr. P. here alluded toa 
; letter over the signature of the President addressed 
to his constituents, and published at New Orleans 
last summer, stating that he was charged by it 
with having voted against an appropriation for 
the relief of the Post Office, last session. He 
recurred to the Journals to show that he had not 
so voted, and spoke at length on the subject. 
| When Mr. P. concluded, 

i Mr. GRUNDY moved an adjournment; which 
i prevailed; and 

The Senate adjourned. 


H 


| HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Tuorspay, February 5, 1835. 


Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on 
‘Judiciary, reported a biil further to amend 
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the 
ae the 
adicial systein of the Uniced States; which was 
: read twice. 

Mr. F. said the bill was one of very general 

interest. Fortwo months it had been very ma- 
turely considered by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. lt made but few changes in the present 
| judicial system, and he thought it ought to be 
passed at the present session. He therefore moved 
| to postpone its Mrther consideration until Thurs- 
; day next, and that it be made the special order for 
i that day. 
The SPEAKER suggested that a bill of a sim- 
‘jlar character was reported at the last session, and 
‘remained unacted on. He doubted whether it 
was in order to report the present bill under the 
t circumstances of the case. 

Mr. FOSTER explained the objects of the bill, 
and contended that its provisions were not analo- 
gous té’ those contained in the bill referred to by 
| the Chair. 
| Mr. JOHN Q. ADAMS inquired whether it 


we 


Į 
| 
| 
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of the Supreme Court. 

Mr. FOSTER replied in the negative. 

Mr. ADAMS suggested a postponement of the 
il to a more distant day, and that it be printed. 
Mr. FOSTER modified his motion, by propos- 
ing to postpone the bill to Monday week, ard 
make it the special order for that day. 

Mr. CLAY remarked that this question seemed 
to be one of importance. He therefore moved a 
cail of the House, upon which question he called 
for the yeas and nays; which were ordered, and 
were—yeas 34, nays 95 
| Mr. FOSTER said, as there appeared to be 
‘some difficulty on the point of order, he would 
; move to discharge the Committee of the Whole 
ion the state of the Union from the further con- 
|i sideration of the bill of the last session on this 
` subject, and that the same be recommitted to the 


bi 


Committee on the Judiciary; which was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER having decided that the bill 
just reported by the committee was not in order, 
it was withdrawn by Mr. FOSTER, the chairman 
of the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. INGE, from the Commitee on the Public 
Lands, reported a bill for the relief of Mary 
Tucker, of Arkansas; which was read twice, and .. 
+ its further consideration postponed to Monday 
next. 

Mr. SCHENCK, from the Committee on In- 
alid Pensions, reperted a bill for the relief of 
“Thomas Simpson; which was read twice and 
; committed, ; 

Mr. SCHENCK, from the same committee, 
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“reported a bill for the relief of Thankful Randall; 
which was read twice and committed. 


Unfavorable repdrts were made, by Messrs. 
SLADE, MUHLENBERG, TURRILL, and 
CASEY, on various petiuons, &c., referred to 
‘their respective committees, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, reported the following 
‘resolution: 

Resolved, That from eleven to twelve o’clock 
to-morrow morning be set apart to consider the 
following bills, viz: A bill forthe better organiza- 
tion of the corps of engineers; for the gradual 
increase of the corps of engineers; to appoint 
additional paymasters; and a bill to continue the 
subsistence department. 

After some remarks by Messrs. JOHNSON, of 
Kentucky, ASHLEY, DICKINSON, and WIL- 
LIAMS, 

Mr. REYNOLDS moved to lay the resolution 
on thé table; which was agreed to—yeas 78, nays 
63. 


Mr. JARVIS, from the Committee on the 
Public Buildings, reported a bill to provide for 
‘erecting a fire-proof building for the accommoda- 
tion of the Departments of the Treasury and State; 
which was read twice and committed. 


Mr. POPE moved to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the orders of the day; which was agreed 
to. 

LOUISVILLE AND PORTLAND CANAL. 


Mr. POPE rose to submit a motion, which he 
said he did with great reluctance. It was a mo- 
tion in which thirteen States of the Union were 
deeply interested. Fle alluded to the bill in rela- 
tion to the Louisville and Portland.canal. He 
moved to postpone all the.orders of the day pre- 
vious to this bill, for the purpose of going into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union upon it. 

A count having been called Won the motion, 
and the ayes having been announced to be one 
hundred and three, 

Mr. WATMOUGH called for the yeas and 
nays on the motion; which were ordered, “and 
were—yeas 115, nays 76. 


` So the House determined to go into committee 


on the bill referred to. 

Mr. WARD W ELL suggested the propriety of 
also going into committee upon the bill from the 
Senate, for continuing the office of Comnfissioner 
of Pensions; which was agreed to. 

Mr, WATMOUGET rose to a question of order. 
He desired to know whether a bare majority 
could set aside the usual and regular routine of 
business ? 

The SPEAKER remarked that this was the 
third time that this question had been made. The 
Chair had again and again decided that a majority 
was sufficient. 

The House then resolved itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Parron in the chair.) 

The bill to purchase the private stock in the 
er ee and Portland canal was firat consid- 
ered. ae 
Mr. POPE then moved an amendment, ag an 
additional clause to the bill: 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the sum 
of $654,800 be, and the ssme is hereby, appropri- 
ated (out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated ) for the purpose aforesaid. 

Mr. POPE said: Mr. Chairman, I feel profoundly 
grateful to honorable gentlemen for their kindness 
in consenting to postpone the orders of the day to 
take up the bill under consideration. I will requite 
their courtesy by being very brief. I should not 
say a word, sir, but that the bill before the com- 
mitiee is a highly important.one. It involves the 
interests of the inhabitants of an immense region, 
and is entitled to the grave and respectfal con- 
sideration of this body. All the citizens of the 


transmontane Slates, in greater or less degree, are || 


interested in its fate, and they expect us to legis- 
late upon the subject in a liberal, enlightened, and 
national spirit. In numerous memorials which 
have been presented, they invoke the interposition 
of the National Legislature to disembarrass their 
trade of burthens as injurious as they are un- 
righteous. They tell you that their industry and 


| a distyict of country which stretches from clime 


i can any one be designated in which so many 


: s PES 4 
enterprise are shackled by unwonted taxation— 


that their legitimate gains are subjected to the ex- 
action of acorporation almost whoily irresponsible, 
and they earnestly and respectfully call upon Con- 
gress for relief. Sir, they have a deep stake in 
this matter. Their rights, their interests, their 
feelings, are all involved. Blessed with more than 
plenty, they are yet debarred a free and rightful 
highway toa ready market. Their surplus pro- 
ductions must either roton their hands, or in their 
transit to market be taxed almost at the will of a 
licensed corporation—a corporation most improv- 
idently clothed with extraordinary powers, and 
possessed of that pernicious gift, perpetual exist- 
ence. Let me not be told, sir, that these formi- | 
dable powers were derived from an act of the 
Legislature of my own State. This fact does not 
render them less exceptionable. The motives of | 
those who passed the act of incorporation were 
pure and praiseworthy. They intended to do 
good, although they acted unwisely. Im their 
anxiety to furnish facilities to the navigation of 
the Ohio river they went too far. They were 
apprized of the difficulties and perils which the 


falls of the Ohio presented to the navigator, and |; 


they, therefort, incorporated a company to con- 
struct the Louisville and Portland canal. They 
were aware that there was no surplus Iccal capital, 
and it was to tempt the employment of foreign 
means in the undertaking that the act complained 
of was passed. Be that as it may, the ev!l is un- 
questionably inflicted, and it is now the part of 
wisdom and duty to adopt the best, and I may 
say the only, mode of correcting the error. 

Mr. Chairman, if it be a part of the settled 
policy of this country that objects purely, essen- 
tially, and confessedly national, shall receive the 
favorable consideration of the Government, the 
one now under discussion is most eminently enti- 
tled to it. Recollect, sir, that itis the busy, the 
enterprising, and increasing thousands of an im- 
mense extent of country, who demand relief—of 


to clime, comprehending within its circuit parts 
of the States of New York, Pennsylvania, Mary- 
land, Virginia, and the whole of Ohio, Kentucky, 
Indiana, Illinois, Missouri, Tennessee, Alabama, 
Mississippi, and Louisiana, and the ‘Territory of 
Arkansas—of an extent of country which inclades į 
within its sweep the ‘*Great Father of Rivers” 


himself, and all his beautiful, unrivalled, and mag- |} 


nificent tributaries. Sir, as the ‘ King of Floods” | 
rolls his rushing and turbid waters to the deep, he 
bears upon his bosom the surplus productions of 
all these States and many more, much of which 
find a way through the Louisville and Portland 
canal. From its mountain sources to its mouth, 
the Ohio flows freighted with the exportations of 
New York, Pennsylvania, Maryland, and Vir- 
ginia, which States receive in return, by thesame 
communication, the valuable and increasing agri- 
cultural and mineral productions of the far South 
and West. Whatodject then, sir, let me inquire, 
is more national than the one under consideration ? 
Throughout this wide-spread, far-reaching land, 


States and so many people are so deeply inter- 
ested? Sir, therecan be but one answer to these 
questions. 

Mr. Chairman, the value of the annual com- 
merce of the Ohio river is estimated by the com- 
mittee that reported this bill at five millions of 
dollars. Recent information and reflection have 
satisfied me that this estimate is too low. | have | 
been credibly informed that, during the year 1833, | 
there was freighted from the city of Cincinnati, 
produce of the value of four millions. If this in- 
formation be correct, we may safely put down the 
value of the annual commerce of the Ohio river at | 
this time at ten millions. This immense amount, 
sir, ought to be sufficient to arrest the attention 
and enlist the feelings and judgment of Congress 
in favor of the bill. Butifit be not sufficient, let 
us look into the future, and behold if we can the 
events which time will reveal—tlet us look onward 
to the period when the forests of the West shail 
disappear before the axe of the emigrant, when 
its valleys and its hill-tops shall be peopled with | 


cities—when magnificent steamers, never out of 
view, shall, “rejoicing as they go,” bear cff the 
surplus products of its soil, aud let us inquire if 
its population wiil not have a right then to assume 
a bolder tone, and to demand from the Peders) 
Government a dispensation of benefi s and en- 
couragement great as those granted to more 
favored portions of the country. Sir, do I make 
a wild, unreal, visionary prediction, when I say 
| that this proud day of prosperity is not distant? 
i I wil not pretend to foretell the mighty destinies 
of the valley of the Mississippi, or to portray the 
world that is there leaping iuto existence. But if 
the lessons afforded by the history of the past 
give us any right to found calculations upon the 
future, the lapse of less than fifty years will pre- 
sent the living, moving, and wondrous spectacle 
which I have depicted. Forty-five years ago the 
territory which is now the State of Ohio was a 
| wilderness. Nature there reposed in primeval 
and uninvaded grandeur, save only when it was 
disturbed by the prowlings of the wild beast, and, 
the roaming footsteps of the savage. Now it 
| numbers and sustains more than a million of in- 
habitants, ranks the third State in the Union, and 
is still hurrying onward in her bright career. 

In 1817, Mr. Chairman, when steamboats began 
to obtain general use on the western waters, the 
commerce between Pittsburg and New Orleans 
employed about twenty barges, and one hundred 
keel boats, generally of small dimensions and 
eapscity. I know not the number now employed 
in the exclusive trade of those two cities; but ldo 
know that the whole trade of the Ohio and Mis- 
sissippi, and their tributaries, gives employment 
to about three hundred steamboats, and more than 
two thousand flat and keel boats. As population 
increases in the West, its commerce must increase; 
and no matter how much it may augment, it must 
endure añ oppressive and perpetual tax, unless 
Congress shall see proper to remove it. Sir, the 
| inhabitants of that region feel and know this, 
They see that their industry and trade are sub- 
j jected to a most onerous impost, while that of 
other portions of the Confederacy is entirely freed 
from it. They see that obstructions to the navi- 
gation of ‘eastern and northern rivers, inconsider- 
able when compared with the Ohio, have been 
removed entirely at the expense of the General 
Government, and no local ‘tax imposed on those 
who profited by it. They see that a Delaware 
breakwater has been constructed at the common 
expense, and Philadelphia and the surrounding 
country paying no local charges therefor. They 
| know that large sums are annually appropriated 
by Congress to construct and improve harbors 
along the sea-coast and the lakes, to plant buoys, 
build and support light-houses, and no local tax 
paid by those who gain by the éxpenditure. Sir, 
they do not cavil about or complain of these things, 
but they say that the object of thia bill is more 
national thanany orallofthese. They think that . 
these acts of favor to our northern and eastern 
brethren, give them a right to claim something 
from the bounty and liberality of their Govern- 
ment. They tell you thatthe Falls of the Ohio con- 
stituted an obstruction to the navigation of a river, 
in the removal of which thirteen States were 
directly interested, and several others indirectly 


i| interested—that the obstruction was only about 


two miles in length, and should have been removed . 
asin all similar instances, at the expense of the 
General Government—that it was done (or rather 
avoided) by a private corporation acting under the 
authority of a charter most incautiously granted— 
that the corporation has a right, and will, in pro- 
cess of time, levy upon their commerce (for who 
can set bounds to human cupidity?) an annual tax 
of at least one hundred and fifty thousand dollars 
; —that under most disadvantageous circumstances, 


ia = D 
the company received in the year 1833, from tolls, 


il the sum of §60,736 92—that this tax is a vampire 


which is fatieniog upon their energies—that their 
trade cannot well sustain it—that it is an unac- 
eustomed and perpetual imposition—and they 
earnestly call upon Congress for relief. Sir, let 
me add my feeble voice to theirs in this appeal. 
| Let me invoke this body to give a friendly ear to 


laborious millions—when its mighty rivers shall 
be dotted, and enlivened, and variegated with val- 
uable and beautiful gardens, and farms, and man | 
ufactories, dnd villages, and towns, and splendid ' 


| their complaints. Look, sir, at the list appended 
to the report of the Committee on Roads and 
Canals, and you will find that some of the steam- 
boats are compelled to pay as much as $180 fora 
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assage through this canal, and. must do this | 
whether freighted orempty. Look atthe number | 
of boats that pass the canal, and the amount of | 
toll paid by each, and then answer if the evils com- 
plained of are not most grevious and unprece- 
dented? Tixamine the report and you will find 
that the totls have increased every year; that not- | 
withstanding the company had to encounter un- | 
foreseen difficulties and expense and to repair and | 
guard against unexpected disasters, they yet | 
divided, for the year 1833, six per cent. on the i 
original stock subscribed, and also declared a | 
dividend of three and a half per cent. for the first | 
six months of the last, year, both on the old and | 
new subscriptions. Sir, the dividends’ must in- 
crease. The company has the uncontrollable | 
power to make them increase. But suppose they |} 
do not. Does not the present rate of toll amount } 
to un oppressive impost? Let me invoke honora- 
ble gentlemen to view this subject in a proper | 
light. Let me beseech them to examine it with |! 
the liberal and expanded understandings of states- |! 
men. 1 can assure them that the munificence of | 
Government could not be extended to citizens more | 
attached to their country and its institutions than | 
they are, or more ready to respond to the call of 
duty. They are enterprising, industrious, patri- | 
i 

| 

| 

| 

i 

ji 

| 
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otic, They ask but for free trade and equal rights : 
-they wantno more. That they have been tardy ! 
in calling upon you, is no objection to their claim. 
That the Government has already subscribed for | 
a portion of the stock with the view of aiding the | 
work, is no reason why it should not now pur- 
chase the whole stock and make the navigation of 
the river free.to all on the terms suggested by the 
committee in their report. 

Lèt not the claims of our people be prejudiced 
by the unfounded suspicion, that this measure is a 
trick put on foot by designing stockbolders for 
selfish purposes. 1 assure this body that such is 
not the fact. They have no such purpose—they | 

_have, they can have no motive, no inducement to 
originate such a scheme. The stock is nearly at | 
par in the market—yields now about six per cent. 
per annum profit on the amount invested, and the 
company have the chartered right to make it yield 
eighteen per centum per annum. l do solemnly 
believe that itis, or will be, the most profitable 
stock in the.United States, The stockholders are 
possessed of the most valuable charter fn the coun- 
tury, and they know ic. No, sir, it is the peaple 
who are not stockholders that have made this gen- 
eral movement, and have loaded our tables with 
petitions and memorials for relief. The stern dic- | 
tales of justice require that Congress shoukl yield 
to their petitions. Sir, let justice be done though 
‘the heavens fall. Deny not their wishes. ‘ Now 
is the accepted ime” to grant it if you mean ever 
to grant it. The bill precludes the possibility of 
imposition upon the Government, because itlimits + 
the price to be given at one hundred dollars a share. 
The purchase of the stock will cause no scal in- 
convenience, no sensible effvet upon the treasury 
because it will be gradual. By occasional pur 
chases, the Government will obtain a majority © 
the shares, and can thus contre! the managemen 
af the corporation, Let me not be understuvod as 
being willing to perpetrate injustice upon those 
who have risked their fands in the adventare— 
mean no such thing. I scorn to wrong either 
them or others, But | mean to say that Congress 
should assume such a position that they could | 
announce to the stockholders that the woi k should | 
be a publie work—that private interests shouid | 
vield to the general good—that, remuneration being | 
first made, it is justifiable to appropriate private | 
property to the public use—ihat, having the power 
to prevent the imposition of exorbitant tolls, nay, 
to reduce them as low as they please, they wiil 
feel justified in exercising that power, unless the 
stockholdets will part with their stock at a fair 
price, and permit a great highway of States to be a 
Pree highway. Sir, I doubt not that the stockhold- 
ers, or a majority of them, will. consent to do so. 
I know that some of them are willing to accede to 
auch a proposition, Why: then shall it not. be 
done? F have heard it’stated in casual conversa- 
tions, thatyinasmuch asthe canal is already com- 
pleted, and. Congress have aided to completeit, by | 
“sudscribing two handred and ninety thousand dol- | 
lars of the stoci, that itis all-we should ask. Sir, i 
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‘stracting acanal, and then demand that as it was for a 
; nation’s use, it should be accomplished with « nation’s 
i} purse. 


| injured were to apply to Congress to purchase the 


‘interests of millions is at stake. 


| gahela rivers, and all the tribut-ries of the Ohio 
and Mississippi, down to New Orleans, and also |i 


| not do it. 


united. resources, use. ty. of 1 
and the disagreeing, disunited, and divided coun- |! 38: 


could be done with safety and success only by con- 


It would then have-stood confessedly upon 
the same footing as applications to remove snags 
and sand bars in the Ohio and Mississippi rivers, 
which, we know, have been removed by the sanc- 
tion of Congress. Would Congress have refused |! 
the application, in sucha shape? Could they have 
refused? No, sir, not when the Delaware break- 
water, and a thousand other improvements of in- 


nation’s liberality. If Congress would, or ought 


Í 
ferior importance, stand as monuments of the || 
1 


to have done so in the first instance, is thére any || 
l legitimate reason why they should ‘not now step 


forward and assume upon tlfe nation the expense 
of the construction of the canal? I think not. 
Let me state a case which seems to me to be ap- 
posite. Weall know that light-houses are erected 
and sustained at the common expense.. Suppose, 
under a charter granted by Massachusetts when 
a colony, a private company had erected a light- 
house, and in the shape of tolls were levying a tax 
on vessels, to the injury and oppression of the 
citizens of that and other States, and the parties 


ights of the company, and free them from the 
exactions of the corporation, would Congress hesi- 
tate to do so? Could they refuse to place the ap- 
plicants upon the same footing with the citizens of 
other States who paid no tax for like benefits? 
Would Congress tell them you once had a fair |! 
claim, but it has been forfeited Ly the act of Mas- 
sachusetts. Sir, every sentiment of justice would |) 
forbidit. Every impulse of patriotism would pre- 
vent it. Let not, then, an unwise act of the Le- || 
gislature of Kentucky forfeit the undoubted rights |} 
af the people of the valley of the Mississippi, || 
but extend to them the same measure of justice | 
that you would extend to the people of Massa- |; 
chusetts. |! 

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, let me again in- |! 
voke the committee to give to this sul ject a fair, 
li-eral, and candid consideration. Let them de- 
cide upon the bill under the influence of elevated 
sentiments. Let them bear in mind that the |; 
Let them recol- 
lect that the bill proposed to relieve from taxation 
(excepting what may be necessary to keep the į; 
canal in repair, and pay the requisite charges of |) 
superintendence) the commerce that now flows, 
and which will flow in all time to come, from the 
navigable saurces of the Alleghany and Monan- |! 


ji 
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} 

| 

to relieve from impost what wili be brought from | 
that modern Babel back to the respective heads f 
of navigation. Let them reflect seriously on this, 


the bil under consideration will not be attended | 
with manifold evils, and crying injustice to the | 
people cf that country. Sir, let Congress act in | 
the premises, as becomes the Legislature of a great 
nation. At the close of the year 1833, there was 
paid into the national Treasury, as tiie nordon of 
the Government's tolls, the sum of $14.010- This | 
will annually increase. Let us disdain then to || 
fatten on the fruits of the energies of Sur fallow- 
citizens. Let us pass a law authorizing the pur- 
chase of the individual stock in the company, and 
then make an offering of the whole on the altar 
of the common good. Let this be done with the 
nation’s means, beeause no State can, will, or 
ought to do it. Ohio will net do it, Indiana will 


Her interest in the measure 
of her neighbors, although the cana : 
through an elbow, a nook of her territory. No 
one of the transmontane Srates will do it with her 
separate means. 


is no greater than that 
Lis constructed 7! 


because..the poverty.of many, 


cils.of all, will ever prevent it -Let then, d repeat, “ 


| 
| 
Ip 
l! and ap 


iso 
and then-answer in good faith, if the rejection of |! > 
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| 

. > i 

Kentucky cannot be required to do it. || 
| 


| prayed. you to pa 


It will never be done with their |). ; j : 
| assurance which might dicta 


the common purse be opened to remove, How-and 
forever, the tax imposed on the navigation of a 
river, whose waters, prolonged as they are, would 
be freely empurpled with the blood: of battle, 
should the country’s voice ever require it to. flow 
in her defence. 22. E 
Mr. McKIM inquired at what price the. stock 
was in the market. 7 i 3 
_ Mr. POPE replied, he had no precise informa- 
tion on that point. -_ | z : 
Mr. BURGES said this was altogether a new 
project, and he had no recollection that a similar 
one had ever been presented before. Congresa 
had frequently appropriated. money for executing 
public works, and for the purchase of private 
property, on which to erect them; but this was a 
project to purchase of a company of stockholders 
a work already completed. it was said that it 
was desirable to relieve the. people of the tolls, and 
that the worl: would be profitable; bat he had no 
doubt they would always have to pay toll enough 
to keep itin repair, and he did not believe there 
| would be any profit. But there was another view 
| of the subject. The cost was, in all cases, paid 
| by the consumer, and in the one under,considera- . 
j fon, was paid by the people of the East for 
| those productions they required, and by the peo- 
| ple of the West Indies for what they. consumed. 
After some further remarks, Mr. B. concluded by 
| declaring. his intention to vote against the propo- 
| sition. . 
Mr. VANDERPOEL said he had voted to: 
postpone all the orders of the day, for the pur- 


| pose of giving his friend from Kentucky {Mr. 


Pore] the opportunity of bringing this subject, 
which seemed to be'a very favorite one to him; 
before the House. Fle had listened to the hon- 


| orable gentleman with great attention; and he wis 
| sorry, sofar as his honorable friend was concerned, 


that he had not succeeded in convincing. him 


| (Mr.V.) that he could on principle vote for the bill 


under consideration. He did not mean to make 


| an elaborate speech on the sulject, but he deemed 


it incumbent upon him to state that the bill was 
important, not only in reference to a constitutional 
principle, but also in regard to the question of 
expediency. There was a class of gentlemen on 
this floor who believed that this Government had 


ino right to appropriate the money of the people 


for works of internal improvement. There was 


| another class who believed that such appropria- 
| tions could not be made by us, unless it. were for 
| objects clearly yational in their character, “He 


would appeal to these gentlemen, and ask them 


|| what the bill under consideration proposed? It 


proposed to appropriate the formidable sum of 
six hundred and fifty thousand dollars to purchase 
the interest of a joint stock company ima short 


l canal in the West. Now, he would ask whatwas 


the difference, in a constitutional: point.of view, 
between appropriating money to constructa work, 
propriating money to purchase a work of 
this description aler it wes constructed? Ifthe 
one was unconsiitutional, he had not discrimina- 
tion enough to seé why the other was not equally 


it had, however, been contended by the. honor- 
able gentleman from Kentucky, probably in anti- 
cipation of this point, that this wasa national object. 
If this was national, could he not present an anal- 
ogous case, which would certainly not, be. enter- 
tained a moment by this House, if proposed here, 
Our great New York Erie canal was certainly more 
national than the lite cut ander consideration, both 
in reference to the vast regions of country which 


i are connected, and the amount of produce and mer- 
: chandize which flowed through it. Consider, sir, 
the immense territory bordering on our western 
| takes and upon the Ohio, whose rich productions 
; flow through this canal. Suppose the inhabitanis 
: of the West, whose exports and imports. passed 
| through this canal, were to petition you for relief, 


were to tell yeu that it was very inconvenient for 


i them to-pay the tolls and tribute exacted by them 


f New York, and respectfully 
y New. York. the eigbt or nine ~ 
million which this canal- bas cost New York, and 
make it free, would you. not.be surprised at the 
te arequest So.eXtrAV- 
id not be denied that the 
Erie canal was full out 


rom the State o 


ant? And yet, it cou 
proposition: to. buy. the. 
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Let them, if this bill passes, petition Congress to 
purchase the great western canal and make it a 
freehighway. There will then be a precedent for 
the enormotis appropriation that such a scheme 
would require. 
But there was another objection to the bill. It 
roposed to take this canal from a company and 


give it to the Government, which he believed was | 


always most illy calculated to manage a work of 
this description economically. Pass the bill, and 
you will create at once a host of agents and super- 
intendents, and new leeches upon your Treasury. 
This Government was already too much connected 
with canals for its interest. He wished it could 
‘be wholly severed from them. For his own part 
he would rather retrograde than go further. The 
interests of our constituents required that we 
should rather retrace our steps than progress fur- 
ther in this draining and mischievous policy. 

Mr. MERCER said he had heard to-day most 
extraordinary doctrines advanced upon that floor. 
One from a gentleman from New York, in relation 
té the duty on coal, and now it was contended 
that artificial navigation was preferable to natural. 
He said it had been admitted and established by 
the highest authority that the General Government 
was bound to remove the obstructions in the Ohio 
and other great navigable rivers. If it was com- 
peer ene Government to remove obstructions 

y cutting out a rock or deepening a channel, it 
was equally so to improve the navigation, by cut- 
ting around a fall. Mr. M. dwelt at considerable 
length on the great importance of the navigation 
of this river to the prosperity of the country; 
and no man, he said, could predict with any degree 
of certainty, what would be its overwhelming 
jncrease of importance in the process of a few 
years. He deemed the removal of the obstructions 
at the Indian Shute a matter of primary interest. 
Another consideration (Mr, M. said) would induce 
him to give a favorable view of this bill. The 
West, from its natural position, had not shared 
so liberally in the expenditures of the General 
Government, in consequence of requiring the erec- 
tion of no fortifications on her lofty eminences, 
where no enemy would ever dare to approach. 
He was anxious, therefore, that a proportionate 
expenditure should be made in her internal im- 
provements. Fle was in favor of the bill because 
1t was necessary, before the Government could 
act effectually, to extinguish the tide of others to 
this canal. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, said, while he 
had held a seat on this floor he had never allowed 
sectional feelings to control his votes in the appro- 
priation of the public treasure. He had. never 
either felt or shown favoritism for one part of the 
country more than another. Bat if gentlemen 
would cast their eyes over the list of public 
expenditures, they would see the amount for 
Kentucky all but a perfect blank, if you except 
the pension fund. Among the hundreds of mil- 
lions expended by the Government, how much 
(he asked) had been appropriated to Kentucky.? 
He repeated, that in HP the votes he had ever 
given on the expenditure of public money for 
other parts of the country, he had voted with the 
same feelings that he would have done had it been 
for the benefit of the county in which he resided. 
This was a bill for the benefit of nine different 
States, though the expenditure happened to be in 
the State of Kentucky; and he did not believe 
there was a point more interesting to the general 
prosperity connected with the great waters of the 

Vest. Mr. J. said he wished no gentleman to 
support a measure which he might, by any. con- 
struction, deem unconstitutional. Here, he con- 
tended, was a legitimate object of appropriation, 
where he supposed no such scruples could exist. 
He again appealed to the liberality and justice of 


f ; ` ; R 
the confmittee, which could only be evinced in the 


passage of the bill. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Virginia, addressed the com- 
mittee in favor of the bill. He was surprised at 
the constitutional objection advanced. by the gen- 
tleman from New York, [Mr. VANDERPOEL.] 
He would ask if that gentlernan had any constitu- 
tional scruples against the improvement of the 
navigation of the Hudson river, by the removal of 
the obstructions at the Overslaugh? This work 
was precisely similar in its nature, and more 
national in its object. Mr. A. went into a further 
comparison of this work with other great works 
of admitted national character. That gentleman 
had contended that the commerce on the Erie 
canal was ten times greater than that on the 
Ohio. He believed the gentleman could have but a 
very indistinct idea of the commerce of the West; 
for he could with greater safety assert that the 
reverse was the fact—that the commerce of the Ohio 
was ten times greater than that of the New York 
canal. But what was the prospect ahead? The 
stock of this company was now at par. In the 
course of a few years it would doubtiess be three 
or four hundred per cent. above par. He believed 
it the duty, therefore, of the Government, as a 
matter of economy, to seize the earliest opportu- 
nity of securing the stock. 

Mr. BOULDIN said he had voted to take up 
this bill from courtesy to the mover of it, and with 
a view to the economy in the time of the House. 
But he should vote against the passage of the bill 
in all its stages. He said it was not necessary for 
him to say anything to show his conviction that 
such works of internal improvement could not be 
constitutionally mada by the General Government. 
He had no idea of voting for the purchase of any 
such stock as that proposed by this bill to be 
bought, and should vote against the purchase 
upon any terms whatever. « 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, said it was known 
that the Government of the United States was a 
joint stockholder in the Louisville and Portland 
canal, and that it was also interested in some 
other improvements in the country. He thought 
it must be conceded, from common respect to 
those who had gone before us, and who had 
authorized these subscriptions, that they must 
have been satisfied that the several works in which 
the Government had become interested as a stock- 
holder were calculated to promote the public 
good, and unquestionably that the investment was 
not to be thrown away. Now, he thought it 
became us to reflect that if we adopt the principle 
involved in the bill under consideration, we could 
not, in common justice, refuse to act up to it 
when applications should be madé from other 
compantes. The company of whose stock it was 
proposed the Government should become the ex- 
clusive proprietor, had not, as yet, so far as he 
was informed, divided one cent of profit; nor had 
paid their debt. 

Mr. POPE explained. The company had di- 
vided six per cent. on the shares in the year 1833, 
and the Government had received $14,010 on 


account of its third share of the stock. Moreover, | 
as he had before stated, a dividend of three'and a | 


half per cent. had been paid for six months of last 
year, and there would be a further one of more 
than two per cent. 

Mr. MASON proceeded. He had no other 
means of information than that afforded by the 
report, and from which he certainly understood 
that the debts could not be paid before 1837, and 
therefore it was a fair inference, that if they had 
not paid their debts, they could have shared no 
profits. This was also borne out by the fact, that 
the stock was still below its par value in the mar- 
ket; and when we took into consideration the im- 
mense amount of uninvested capital in the country, 
in consequence ‘of the liquidation of our national 
debt and other causes, and that most stocks were 


| now above par, he thought they could not conceal 


from themselves the fact, that the stock of the 
Louisville and Portland canal was not likely to 
turn out a good investment, or it never would 
have sunk below par. But setting this aside, he 
again called the attention of the committee to the 
fact, that if the Government should become the 
exclusive proprietor of this stock, we could not, 
in common justice, refuse to hecome the exclusive 


proprietors of the stock of all those companies in 
which we were interested, whenever the said com- 
panies should think fit to make an application to 
that effect. The same principle which justified 
the one, would apply with equal force to all other 
cases. Fow could they refuse to take the whole 
stock of the great canal leading from the Potomac 
to the western waters? How refuse the Dismal 
Swamp canal, which, in the opinion of every one 
conversant with the subject, was one of the most 
important and valuable works in the country? He 
had listened with great pleasure and satisfaction 
yesterday to the able and lucid argument of the 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Harpin,] on a 
subject somewhat similar to the present. That 
gentleman expressed sentiments which Mr. M. 
hoped yet to see. become the ruling principle of 
our councils; he meant, that the expenses of the 
General Government should be confined within its 
legitimate objects, viz: providing for the army, 
navy, civil list, &c., as defined by the Constitu- 
tion. He should be rejoiced if he could hear the 
same gentleman give an exposition of his views 
on the present subject. 

Mr. M. said he should, perhaps, be found in 
a small minority in the Committee of the Whole 
upon that question, but he would at once can- 
didly confess that he had a constitutional objec- 
tion to this measure, and it appeared to him to 
possess much more force than genffemen seemed: 
to attribute to it. It was not his intention to go 
into any argument upon the powers of that House 
to undertake works of internal improvements. 
His own opinions were made up, and had long 
been made up on that question, and although every 
day’s experience in legislation confirmed him in 
the opinion that the Government of the United 
States could not, under the provisions of the Con-- 
stitution, engage in works of internal improvement 
in the United States; and although he considered 
this bill as a violation of that principle, he did not 
purpose to discuss that question at the present 
time. ° i 

But in what aspect did the bill present itself 
there? The Legislature of Kentucky had char- 
tered a company to undertake and complete a cer- 
tain work. Individuals had subscribed and paid 
stock, by which the work had been executed, and 
which had become their private property. The 
canal was their real estate. Now it was proposed 
by this bill that the Government of the United 
States should become the purchaser of this real 
estate. Where could be found the power to do 
this? It was not in the Constitution of the United 
States. The only provision in that instrument, 
relating to this point, was that which authorized 
Congress to purchase places for the erection of 
forts, magazines, arsenals, dock-yards, &c.; but 
that purchase must, in all cases, be made ** by the 
consent of the Legislature of the State in which 
the same shall be.” This was plainly designated 
and described, and he could find nothing to justify 
the exercise of the power claimed in the bill before 
the committee. He was fully aware he entertained 
opinions with regard to the Constitution in which 
he would not be sustained by a majority of the 
committee; but this he could not avoid. Hisown 
opinion was, that under that instrument, Congress 
had no right to take this stock. 

There was also another view in which this sub- 
ject should be considered, and it was this: the 
question was not whether the trade that passed 
down the river Ohio should cease to be incom- 
moded by the obstruction at the falls—it was not 
whether the Government should make that im- 
provement, for the improvement was already 
made; the question was whether the United States 
should buy out the shares in the bank stock from 
individual stockholders, at a price which must 
necessarily exceed the present market value of 
them. Fle said exceed, because the moment this 
bill passed, the price of shares would rise to the 
maximum. It has been urged as a-just ground of 
complaint that the trade upon that river was 
heavily and unnecessarily taxed by the imposition 
of tolls. He was astonished to hear such an argu- 
ment made use of as a subject of complaint. The 
trade on the Ohio river had been benefited already 
to a greater extent than any other channel in the 
United States. Repeated expenditures of public 
money had been made, for which the people there 
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had never been taxed one cent. The trade which | 
floated ontiese waiers lad been promoted by large |: 
aud repeated expenditures of the public money, | 
for which the Government received nothing in the | 


shape of toils; and he believed he could safely 
‘aver that there was not an internal navigation in 
the whole Union, not a river, or a water course, 


the Oniv river. 


menistiad been effected by individual enterprise, 


and the farmer cheerfully paid his quota of taxa- 
Look at the young State of Indiana, willing | 
even to exhaust her resources in constructing the |; 
great canal to Luke Erie. Besides, the United | 
States had already subscribed one third of the if 


tion. 


whole stock to this canal, and the petitioners for 


the proposition before the committee had no just `: 


cause of complaint. 
There was also another point he thought worthy 
of consideration. ‘Phere was no provision in the 


bell or the amendment making the navigation free, . 


but it proposed to continue a tariff of toils. Now, 
he would putit to the committee, who was to rezu- 
jate that tariff? At whose discretion was it to be? 
Supposing the tolls were insufficient to keep the 
canal in repair, who was to fix their rate? If too 
low, who should raise them; if too high, who was 


to depress thera? This was perhaps compara- ` 
tively an uniraportantquestion, but sull it involved |. 


one of no fide embarrassment, and one which, 


with him, if no otaer consideration presented | 
i self, would induce him to vote against it. If; 
'men might be under no apprehensions of their 


cons.derations of a public character justified the 
parchase of the stock of this canal, make it a free 
highway, do it eifectually at once, employ a 
superintendent, pay hint a certain fixed salary, 
and pay all the needful expenses of keeping the 
work in repair. 

Entertaining, (said Mr. M.,) in conclusion, the 


opinions he did, that they had no right to become | 


the proprietors of this canal, and consequently no 
righi to make the purchase; believing also that if 
they did ra gocd would result, but, on the con- 
trary, the very moment that individuals ceased to 
be interested fm itus their own private property, 
that very moment all security for that vigorous 


and constant attention which works of this nature - 


required would be lost; furthermore, considering 
that the projectors were entitled to all the benefits 
of the enterprise, and in fine that the burdens 
depicted were not such as the petitioners had a 
right to complain of, he could not vote for this 
bil in any possible form in which it might be 
presented, 

Mr. DENNY did not intend to enter into an 
argument on the merits of the bill; but some 
remarks which had just fa 
from Virginia [Mr. Ma 
reply. Thar gentleman c 
ernment had no ¢ 
this stock. If we stors in part, 
why could we nut be se in fu If the constitu- 
tional right, as it had Leen so often expressed 
here by the other branch of the National Legis- 
lature and by the Executive, existed to became 


smed to cali fora 
d that the Gov- 


the owner of a part of the shares of ths stocks ` 


what should obstruct the right to possess the 
whole? This principle he conceived to be defini- 


tively settled; and it was merely a question of - 


expediency, of policy. Those who opposed the 
constitutional power of the Government to make 
appropriations fur internal improvements had ever 
admitted the improvement of the navigation of the 
great rivers to be an exception to their general 
rule. This work, he contended, was truly and 
emphatically national, involving the vital interest 
of not only nine Sta es, as had been suggested, but 
of eleven, Mr. D. alluded to the vast amount of 
freight paid by the West for the productions of the 
Southand East, and showed by a tabular statement 
the tolls of some single boats to be upwards of one 
hundred dollars. He concluded by urging the 


importance of the work to the western country, | 
and expressing a hope for the passage of the bill, | 

Mr. HAWES did not wish to obstruct unne- | 
cesvarily the passage of the bill; but in justice | 


to himsel’, he would claim the attention of the 


louse for a few moments, for the purpose of ex- ; 


plaining the vote he should give on this subject. 


|! grounds. 
| benefit his own State, he should not oppose it, 
upon whose bosom the produce of the farmer was | 
carried to market subject to so few charges as upon | 
Look at the rivera of Virginia, of | 
New York, and of other States; all the improve- i 


| two years from the passage of such an act as the 


un the gentleman ` 


to purchase | 


a unanimous vote, requested him to vote for this 
measure. Ele considered it improper for a member 
of Congress thus circumstanced, to vote against 
the wishes of his Legislature, upon light or trivial 
When the measure was intended to 


except upon high considerations. 1t would proo- 
ably appear strange, under these circumstances, 
that he should oppose this bill. Heshould never- 
theless do so upon grounds which he had always 
assumed and maintained, namely, that it wis im- 
proper for the General Government to appropriate 
money for improvements within the States. Be- 
sides, the Government was incapable of carrying 
; on and saperintending this canal so as to produce 
any practical good or benefit. Pass this bill and 
pay the private stockholders their money, and 
(said Mr. H.) the canal will be immediately de- 
'stroyed, and the navigation again impeded. In 


: one proposed, the difficulties in passing the Falls 
: of the Oiio would be equally as great as they were 
_ before the canal was made. Such was the history 


i of all the works made by the National Govern- 


‘ment. He would do no act caiculated to destroy 
_ or disturb improperly this important improvement. 
| He could not, conscientiously, vote for this bill 
: for the reasons which he had assigned. 

Mr. PEARCE advocated the bill at considerable 
length. Lle combated the idea that it would form 
ia precedent which would lead to the necessity 
of purchasing the Dismal Swamp canal or any 
other. And as to the New York canals, gentle- 


being offered to the Government, while they con- 
: tinued to yield their present profits. Ín alluding to 
_ the importance of improving the navigation of the 
Ohio, Mr. P. referred to the circumstance of some 
: of his fellow-townsmen in 1804, having sent hands 
to Marietta to construct a ship, which would have 
proved a profitable speculation, had it not met with 
an accident which rendered it useless in passing 
the Falls of the Ohio. Mr. P., after considering 
“some other objections, concluded by saying be 
: could see no impropriety in the passage of the bill, 
; and he should have no objection to giving his vote 
| in its favor. ; 
` Mr. McCOMAS said, a large portion of his con- 
| stituents were interested in this canal. About two 
: millions bushels of salt annually manufactured at 
| the Kerhawe saline passed the Falls of the Ohio, 
cither by way of the canal or otherwise. Great 
‘ embarrassments had been experienced, owing to 
the obstructions in the river at this place. The 
deleterious effects produced by them were feit not 
only in regard to the article to which he had re- 
ferred, but in relation to every article of produce 
i raised above the Falls, and which was intended 
! for the market below that point. Any gentleman 
who would turn his attention to the Ohio river, 
would at once see the peculiarly national character 
of the improvement at the falls of the river.- He 
i was in favor of a strict construction of the Con- 
stitution on subjects of this character, but this was 
: a case which he considered presented no constitu- 
tional difficulty. 
His worthy friend and colleague (Mr. Masen] 
seemed alarmed lest we should be asked in some 


i future occasion to purchase the stock on various, 


other works—the Dismal Swamp canal for in- 
‘stance. There was certainly no analogy between 
“those works. The Dismal Swamp canal was 
twenty-nine miles in length, and connects itself 
with the Roanoke river—a stream full of cataracts 
| and obstructions. lf the works on the Ohio river 
! were to be put down by comparisons of this sort, 
: we might with equal propriety put down and de- 
stroy your light-houses, &c. 
Mr. McC. referred to che great extent of trade 
: carried on through this canal. ft was intimately 
connected’ with the best interests of the country. 
Even the Atlantic sea-board was deeply concerned 
in this improvement. Who were the individuals 
who passed down the Ohio river? For the met 
"part, the poorer classes who emigrate to the west 
for the purpose of seeking homes, for themselves 
: avd their families. In-every aspect in which the 
! subject could be viewed, the propriety of the pas- 
' sage of this bill was rendered obvious. Hecould 
“gee no difference in purchasing the canal, from 


j navigation. Besides, the Government was already 


a stockholder in the canal. ‘This House possessed 
the power of judging fur itself of the nationality 
of this improvement. The objections which 
might be interposed by the President were ob- 
viated by the fact, that a port of entry was estab- 
lished above the Falls of the Ohio, at Pittsbarg. 
This would form no objection with him. 

Mr. McC. thought the passage of the bill justly 
due to the people inhabiting the western country. 
Very little of the pap of the Treasury had been 
distributed west of the Alleghanies for public 
improvements. In times of danger and peril, no 


i portion of the people of this Union acted with 


more determined bravery—all they asked was a 


| participation in the benefits which were extended. 
| to other sections of the country—that these benefits 


should not be confined exclusively to those dis- ` 


i tricts where salt water flowed. Upon a full view 
i of the subject, he could see no objection to the 
| passage of the biil, and he hoped that it would 
: receive the favorable consideration of the House. 


Mr. FILLMORE rose to put a question relat- 


i ing to some legal points connected with the char- 
: ter and officers of the company. 


Mr. POPE moved as an amendment to add 


jat the end of the bill, “and pay the necessary 


charges and expenses of superintendence.” 
The question being taken, it was decided inthe 


; negative. 


‘The bill was then laid aside. 


COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS. 
On motion of Mr. WARDWELL, 
The committee then proceeded to consider the 


‘bill from the Senate for continuing the office of 


Commissioner of Pensions; which was read and 


| laid aside. : 
| FAC SIMILE OF WASHINGTON’S ACCOUNTS. 


Mr. EVERETT moved that the committee 


| proceed to consider the bill providing for the pur- 
| chase of two hundred copies of the fac simile ac- 


counts of General Washington; which was agreed 
to. : 

The bill was then read and laid aside. 

On motion of Mr. FILLMORE, 

The committee then rose and reported the three 
bills to che House, without amendment. 

The SPEAKER having resumed the chair, 

Mr. BARRINGER moved to strike out the 
enacting clause of the bill relative to the Louisville 
and Portland canal; which motion he advocated 
at some length. 

The bill was then, on motion of Mr. LYTLE, 
postponed till Monday next—ayes 107, noes not 
counted, ` 

The bill for continuing the office of Commis- 
sioner of Pensions was next taken up, and an 
additional section was offered by Mr. McKIM, as 
an amendment; which was adopted. 


This bill, and that to purchase two hundred 


i copies of the fac simile of General Washington’s 


accounts were then ordered to be engrossed and 


| read a third time to-morrow. 


Several unsuccessful motions were made to go 


| into committee on various bills; when, 


On motion of Mr. BRIGGS, 
The House adjourned. * 


IN SENATE. 
Fray, February 6, 1835. 

Mr. SHEPLEY presented the credentials of 
the Hon. JOHN RUGGLES, elected a Senator 
from the State of Maine, to supply the vacancy 
occasioned by the resignation of the Hon. Petre 


SPRAGUE. i 
Mr. RUGGLES having presented himself, the 
oath was administered, and he took his seat in the 


Senate. 
COMMUNICATION FROM THE NAVY DEPART- 
MENT. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Navy Department, 
in compliance with a resolution of the Senate, 
relative to the claims of the owners of the private 
armed brig Neptune and Fox. 
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Mr. PRENTISS, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, reported a bill for the relief of Richard An- 
derson. 

Mr. PRESTON, from the Judiciary Commit- 
tee, to which was referred the resolution of the 
Senate directing an inquiry into the expediency 
of connecting the third and fourth judicial dis- 
tricts, and to extend the benefits of the judiciary 
system to the western States, reported a bill re 
organizing the judicial circuits of the United States, 
and connecting the two districts formed of the 
States of New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, 
and Maryland, into one district. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, from the Committee 
on Military A Fairs, reported a biil for the relef of 


Joho H. Bell. ‘ 
The said bills were severally read the first time, 
and ordered to a second reading. f 


Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on Fi- | 


nance, to which was referred ihe bill to authorize 
George Witman to import an iron steamboat, in 
detached parts, free of duty, reported the same 
with an amendment, 

Mr. LEIGEIL, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, made an unfavorable report upon 
tne petition of the heirs of Lieutenant Colovel 
John Jamieson, and the committee were dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the sub- 
ject. . 
ROADS IN ARKANSAS. 


“On motion of Mr. PORTER, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider, as in Commiitce of the Whole, 


the bll appropriating $20,000 to the completion | 


of certain roads in the ‘territory of Arkansas, and 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed fur a tbird 
reading. 


PRESENTS FROM EMPEROR OF MOROCCO. 
On. motion of Mr. FRELINGILUYSEN, the 


Senate resumed the consweration of the joint res- 
olution providing for the disposition of a lion and 
two horses presented by the Emperor of Morocco 
to the United States Consul at Langiers. 
The resolution was read the third time and 
passed. i 
UNFAVORABLE REPORTS., 


Mr. TOMLINSON, from the C mmittee on 


Pensions, to which was referred the petition of : 


William W. Hall for arrears of pension, reported 
unfavorably upon the same, and the committee 


were discharged from the further consideration of : 


the same. 


Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee on Claims, ; 


reported unfavorably upon the petitions of Thomas 
Mullen and Willinw) Mann, from the further con- 
sideration of which 
charged? 


REORGANIZATION OF POST OFFICE DEPART 
MENT. $` 
The Senate resumed the consideration, as in 


Committee of the Whole, of the bill to change the | 


organization of the General Post Office. 

The question being on the sixteenth section, 
submitted by Mr, GRUNDY, as an amendment, 
providing. for payment of the debts of the depart- 
ment, which may be owing on the 31st March, 
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Mr. GRUNDY rose, in support of the amend- j 


ment, as this subject would be properly discussed 
only by those who have carefully examined it. In 
answer to the remarks of the honorable Senator 
from Louisiana, (Mr. Porren,] made yesterday, 
he wished to say a few words’ That honorable 
Senator supposed, because he was no favorite of 
the present Administration, injustice had been 
done to his constituents, in regard to the route 
leading to New Orleans. This route had been 
particularly pointed out by the report of the ma- 
jority of the committee last session, and but one 
feeble voice raised in its favor, and that not from 
Louisiana. Mr. G. read from the report of the 
majority several passages going to condemn this 
route, and this report was a favorite with the 
majority of the Senate. He was the only one who 
supported the conduct of the Postmaster General 
on that occasion. Ele wished to do justice to that 


the committee were dis- |, 


officer; he wished justice to be rendered where it | 
was due, Last year ihe head of that department | 
was condemned for extending facilides; now, he 
was censured for withdrawh g them. 

Mr. G. did not think the ucpaitment had acted 
in compliance with either the reports of the ma- 
jority or of the minority, but to meet the exigen- 
cies of the time. 

The President of the United Siates had been 
censured in the course of this debate. He wished 
to see,if the censure was just. Mr. G. read from 
the 3 j 
ij President; also from the report of the majority of | 

the committee, showing the grounds on which the | 


i 
H 
i 
I 


President had founded his opinions. 
no injustice had been done to the Senafors from 
| Louisiana. If they thovght so, let them state to 


‘| the grant. t 
i they would even vote for it now. 


tions. Me. G. thought the head of that depart- : 
! ment uncorrupt, and incapable of corruption. Ee 


i 
iy 
if 
i 
ii 
| 


ii feared for him at the commencement of the investi- 
i gation; not from any suspicions of his intezrity, 
ii but from perjury and misrepresentation. The 
ii order for investigation heid ontan invitation to all | 
‘dissatisfied and ili disposed contractors who had | 
| been dismissed or rejected. But to the honor of | 
i| his countrymen, he was proud to say no one had | 
been found to accuse the Postmaster General cf! 
| corruption. Mr. G. said, in accusing the depart- 


į was involved with the guilty. Distinctions should 


i 


| South Carolina, [Mr. Preston, ] the culprit might 
beheld up to the view. Mr. G. contended that 
the term corrupticn was improperly apphed where 
there was no evidence that the individual accused 
i had been profited. Fle thought mismanagement 
| was severe enough, [f there was corruption, he 
i did not believe it attached to the head of the de- 
i| partment. 

‘| The Postmaster General (said Mr. G.) did not’ 


ij reverse the political maxim which considers all | 


| innocent until they are found guilty; which, per- 
haps, he ought to bave done, and suspected all 


ort of the Postmaster General, made to the || 


He thought | J 
i Mobile as a waste of public money. 


|| the Senate that they would have voted in favor of |! 
So far from that, he did not believe || 


The department had been accused of corrup- || 


ment of corruption, in gen: ral terms, theinnocent |i 
v ‘| was what the committee condemned. 
i be made—the dishonest should be pointed out; |! 
and then, in the larguage of the Senator from i| 


he saw a 
schedule, and was satisfice of their honesty, Le 
| would vote a liberal appropriation to satisfy them. 
Ee would not make charges of corruption, but 
whether the evils complained of had grown out of 
want of vigilance, corruption, or any other cause, 
he mus: think it was not Obadiah who had tied all 
these knots. 

Mr. EWING denied that there was anything 
in the report of Just year from which it could be 


it justly injerred that the committee condemned the 


carrying of a daily mail between New O. leans and 
He thought 
no such thing; he rather thought that the mails 
generally were not carried any too fast. Mr. E. 
read froin the report of the majority of last session, 
to show that the objection to those coniracts was, 
that the Postmaster General made them by private 
arrangements, instead of by apublicletung, which 
prevented open bidding. [le said there were one 
hundred and fifty failures in a year upon the route 


| 
i between Mobile aud New Orleans, and yet $40,600 
i 


a year were paid for carrying this as a daily wail. 
And it appeared, too, that Mr Ovadiuh B, Brown 
| Was interested in that contract. Whether there 
| was corruption in this, he would not argue with 
ithe honeralle gentleman. But why were these 
failures? The mail ought to have been carried 


‘| daily, and ought now to be so curried; but the 
il Ys 5 


payment for services which were never performed 
Soif other 
payments which had been made by the department 
for services which had not been rendered, bad 
i been reserved, and paid usefully for facilitating 
the mail, the committee would not bave condemned 
| them, the danger of paying which the honorable 
genileman feared was certainly a groundless 
alarm; for nota single witness bad testified against 
the department, but his testimony had been con- 
firmed by the documents in the de partment itself, 
It was not the disposition of our people to get up 
a conspiracy against the head of the department, 
or any other person in it. Lt was with great difti- 
culty that the truth could be got out of the wit- 
nesses, and when the ¢ flicers were exernined the 


persons of havirg improper and selfish designs on 
j the department. A thousand inflvences were 
‘| brought to bear upon the interest of the contractor, 


: for the support-of those employed in this business; 
and, finally, by members of Congress. 

|| The Senator from New Jersey had told us the 
i| people would not be satisfied with the turning out 
|, of a single clerk: That Senator would not be 
| satisfied with the turning out of a single clerk— 
not with the turning out of the head of that depart- 
i ment—not with turning outall the clerks in all 


i the Heads of the departnvents—no, not even of the 
|| President of the United States; for then the Vice 
l: President would turp himself in. 


Mr. G. contended that if Congress took away 


|| the revenues ot the department, they should also ! 
He was not dis- | 
ki 


ji pay all just and honest debts. 
ii posed to trust to some future appropriation. 
| was better to do a thing while they were about it. | 
| Mr. LEIGH said he understood the report of | 
i the minority of the committee at the last session 
as a recommendation to pay the debts of the | 
‘| department. Butalthough he did not believe any | 
: such debts contracted as these had been, without | 
‘| authority of law, were binding on the United | 
: States, yet he thought that perhaps in point of | 
| policy the Government ought to pay the money, | 
| because it had received the benefit of it; and he 
! designed to vote for such a proposition when the 
|i department should be placed upon a safe and | 
4 Secure foundation.” But he did understand the 
i; honorable gentleman then to say that no proposi- 
H tien was made or intended to be made for such an 
į appropriation. Now, as to the payment of these | 
| debts, let a schedule be laid before the Senate, and | 
_ if it should appear that they were bona fide debts, | 
‘| he would vote to pay the ereditors of the depart- | 
i 
I 


i ment, but he would not vote it to the Post Office 
ii Department. For suppose one of these debis was i 
ʻi a contract for extra allowances to Reeside or Rob- i 


of the inn-Keeper, of the stage-driver, of the citizen | 
who provided hay and oats, orchickens and butter, | 


i the departments—not with the turning out of all ! 


committee had really to wring the testimony out 
ifofthem, He thought when a public officer pecu- 
j| lated on the public funds, the presumption did 
arise that the public suffercd to that amount, and 
it did not require negative proof to show that the 
public did not suffer. Mr. E. said he was under 
the impression, from the report ‘of the committee, 
i| that the specification of the sum necessary to 
ij relieve the department was to be considered as an 
i application for relief. Fle cared not how it ceme, 
| whether from the Postmaster General or the com- 
mittee, the purport was the same, and it was so 
believed by the majority of the committee. But 
| as to the report, he admitted it did not produce 
1, conviction among the whole community—it was 
i| not expected it would do so. It was not till these 
things were examined that their enormity would 
i: be observed. With regard to the appropriation 
asked, he would state that there was a very large 
sum due to small contractors prior to January Ist, 
1834, many of whom were now nearly rnined, 
and now suppose this appropriation of §300.000 
should be made, the large contractors, who had 
performed no service, would come in and sweep 
it away, while the honest small contractors would 
| getnothing, The grossamount due to contractors 
the Postmaster General said was about $400,000, 
but the accountants employed by the committer, 
and they were as skilful as any in the District, 
bad made the actual sum only about $199,000. 
| How then could we make a sweeping appropria- 
tionto pay them? But there were accepted drafis, 
too, in circulation, not paid, amounting to $160,000, 
but payable at a future day, and in the aggregate 
they amouated on the Ist of Aprillast to $160,000, 
as he had stated. We could not then make an 
appropriation, He hoped. the amendment would 
be rejected, and then, when sufficient data could 

e obtained, he would introduce a bill to appro- 
priate annually such sum as would be required for 
payment of the just and legal debts of the depart- 
ment. : 

Mr. BUCHANAN said he did not rise to extend 
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thia discuasion; on the contrary, if so young a 
member of the Senate as himself might be at lib- 


too much extended. The bill before us was for 
the purpose of changing the organization of the 
Post Office Department. Its most important pro- 
visions had received the unanimous approbation of 
the committee. It was not denied that the enact- 
ment of this Lill was ifidispensable to the useful | 
and successful operations of the department, It! 
corrected the strange anomaly now existing that | 
the same hands which received the public money j 
were those which disbursed it; when it must be 

admitted that there could be no effectual security ! 
against abuses, but by imposing the duty of re- | 
ceiving the money upon one class of officers, and 
that of paying it out upon another. The main | 
object was to adopt sorne measure to correct this | 
evil, ‘The session was rapidly drawing to a close, | 
and unless we should pass this byl and send it 
to the Elouse of Representatives very soon, it 
could not become a law at the present session. 
He was ready to press on an examination of the 
principles involved in the bill, but not to a discus- 
sion of alleged abuses in the administration of the : 


department, which he deemed out of place at’: 


this tine. There was a resolution on the table 
offered by the Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. . 
Smira,}] on which, when it should come up, war 
might be waged on the one side as well as the. 
other. But he would not engage in such discus 
sion now, for another reason. When the reports 
of the majority and the minority of the com- 
mittee were presented and read, the Senate pre- i 
sented the appearance of a “sleepy Hailow.” 
With very few exceptions, not a Senator then 
present, paid that attention to them which their 
importance required, He plead guilty himself: the 
reports gave details which hedid not and could not, 
thoroughly understand from hearing them read. 
He had, therefore, determined to wait until he 
could see them in print, and untl then, he should 
be unprepared to express an opinion on the sub- ' 
ject. So soon as he could get the printed reports, 
he would Jay aside all other business, and examine 
ther carefully, and when he had done sv, he would 
come to his own conclusions, which, on any pro- 
per oceasion, he should express fearlessly. But 
there was another reason why we should have the | 
reports before us, As to most of the facts, it was i 
said both the reports agreed. But from the same 
facis, the majority and minority of the committee 
had drawn very different inferences. ‘To ascertain ; 


which was correct in their conclusions, would |, 


requirea much more minute and attentive examin- | 
ation of all tne cireumstances attending each trans- | 
action, than would lave otherwise been necessary. | 
Without saying any thing further, he hoped we , 
would go on to discuss the bill, and leave the 

other subjects for another occasion. He would 

merely suggest to the Senator from Ohio, {Mr. 

Ewwine,] whether the debts due to the small con- : 
tractors prior to the year 1834, which were 

adiniited to be honest, might not be provided for 

by this bill, even if he would consent to do neth- 

ing more. Their payment shouid no longer be 

delayed. Certainly the gentleman could not be 

afraid to trust the commissioner to be appointed 
under this act, and the Secretary of the Treasury, . 
with the settlement of these claims. 

Mr. KANE said he could not vote for the 
amendment: by doing so, he might be voting to 
pry a debt, the consideration for which had en- 
Urely failed—it might be to pay for the transpor- 
tation of the mail when it had never taken place. 
Was it right, he inquired, to leave the ascertain- 
ment of the debts to Congress, hereafter. Such 
a thing he deemed hopeless, unless Congress were 
perpetually in session. Hebelieved the ascertain- 
ment of the amount of the debts could be effected 
better by the Treasury Department than through 
the medinm of a committee. He therefore offered 
the following amendment to the amendment: 

“That all the debts now due and owing by the 
t Post Qfice Department for the actual transpor- 
“tation of the mail, or for money borrowed and ac- 
‘tually applied on accountof such transportation, : 
‘when ascertained, adjusted, and audited, acéord- 
‘ing to che provisions of existing laws, shall be 
‘pad by the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. GRUNDY accepted the amendment as part 
of lus amendment. 


fi 
t 
| 
į 


erty to express suca an opinion, it had already been | 


tions. Mr. B. concluded by moving an amend- |! 
l; ment providing for the payment of the debts of | 


| that the difficulty in his mind was in inserting an 
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Mr. BIBB rose to offer an amendment to the 
pmendment, He hag come to the conclusion never 
o vote one cent. from the Treasury to support 
the Post Office Department. But af these debia 
would come in as claims against the Government 
for services performed, under- proper regulations, 
he would consent to the appropriation. 
! Mr. B. then went on to pay a tribute of respect | 
| tothe private character of the Postmaster General. | 
| He thought the good disposition and kindness of 
| that officer had been laid hold of by interested and || 


| selfish persons to further their own private inter- į] 


f Se 
| ‘ favor of contraciors, in discharge of debts due to 
* such contractors, for services which may have 


| ‘ been rendered prior to the time of drawing such 
| * drafts.” ; 


After the word “ postmaster,” the words.‘ who 
do not make deposites in bank’? were inserted, at 


| the suggestion of Mr. KNIGHT, and the section 


as amended was then adopted. 

_The 19th section was next considered. It pro- 
vides that the Postmaster General shall report to 
Congress within the first ten days of each annual 
session, and specifies at length the various sub- 


i ests; thus abusing the goodness of the Postmaster | 
; General’s private feeling by the grossest imposi- f 


‘the department out of the accruing postages. | 
1 Mr. SOUTHARD said that the amendment did 
‘not obviate his difficulty. He stated, yesterday, 


; appropriation in a bill organizing the department. 
: He was in favor of organizing the’ department 

first, and then he would think of making an ap- 
propriation when he saw where and how the 
money was.to be paid. 

Mr. WEBSTER said, a rule of practical wis- 
dom in legislation was, to act for a single object 
by a single measure. The gentleman from Ten- 
: nessee, he thought, would have done well to have 

made this proposition the subject of a distinct bill. 
The Post Office Department required & substantial 
reorganization, and if mismanagement, or what- 
_ ever else it might be calied, existed there, and he 
believed it was not denied, we should make pro- || 
vision, first, for the reconstruction of the depart- | 
ment, and, when that was done, introducea bill ; 
roaking an appropriation for its relief. Thatseemed 
; to him the proper course, and if so, why introduce 
‘ into this bill a proposition of this extraneous char- 
acter? What should hinder us from considering || 
this simple question of reorganization? The gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Bucianan,] 
argued, and with great propriety, that the amount 
of the debts was not pertinent to the question of 
: the mode of reorganization. And he thought so 
too; but he carried the principle further—he 
thought that the means of paying those debts were | 
not so either, they were entirely distinct. The | 
appropriation was a matter to be founded on esti- 
mates. The gentlemen on the other side of the 
House desired to provide for those, honest men 
who were creditors of the departrnent, and he felt 
every disposition to join them in this matter. But 
was there anything more easy than to get a report 
from the deparument, with statements of the | 
amount of its debts? He hoped the honorable 
gentleman [Mr. Gronvy] would not thus obstruct i 
the progress of the bill, which he knew the gentle- |; 
man desired should pass, by the introduction of 
this debatable matter. Because, if we were called |: 
on to pay the debts in this way, it opened the |! 
whole question; and must we not inquire what || 
‘they were, how they were contracted, and the |; 
“true character of them? So far as they could be į; 
discriminated, and shown to be just and honest, E 
he would cheerfully vote a sum sufficient to pay | 
„them. 
Mr. GRUNDY said that he had but one object 
` in view, in ali that he had advanced on this sub- 


H 


tt 
i 
|: 


. ject, and that was, that the department should be =: 


‘paid. IJe was very anxions that this bill should | 
pass, if proper amendments were incorporated in 
it, and he therefore withdrew the amendment. ji 

The 17th section (another of Mr. Gruxpy’s |. 
amendments) was then taken up. It provides | 
that the books af the Treasury, so far as relates | 
to the accounts of the General Post Office, shall i: 
be kept separate and distinct from all other ac- | 
counts; and every warrant for the payment of: 
money for demands against the General Pos 
Office, shall express upon its face that the same | 
waa issued on accountof the General Post Office. 

After some explanation from Mr. GRUNDY, | 


warrants to be “signed by the Postmaster Gen- 


eral and the Commissioner of the General Post! 


Ofice;” after which it was agreed to. i 


The 18ch section, in the following words 

: then considered : , : 
i «That the commissioner to be appointed under į 
“the provisions of this act, shall have power to | 


i 
3; was! 


4 s transfer debts due from postmasters by drafts in © 


Ea 


i mai 
‘master shail set up in some conspicuous place in 


t 


“this section was amended so as to require sach | 


jects upon which he shall report. The section is 
divided into four clauses. The fourth clause re- 
quires the Commissioner to report to the Post- 


| master General the condition of the finances of 
| the department. 


After being so amended, at the suggestion of 


| Mr. WEBSTER, as to require the report of the 


Commissioner to be made to Congress, the section 


: was adopted. 


The 20th section was next considered, in the 
following words: 
‘Tc shall be the duty of the Postmaster General 
to furnish to the deputy postmaster, at the ter- 
mination of each route, a schedule specifying the 


: times of arrival and departure at his office of each 


mail; and also furnish a notice, in like manner, 
of any change or alteration in the arrivals and 


| € departures which may be ordered by him.” 


Mr. EWING moved to insert, after the word 
l1,” the words “a copy of which the post- 


his offi e;’? which, Mr. GRUNDY not objecting, 
was agreed to; and the section, as amended, was 
then adopted. 

The 21st and last section was then considered. 
It requires the postmaster at the end of a mail 
route, or at any other place where the time shall 
be designated at which the mail shall arrive, to 
subscribe an oath ‘that he will truly and faith- 
‘fully report to the General Post Office all failures 


i € to deliver the mail at his office at the times pre- 
i © seribed.” 


It also directs the Postmaster General 
to report to Congress, annually, each failure to 


| deliver the mail where the same may be conveyed 
; in steamboats, coaches, or stages, and the names 


of the contractors on whose routes the failures 
have occurred. i 
Af.er some immaterial amendments of form, 


| this section was also adopted. 


{Mr. CLAY here, on leave, submitted a motion 
to reconsider the voie by which the joint resolu- 


| tion, authorizing the purchase of certain pictures 


for the President’s House was negatived. The 


' motion being received, it was laid on the table.] 


The amendments having been gone through 
with— 

Mr. CALHOUN made some objection to the 
first sec.ion of the bill, which provides for the 
appointment of the Commissioner. He also 
thought the salary ought to be reduced from four 
thousand to three thousand five hundred dollars 
per annum. Mr. C. submitted an amendment to 
be inserted in lieu of the first section, as follows: 

“That the duties now performed by the Fifth 
‘Auditor of the Treasury Department be, and 


‘the same are hereby, assigned to the Second 


‘ Auditor of the Treasury; and those now assigned 
‘to the Second, to the. Third Auditor; and that 
‘the Fifth Auditor shali hereafter be known as 


| ¢the Commissioner of the General Post Office, and 


‘shall perform the duties hereby assigned, or 
‘which may hereafter be assigned, to said Com- 
s missioner.” 

After some conversation between Mr. CAL- 
HOUN and Mr. BUCHANAN on the subject, 
and before any action was had on the proposition, 

Mr. GRUNDY interposed a motion to adjourn; 
which prevailed; and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
*Fripay, February 6, 1835. 

Mr. BAYLIES, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Tristam Coffin: which 
: was read twice and committed. f 

Mr. GALBRAITH, from the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, reported a bill supplemen- 
tary to theact entitled “Àn act enabling the claim- 


i 
i 
i 
i 
1 
i 


Missouri and Territéry of Arkansas to institute 
proceedings to try the validity of their claims,” 
approved May 26, 1824; which was read twice 
and committed, 

Unfavorable reports were made by Messrs. 
BANKS and FULTON, from the Committee of 
Claims, upon petitions referred to said committee. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Petitions and memorials were presented, on 


leave, by Messrs. MITCHELL, of Obio, Mi- 4 


VEAN, McCARTY, and REYNOLDS, and 
appropriately referred. 

: RESOLUTIONS. 

On motion of Mr. WISE, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into tie 
expediency. of establishing a post route from 
Princess Anne, vin Newtown, in Maryland, to 
Bloxom’s tavern, in Virginia; and from Horn 
Town, in Virginia, to Bloxom’s tavern, and from 
Bloxom’s tavern, via Riley’s store, Caleb Bread- 
water’s store, Jenkin’s bridge, Mesongo bridge, 
Guilford, and Bagwell’s mill, to Drummondtuwn, 
Accomack county, Virginia. 

On motion of Mr. RENCLIER, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
providing by Jaw for the relief of certain Choctaw 
Tudians, who claim to be entitled to reservations 


ef land ander the fourteenth arucle of the treaty | 


of Dancing Rabbit Creek. 
On motion of Mr, LYON, of Kentucky, 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Pust Office | 


and Post Roads be instructed to inquireinto the 
expediency of establishing. a post route from 


Wadesboro’, Calloway Court-llouse, Kentucky, |; 


wit Humility, to the mouth of Sandy river, Ten- 
nesse. 
On motion of Mr. MITCHELL, of Ohio, 


Resolved, ‘That so; much of the petition of the | 


citizens of Zanesville, in the State of Ohio, as 


relates to the establishment of a port of entry, be | 


referred to the Committee on Commerce, and tbat 
so much as relates to the improvement of the 
navigalion of the Muskingum tiver, be referred 
to the Committee on Roads and Canals, 

On motion of Mr. CHINN, > 

Resolved, That the Commissioner of Public 
Buildings be directed to prepare and furnish to 
this Elouse an estimate of the cost of the ‘Treas- 


ury building, recommended by a select committee | 


of this House, if freestone be substituted for 
granite, 
On motion cf Mr. KINNARD, 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office | 
cand Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the | 


expediency of establishing a post route from 
Noblesville, in the county of Hamilton, to Monte- 
zuma, Indiana, via Wesi hield, Northfield, Levanon, 
Jamestown, and Rupevilte, 

Mr. DICKINSON offered the following resolu- 
tions which, under the rule, Jies one day: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be required 
to communicate to this House: the number of 
cadets that have been educated at the Military 


Academy at West Point; the number that joined | 


the army, and are now in its service; the sums 
of money that have been appropriated: for its 


support, each year since 1802, up to this time. ! 


Algo, the number of professors now employed at 
the institution. 


The following resolution, offered by Mr. PARKS, 
on the 3d instant, was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be re- 
quested to communicate to this House the report 
of Major Hartman Bache, of the reconnoissance 
for a road through the northern frontier of the 
State of Maine, made by him in pursuance of in- 
structions from the War Department. . 

The following resolution, offered by Mr. DEN- 
NY, on the 26'h of January, wasread, considered, 
and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he 
is hereby, requested to communicate to this House 
a statement of the amount paid annually, and the 
price per year, during the last five years, for the 
‘transportation of arms, and all other military and 
“public: stores, from Harper’s Ferry, Baltimore, 


western country. š 

Mr. McVEAN, on leave, submitted the follow- 
ing resoiution: = 

Resolved, That the Committee on the District of | 
Columbia be directed to report to this House the | 
amount expended by said committee under the 
resulution of the 6th of January last, purporting to 


of fuel that might be necessary for the relief of the 
suffering poor of the city of Washington, and to 
place the sume at the disposal of the Corporation 
| for that purpose; and also tbat said committee be | 
instructed to desist from further expenditure under 
the color of authority derived from said resolution, | 


of this House. , : 


tion. 

Mr. 
which were ordered, 

Mr. McVEAN moved a call of the House. 
Negatived. 

Mr. McVEAN made an appeal to Mr. EVANS 
{to withdraw his motion, in order that he might 
| explain his reasons for olvering the resclution, 

Mr. EVANS thought the gentleman had better 
withdraw the resolution, or at least modify it by 
withdrawing the latter clause. If it was so mod- 
ified, he might withdraw his motion. 


several gentlemen he had no objection to modify 
his resolution, by striking ont the latter clause. 

After some remarks between Mr. SPEIGHT 
and the CHAIR, on a point of order, Mr. Mc- 
VEAN modified his resolution by striking from it 
the latter clause, printed io italics. 

Mr. EVANS withdrew his motion, askin 
question of consideration. 

Mr. WILDE renewed tlre question of consider- 
ation. 

Mr. HAMER demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

The question, ‘Will the [louse consider the 
i resolution??? was then put, and decided in the 
_aflirmative—yees 124, nays 54. 
| So the House determined to consider the reso- 
lution. 


| Mr. EVANS said, his objection to the resolu- 
| tion was not founded on any opposition which he 
might have to the general views of the mover, (Mr. 
i McVean,] for he was opposed to the practice 
| which had obtained in the House, of passing reso- 
: lations of that nature, ` But the emergency which 
called forth the original resolution had gone by. 
: The money had been expended according to its 
7 provisions; and to pass this resolution now, would 
i be a reflection on the proceedings of the House, 
: which he deemed unnecessary and uncalled for. 


g the 


adopt the amendment which he was about to pro- 
pose, he would not object to its passage. The 
| amendment was to strike out the words ‘*pur- 
porting to,” and let it read, “authorizing and in 
siructing;”’ and also strike out the words `“ under 
color of.” These words, Mr. E. considered ob- 
jectionable, as they seemed to convey a reflection— 
a censure on the House. ° 
Mr. McVEAN said that he could not accept of 
the amendments offered by the honorable member | 
from Maine, because he would thereby defeat the | 
principal object he had in view in offering his reso- | 
lution. He believed the resolution to which the 
one he had the honor to offer, referred, was passed 
by the House without constitutional authority, and 
he frankly confessed that the main object he had 
in view was to elicit a declaration to that effect 
from the House, that it might not hereafter be cited 
asa precedent. He disclaimed any intention to 
cast any reflection upon the House, upon the 
: mover of the resolution, or on the committee who | 
| acted underit. He believed that all were governed 
| by motives of charity, and that under the influence 
| of such motives it was unadvisedly passed. 
1 
i 
i 


i 


Sir, (said Mr. McV.,) I consider the resolution | 
of the 10th of January a manifest and palpable 
| violation of the Constitution. The Constitution 
provides ‘¢ that no money shall be drawn from the 
Treasury but in consequence of appropriations 


ee 


authorize and instruct them to asceriain the amount } 


and that suid resolution be expunged from the Journal |: 


Mr. EVANS moved the question of considera- 


HAMER asked for the yeas and nays; ! 


Mr. McVEAN said, that at the suggestion of | 


If, however, the mover {Mr. McVean] would | 


i 
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made by law.” The resolution to which I refer 
| is not a legislative act, not having received the 
| sanction of those bodies which constitute the Legis- 
lature, and which is indispensable to give it ihe 
character and the efficacy of a law. It was the 
mere declaration of this House, on a subject en- 
tirely beyond the reach of its separate authority, 
and as wholly inoperative and void, in my opinion, 
as if it were the dictum of any individual member 
of this House, assuming to act in his official char- 
acter as a representative. 

L understand that the amount expended. under 
that resolution is to be paid out of a fund which 
this House has now in its possession, or which it 
| is hereafter to get possession of, to defray its con- 
tingent expenses. In other words, this House, 
having got possession of funds for certain specific 
purposes, it will, or can, Ly the application of 
i| physical force, divert them to other objects not 
| 
| 


| originally contemplated, and thus attempcto evade 
the provision of the Constitution to which 1 have 
referred, 

L is, perhaps, proper, although the history of 
i this House will show that it was liable to great 
abuse—that each House of Congress should have 
a fund set apart to défray its conungent expenses. 
| We want everything that will faciitate us in the 
ij business in which we are engaged in maturing 
Jaws; but, what member of the House will assert 
that furnishing fuel to the poor of this city is an 
ex pense contingent to the legislation of this House? 
i The proposition is too absurd to find an advocate 
any where. And yet, upon this absurdity rests 
the authority for the passage of that resolution, 
Sir, if this House have the power by resolution to 
appropriate money to furnish the poor of this city 
| with fuel, it has also the power to feed acd clothe 
i them, and to educate them, which also includes 
j! the power of establishing hospitals, asylums, and 
‘| schools. Sir, there is no such thing as disguising 
i| the fact that this House has assumed on itself the 
|| exercise of power which constitutes one of the 
highest attributes of the Legislature, and that the 
resolution which it passed is wholly null and 
void. . 

l am aware that it may be said that this is a 
laudable affair; and that the deed of which 1 com- 
ji plain, as a breach of the Constitution, doesof itself, 
| constitute a deed of charity to the poor of this 
icity; and that, therefore, the matter ought not to 
bedisturbed. Fad I consulted my inclination only, 
i I might have yielded to such suggestions; but a 

sense of duty had prompted me, however ungra- 
| cious it may appear, to offer the resolution which 
! have had the honor to submit. I have yet to 
leurn that this House will consider jt a small affair 
i that the Constitution has been violated, or that 
| Charity’s ample folds will cover or cure its breach. 
‘The House owed it to itself to declare its opinions 
j| on this matter, even although it might be impli- 
cated thereby; and if we are to indulge in charity, 
ij let it be that charity which is according to law. 

Mr. CHINN said it was due to himself and to 
the committee, to make a brief statement to the 
House. For himself, he would say that he voted 
i against the original resolution of the House, be- 
cause, however much his feelings might have been 
enlisted, he did not consider himself autherized to 
vote for it, For the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, he would say, that when the orginal 
resolution of this House was taken up by the com- 
mittee and considered, they found that the direc- 
tionto them was positive, that they had no discre- 
tion, exceptas to the assortment; that they had no 
right to disregard the positive command of the House. 
They therefore made the proper inquiry ef the city 
authorities, and upon receiving an answer showing 
an appalling degreeand extent of distress, and that 
one hundred and fifty cords of wood were wanted, 
the committee directed them to draw upon the 
Clerk of this House for fifty cords upon two 
| occasions, amounting in all to one hundred cords. 
This was during the recent season of intense cold. 
Since that the committee had done nothing, nor 
did he believe that they intended to do more 
under that resolution, which was for ‘‘ immediate 
relief”? j 

Mr. McKENNAN remarked that it seemed to 
| him that the gentleman from New York.was too 
late to effect any good purpose by his proposi- 
j tion. It would have been, perhaps,in good time, 
when the resolution was first before he House, 


ii 


1835. 


and before any action was had upon it. Bat after 
it had been udopted by the Louse, and the corm- 


mittee had acted upon it, and the suffering poor |: 
had been relieved, itecemed to hita to be an idle: 
j reposition to entertain the House upon a subject i: 
They bad beird whathed been done | 


ofthis kind. 
hy the chairmen or tue Commitee on the District, 
(Mr. Cuy] 
hupered cores ef wuod in the whole, the prepar- 


tion of which was only sixteen cords ro each ward | 
The accounts of distress which had 3 


in the city. 
reached the commutee had been beurt-reading, 


and he apprehended if the gentleman from New |. 


York had heard them aise, his difhieuities and 
gerupies would have been dissipated. 


der the notice of the cuinmittee. 


means of procuring anything but a bag of straw, 
and in order to keep nimseit trom freczing, the bed 
was cul open, and be was thiust in it up to the 
neck! That family, in alt prooability, by the re- 


lief extended by that House, under the resolution : 
in quesuon, were kept irom veing fic zen to death. | 
He should not detain the House by any argument ; 


on the gubject. The gentieman from New York 


; : : i 
did not urge his constitutional scruples at that: 


ume, and his proposition to expunge the resolu- 
tion now came too late, and it was a waste of time 
to discuss it. Besides, the committee, so far as 
Mr. McK. understood, did not interd to proceed 
further, and were then ready to report what they 
had done to tie House. E 


moved to lay the resolution upon the table. 
Before the question was pat by the Chair, 


Mr. BROWN moved tor the orders of the day, ` 
which being agreed to, the motion to lay the reso- ` 


dution of Mr. McWEAN on the table lies over. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the 
following communications: 

A tetter from the Secreary of War, in response 
to a resolution of the House, relative to certain 
roads in the Territory of Michigan, Laid on the 
table and ordered to be printed. 


A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, in 


answer to a resolution of the 3ist ultimo, relative 


to a compromise of the claim of Thomas H. Smith | 
Referred to the Committee on the Judi- : 


& Co. 
ciary and ordered to be printed. 

A report from the Secretary of the Treasury in 
conformity with a resoiution of the House of the 


3d March, 1797, exhibiting the amount of duties | 
aceruing, and drawback payable, dn the several , 


articles imported into the United States, and re- 

exported therefrom, during the years ending on 

the 30:h December, 1531, 1832, and 1833; which 

was laid on the tabie and ordered to be printed, 
BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills were read a third time and | 


passed: 


A bill for the removal of the land office from : 


Wanpaghkanetta to Lima, in the State of Ohio; 


A bil to authorize the sale of certain lands be- : 


longing to the University of Michigan; 


A bl prescribing the punishment of consuls, | 


comnfrcial agents, and others, in certain cases; 
A bill for the relief of Lieutenant Mervin P. 
Mix; 
A bill for the relief of Samuel Butler; 
A bill for the rehef of Elizabeth Swain; 


lard; 
A bil for the relief of Sutton Stevens; 


A bil for the relief of Thomas Dixon & Co., of i 


New York; 
A biH for the relief of Job Barton; 
A bill for the relief of Samuel H. Doxey; 
A bill for the rehef of John Herrick; 
A bill for the relief of Job Wood; 
A bill for the relief David Kincaid; 


A bul for the relief of Stephen Smith, and | 


others; 

A bill for the relief of Robert Abbott, and the 
other heirs of James Abbott, deceased; 

A bill for the relief of Matthew C. Perry; 


A bill for the relief of E. R. Shubrick, of the | 


United States Navy; 


THE CONGRESSIONA 


| Lie covamittee uud distributed one 


He would | 
state an instance of a single lamily that came un- | 
‘This family con- | 
sisted of fivechildren, besides thetwo parents, The i 
old gentleman wes lying on a bed of sickness—no, ` 
noten his bed of sickness, because he hed not ihes 


Believing then, that this ; 
discussion was altovether a waste of time, he 


A bul for the relief of the heirs of William Pol- | 
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; eB Toe ae. 
|| A bill for the relief of Riddle, Beckiel, an 
others; 
A bill for the relief John J. Avery; 
A bill for the relief of Stephen Gatlin; 
A bill for the retief of Theodore Owens; 
A bill for the relief of the representatives of 
L Thomas Clements, deceused: 
Pes A bil for the relief of S. M. Walland IJ. Per- 
S ecival; i , H 
A bill for the relief of Shubael Conant; 
A bill for the relief of the legal representatives i 
i of Aaron Smith; i| 
A bill for the relief of Thomas Ball; 
A bill for the relief of Richard 1, Lee; 
A bill for the relief of Wiiliam Hascall ard | 
others; R : ; 
A bill for the relief of Ebenezer Breed; 
A bil! for the relief of George Davenport; 
A bil for the relief of Richard Butman; 
© _ A bil for the relief of the children of Dominick | 
~ Lynch; and 
A bill for the relief of John Frazer & Co. li 
BILLS CONSIDERED. 


The House, on motion cf Mr. BRI WN, went: 


al 


1 
f 
i 
if 


tj 
j 
i 
} 


into Commitee of the Whole (Mr. Gorpon in | 
the chair) upon the following bills reported by the 
Commitee on invalid Pensions: ` i 
A bill for the benefit of John Cullins; 
A bill granting a pension to Amasa A. Tift; 
A bill for the relief of Harvey Reynolds and 
John Casey; f $ 
A bill for the relief of Josiah Westlake; 
A bill granting a pension to Isaac Janvier; 
A bill for the relief of Jusiah H. Brown and 
John Conkin; i 
A bill to restore to certain invalid pensioners `: 
i: the amount of pension by them relinquished; 
A biil for the relief of Enoch Blaisdell; i 
A bill granting pensions to certain persons | 
therein named; 
A bill granting a pension to John F, Wiley, and 
increasing the pension of George Fields; 
A bill granting a pension to William Slocum; 
A bill granting a pension to William Wilges; 
A bill for the relief of Samuel M. Asbury; 
A bill granting a pension to Francis F. St. Cuir; 
A bill for the relief of the invalid pensioners 
therein mentioned; f 
A bill granting a pension to Joseph Meade; |] 
A bill granting a pension to Luke Voorhise; j} 
A bill granting a pension to Colonel Gideon || 
Morgan; i 
A bill granting a pension to Benjamin Leslie; 
A bill granting pensions to William Baden and ; 
James Harrington; . i 
A bill for the relief of John Ashton; 
A bill for the relief of Ephraim F. Gilbert; 
A bill granting a pension to Isaac Carter; 
A bill granting a pension to John Gerodelle; 
A bill for the reltef of Samuel Shelmerdine; 
A bill for the relief of Thomas Morton; H 
A bill to increase the pension of Origen Eaton; |; 
& bill granting a pensien to John W. Cox; f 
© A bill for the relief of Joseph Swariwood; ji 
A bill granting an arrearage of pension to Ed- | 
ward Nicholson; ‘ H 
- A bill for the relief of Abraham E. Boutwell 
and David Pearson; : 
A bill granting a pension to Robert Lucas; 
A dill for the relief of George McFadden; 
Ac bill for the relief of John Moore; ji 
A bill granting a pension to Simeon S. Morrill; | 
| A bill for the relief of George C. Seaton; í 
A bill granting a pension to Larned Swallow; 
A bill granting a pension to John Bryant; 
i A bill granting a pension to Noah Miller; 
| A bill placing Captain Cole, a Seneca chief, on 
` the pension roll; ; 
A bill for the relief of Benjamin Holland; i 


i 
| 
| 
li 
1 
i 
l 


i 


~ 


| A bill for the relief William Keller; 

A bill granting a pension to Justus Cobb; 

| A bill granting a pension to Lambert L. Van 
© Valkenburg; . 

© A bill granting a pension to Isaac Eckright; 

: A bill for the relief of William C. Beard; 

A bill for the relief of Elijah Tate; i 
A bill for the relief of Jacob Stewart; 
A bill for the relief of Elijah Blodgett; i 
A bill for the relief of Thomas Simpson; and 

A hill for the relief of Thankful Randall. l 
The committee rose, reported the bills to the ©! 


ii 


j 
ji 
i 


House, when the amendments to a portion of them 
were agreed to, and they were ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time to-morrow. 

The House went again into Committee (Mr, 
Mercer iu the chair) on the following bills: ` 

A bill for the relief of Colonel Daniel Newnan; 

~A bill for the relief of Peter Triplett; 
A bil for the relief of Peter Dextator and Jacob 


| Weaver; 


A bill for the relief of John Dal, of Maine; 

A bill for the relief of Simeon Meacham; 

A bil for the relief of Joseph Gilbert; 

A bill for the relief of the widow and heirs of 
Sarnuel Southerland; 

A biil for the relief of Timothy Jordan; 

A bill for the relief of David Page; 

A bill for the rehef of Walter Phillips; and 

A bill for the relief of Ei zabeth May. 

The committee rose, reported the bills to the 


House, and they were ordered to be engrossed 


and read a third time to-morrow, 

On motion of Mr. MITCHELL, of Ohio, the 
Committee of the Whole were discharged from 
the further consideration of the bill to authorize 


: the survey of certain lands adjacent to the canal 
| reservoir on Licking Summit, in the Siate of 
Ohio. 


Mr. MITCHELL asked the unanimous con- 
sent of the House-to order the bill to be engrossed 
at this time. li was objected to. 

The amendments heretofore reported from the 
Committee of the Whole to the bill for the relief 


i of Stephen Chittenden, were concurred in, and the 
: bill ordered to be engrossed. 


The amendment heretofore reported from the 
Committee of the Whole to the bill for the relief 


i of Colonel William Lawrence, was considered, 


and, after some remarks by Messrs THOMAS, 
of Louisiana, MILLER, PARKER, EVANS, 
HUBBARD, BURGES, MASON, of Virginia, 
and HEATH, disagreed to. ` 

Mr. HUBBARD moved a further amendment, 
providing that the pension to Colonel Lawrence 
should take effect and commence from July, 


` 1831. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG demanded the yeas and 
nays on this amendment; which were ordered, and 
were—yeas 90, nays 69. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time, as amended. 


On motion of Mr. McKIM, 
The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. ` 
SATURDAY, February 1, 1835. 


Mr. HENDRICKS, from the Committee on 
Roads and Canals, reported a bill supplementary 
to an act authorizing the Territory of Florida to 


i; construct certain canals therein named. : 


Mr. HENDRICKS, from the same committee, 
reported a bill authorizing certain railroad com- 


; panies to construct roads through the lands of the 


United States; which was read and ordered to a 
second reading. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, on leave, iatroduced 
a bill providing for the erection of a light-house 


: at Mobile Point, and for placing buoys near the 


same. 

Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, in pursuance of a resolution of the Senate 
directing an inquiry to be made into the propriety 
of making further appropriations for arming the 


: fortifications of the United States, reported a bill 


for the purpose; which was read, and ordered to 


‘i: a second reading. 


Mr. ROBBINS, from the Committee on the 


i Library, reported the joint resolution directing 
‘ certain medals to be struck in honor of the officers- 
ii engaged in the defence of Fort St. Stephens, with 
i an amendment. 


Mr. McKEAN and Mr. WAGGAMAN pre- 
sented petitions of a private nature; which were 
appropriately referred. f 

The bill for the relief of Silas D. Fisher; 

The bill for the relief of Duncan L. Clinch; and 

The bill making an appropriation to complete 
certain roads in the Territory of Arkansas, were 
severally read the third time and passed. 

The bill, in addition to the act for the relief of 
the heirs of George Hurlburt, deceased, was read 
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ihe second time as in Committee of the Whole; i 
when, after some remarks between Messrs. 
SMITH, LEIGH, WHITE, HILL, and KING, | 
the, bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 

Mr. POINDEXTER, from the Committee on 
‘Public Lands, to which was referred the petition 
of H.H. Hall, relative to the location of Virginia | 
military land warrants, reported unfavorable upon | 
the same, and the commitiee were discharged from 
the further consideration of the subject. 


Mr. POINDEXTER, from the same commit- | 


‘tee, to which was referred the bill from the House 
for the relief of James M. Tuttle, reported the 
same without amendment. ` 

Mr. POINDEXTER, from the same commit- 
tee, to which was referred the memorial from the 


Legislature of Illinois, praying a relinquishment | 


of the 16:h section and the entry of other lands in 
liew thereof for the use of schools, reported unfa- 
vorably upon the same, and the committee were 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
subject. . ’ 

Mr. LEIGH; from the Committee on Revolu- 


tionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of | 


Sally Springer and others, legal representatives of 
Colonel William Crawford, deceased; which was 


read the first time, and ordered to a second read- | 


ing. 
BILL TO REORGANIZE THE PoST OFFICE 
DEPARTMENT. 

On motion of Mr. EWING, the Senate resumed | 
the consideration of the bill changing the organi- 
zation of ‘the General Post Office, when Mr, 
CALHOUN withdrew the amendment he sub- 
mited yesterday. 

Mr. EWING moved to amend the bill by 
striking out $4,000, the compensation given tothe | 
Commissioner, and inserting $3,500. 

Mr. WRIGHT moved to amend the amend- 
ment by reducing the salary to $3,000 per annum. 

Mr. WRIGHT said he was desirous of putting 


this. officer on the same grade, as regarded the | 


salary, with the Auditors of the Treasury; and he 
saw no reason for the distinction between them. 
The salary was quite sufficient, and it must be 
perceived by Senators that the time was very near 
when all the Auditors would be put on the same 
footing. ` 

Mr. Wniaur’s proposition was agreed to. 

Several unimportant amendments were then 
made to the second, third, fourth, and fifth sec- 
tions, when 

Mr. EWING moved an amendment, requiring 
the books in the Gereral Post Office, appropri- 
ately belonging to the Commissioner’s office, to be 


delivered up to that officer on the 10th of March ; 
next, and requiring the Postmaster General to | 
“deliver to the Solicitor-all books and papers in |! 


* the Post Office, or copies or extracts therefrom 
“relative to suits brought, and a statement of all 


“matters in suit and all judgments remaining | 


“unsatisfied;”? which were agreed to. 
The 12th section prohibits any additional com- 


pensation from being made toany mail contractor | 
for additional services in carrying the mail upon ! 
any mail rowie, so as to increase the compensation | 


to more than double the net amount of postages 
received on the route, &c. 

Mr. EWING moved to amend this section by 
inserting after the word ‘ route,” in italics, these 
words: ‘‘ which shall have been established for 
ten years before the execution of his contract.” 

This amendment was also agreed to. 


The 12ih section further provides that “ when 


“any extra service shall be ordered, the amount | 


‘of tbe allowance therefor, in dollars and cents, 
“* shall be signified in the order for such ‘service, 


“and be forthwith entered upon the books of the | 


t General Post Office.” 


Mr. EWING moved to add to this, “and no! 


‘additional compensation shall be paid for any 


* extra services ordered before the issuing of such . 


‘order and the making of such entry;” which was 
agreed to. 

Several unimportant amendments were made 
in other sections of the dill, on motion of Mr, 
EWING, when . 

Mr. PORTER moved an amendment as an 


p 


|| be one transported there. 


additional section to the bill,‘ That it shall bethe 
`‘ duty of the Postmaster General to enter into a 
‘contract for carrying a daily mail between New 
t Orleans and Mobile.’” 

Upon this proposition a discursive debate en- 
sued. 

Mr. SOUTHARD opposed it, not because he 
was unfavorable to a daily mail between Mobile 
and New Orleans, for he thought there ought to 
But his difficulty was 
in selecting any particular route where there should 
be a daily mail carried, and introducing it into this 
bill. He thought it ought to be incorporated in a 
particular bill, and unless this was a very griev- 
ous case, he would be opposed to it. 

Mr. PORTER admitted there was some incon- 
gruity in incorporating a provision like this in a 
general law, but he hoped the Senate would con- 
sent to introducing it when his reasons were heard. 
If the subject had been left to the Postmaster 
General, to do as he had done for nine months 
past, they had nothing else to look for but con- 
tinued interruption; for, by the bill, no change 
could be made in any contract upon a roate which 
was of ten years’ standing, and therefore this route 
would be cut off. Incongruities should yield to 
general utility and public necessity. The mail 
i| was now carried only three times a week, and he 
believed this interruption was done for the pur- 
pose of inducing Louisiana to send Senators here 
who would support the Postmaster General. No 
other part of the whole country, it appeared, 
could be selected for making retrenchments upon, 
but this one. Mr. P. then recurred, at some 
length, to the President’s letter to the people of 
New Orleans, and the allusions made therein to 
himself and his colleague. When Mr. P. con- 
cluded, 

Mr. LINN said, if the amendment should pass, 
and he was not in favor of it, he would then pro- 
pose another to carry the mail dail¥ from Louis- 
ville to St. Louis—he did not wish to embarrass 
the bill, but if this passed he would feel it his 
duty to offer the one he suggested. 

Mr. WAGGAMAN said the honorable gentle- 
man had not taken a just view of this amendment. 
New Orleans was the only commercial place which 
had been made the victim of the curtailment of 
the expenses of the Post Office Department, The 
important commercial relations of that city made 
it indispensable that a regular daily mail should 
be kept up. The exports from thatcity alone, in 
1; 1835, would be $50,000,000, and in ten years it 
i; would be doubled. This fact would present to 
{| the Senate the necessity of an unrestrained daily 
intercourse between that city and the North. This 
was the object of his colleague’s amendment, and 
| it occurred to him that New Orleans should be 
made an exception. He was willing that St. 
Louis should have equal privileges, if it had as 
imperative claims. The necessity ofa daily mail 


| 
i| from Mobile to New Orleans was self-evident. 
ij The amount of postages which were taken in the 
'| latter city was about $46,000, while $40,000 only 
| was estimated to be sufficient for the transporta- 
i| tion of the mail. Why not grant it then? They 
i asked nothing unreasonable, but only that what 
l| they paid into the Treasury might be appropri- 
ated for their use. 

i| Mr. BIBB said he should vote for the proposi- 
| tion, notwithstanding the objection of the honora- 
| ble gentleman from New Jersey, [Mr. Sournanp.] 
Mail routes were established by Congress, and the 
‘question now was, whether, if it was manifestly 
proper that the mail should be transported a cer- 


| 

I the duty of Congress so to direct. He thought it 
| was. Could there be any more doubt thata daily 
i! mail was as necessary between Mobile and New 
:| Orleans as between the seat of Government and 
New Orleans, and between Washington and New 
|| York or Philadelphia? If it was self-evident that 
ij it was important to havea daily communication 


: Postmaster General would not establish it, ought 
itnotto bedone? It was said he would not estab- 
lish it, but that it was only ti-weekly. Then he 
thought a provision for the purpose ought to be 
introduced into this bill, and he would go for any 
|| other similar proposition where the propriety of 
it was as manifest as this was. 


Mr. GRUNDY remarked that, having given his 


tain number of times on a particular route, it was, 


between New York and New Orleans, and the’ 


opinions very fully yesterday, he would not say 
anything to-day on the general topics connected 
with this bill. But if there had been any person 
more consistent than another in favor of this mail 
being carried daiiy he wasthat man. He always 
was in favor of it, and reported favorably upon it 
last year. He thought there should be a regular 
daily mail between New Orleans and the eastern 
States. But sucha caseas this never had ocew red 
in our legislation before. Congress had never. yet 
said when and how the mail should be conveyed 
from place to place. He believed there was one 
instance in which Congress had authorized the 
employment of a steamboat for that purpose. He 
was very unwilling to see this special kind of 
legislation. The object was. certainly a desirable 
one; but if this proposition was agreed to, the 
honorable gentleman from Missouri would also 
make out his case, and perhaps a very strong one, 
and how could you refuse it? ` And another and 
another would then be presented, and how could 
you refuse the accommodation? Let this be estab- 
lished as a precedent, and other applications would 
be irresistible. It would also be trenching upon 
one of the great principles of this bill, which re- 
quired the Postmaster General not to extend the 
expenditures of the department beyond its reve- 
nues. And when, by legislating, you encroached 
upon this principle, you destroyed his responsi- 
bility. He agreed that this daily mail was proper, 
and ought to be established; but he hoped it would 
be done in the ordinary way. 

Mr. SOUTHARD thought it important that 
this should be a daily mail route; and if it could 
not be done otherwise Congress ought to direct it. 
But we might command the Postmaster General, 
and still it would not be done. But his difficulty 
was that this was not the proper place to introduce 
it; it should be inserted in a bill establishing post 
routes. Such a bill, he had no doubt, would be 
passed at this session—there were petitions for it. 
both here and in the other Heuse; and it weuld 
be easy to say in that bill that there should be a 
daily mail between Mobile and New Orleans. 
He assured the gentlemen from Louisiana that, in 
some form or other, he would give them his utmost 
exertions to carry such a proposition through, 

Mr. EWING said he agreed with the honor- 
able Senators from Louisiana, that a daily mail 
between New Orleans and Mobile was highly 
necessary, And he also agreed with the other: 
Senators, [Messrs. Grunpy and Souruanp,] that 
this bill should not be encumbered with unneces- 
sary provisions. There was another objection: 
this bill must yet pass through the other House, 
where, if it was sent loaded with encumbrances, it 
would be impossible to get through this session— 
and it was of the utmostimportance that it should 
be passed. 

The question being upon the amendment, Mr. 
WAGGAMAN asked the yeas and nays; which 


-were ordered. 


Mr. PRESTON explained his reasons for voting 
against'the amendment. An important proposi- 
tion (said Mr. P.) had been but yesterday with- 
drawn to prevent everything unnecessary from 
being incorporated in the bill; and he was opposed 
to this amendment on the same ground. 

The question was then put; and decided in the 
negative—yeas 8, nays 33; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bibb, Black,Manguin, Moore, 
Poindexter, Porter, Robbins, and Waggaman—8. 

NAYS —Messrs. Bell, Brown, Buchanan Cuth- 
bert, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Goldsborough, 
Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, Kane, Kent, King of 
Alabama, King of Georgia, Knight, Leigh, Linn, 
McKean, Morris, Naudain, Prentiss, Preston, 
Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Smith, Southard, 
Swift, Tallmadge, Tipton, Tomlinson, White, 
and Wright—33. 

Several other unimportant amendments were 
then made, so as to conform to others inserted in 
theexamination of the bill, andit was then reported 
to the Senate as amended. 

The question being then put on all the amend- 
ments collectively, they were agreed to. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, then moved further to 
amend the billin that part which prescribes the 
mode of letting contracts. His proposition was 
that proposals should be handed in sealed, which 
should then be regularly numbered, and when 
opened it should be done in presence of the bid- 


1335. _ | ` 


ders; also, that all combination cr consolidation ` 


bids should not be received. 


Afier sume remarks between Mr. EWING and | 
Mr. KING, the amendment was rejected, on a 


divisiou— yeus 18, nays 19. 


Mr. EWING thet udopteda portion of Mr. 
KING'S proposition, and moved it as an amend- - 
ment, as follows: “each route t3 be bid for, sepa- ` 
rately, and separate coutracts executed fur each | 
accepted bid, and every proposal shall be handed .. 


in sealed.” 


Mr. WRIGHT inquired, whether it had occur- `: 
red to gentlemen that this amendment would very. 
much mecease the price of mail transportation. | 
lle had made an inquiry of tbe former Postmaster 


General, when he was in office, with a view to this 


eubject, and he was then inforined thatsuch would | 


be the effect of so strict a measure, 


Mr. EWING could not say thst it would not 


have the effect of increasing the costof transporta- 
tion. 
bills, it would not havethat effect. And hethought 
it would not in fact increase the expense. Y 
euch was the confusion and uncertainty which 
prevailed in existing contracts vf this kind, that it 
was beter there should be an increase of expense, 
than this evi should be continucd. 


Mr. GRUNDY said that this was a subject on : 


which be bad found more difficulty iu his own 
miod than any other. It was an evil; but the 


difficulty was to save the depariment, ond at the: 


rame time obviate the inconvenience. He thought 
it would have the effect of increasing the expense 
of carrying the mail, but that was better than the 
cause of complaint. 

some further remarks were made by Messrs. 
WEBSTER, KING of Georgia, BIBB, PRES- 
TON, aud SELLEPLEY, in favor ot the amendment, 
and by Mr. WRIGIIT against it. 

Mr, WAGGAMAN asked the yeas and nays 
upon its adoptions which were ordered; and the 
question was determined in the affirrmative—yeas 
41, nays 2; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Beil, Benton, Bibb, Black, 
Brown, Buchanan, Calhoun, Cuthbert, Ewing, 
Frelinghuysen, Goldsborough, Grundy, Hen- 
dricks, FEHN, Kent, King of Alabama, King of 
Gecrgia, Knight, Leigh, Linn, McKean, Mangum, 
Moore, Naudain, Poindexter, Prentiss, Preston, 
Robbing, Robinson, Raggles, Shepley, Silsbee, 
Smith, Southard, Swift, Tipton, Tomlinson, Tyler, 
Waggaman, Webster, White—41. 

NAYS—Messrs, Tallmadge and Wright—2. 

Mr. EWING then moved a further amendment 
to the bili, that immediately after the lettings the 
books coutaining the register of the bids shall be 
opened for inspection;’? which was agreed to. 

Aly. SHEPLEY then offered a further amend- 
ment “thatifany person bid for diferent routes, 
‘separately, which are connected with each other, 

“Cand shall not obtain the principal route, he may 


‘decline the subordinate route, and it shali be let | 


four again ? 


Mr. BUCHANAN thought there was no 
ground ofapprehension on this subject. The great 
mail contractors would driveall the small contrac- 
lors from the publie roads of the United States. 
And although it would notbe known to the depart- 
ment, their bids would be known to each other. 
There woul 
as the great routes, and then they would transfer 
to each other. This would be the result in prac- 
tice. Tt would be as it was now, with this difer- 
ence, that it wauld not be known at the depart- 
ment, 

The amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. POINDEXTER then offered a farther 
amendment providing that if any deputy postmas- 
tershall at any time refuse to deliver, or shall detain 
any letter, newspaper, periodical, or other paper, 
transmitted through the mail, with intent to pre- 
vent the same fram duly reaching the person to 


whom it is directed, he shall forfeit a penalty not ; 


exceeding five hundred dollars, and undergo an 
imprisonment not exceeding six months, be dis- 
missed from office, and be ever afterwards incapa- 
ble of holding the ofice of deputy postmaster. 
After some conversation between Messrs. ROB- 


INSON, POINDEXTER, BIBB, and PRES- 
TON, 7 amendment, it was): y i 3 
apon Ge proposed ; i office was daily engaged in reporting the proceed- 


ogrecd to. 


Suc if there were fairness in consolidation | 


Yet, i 


be combinations as well for the little ` 
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Mr. KING, of Georgia, then offered a further 
amendment as an additional section to the bill, 
which was to prohibit mail contractors from put- 
ting coaches forthe conveyance of passengers upon 
other routes, insopposition to the coaches of the 
regular mail contractor on such route. 


After some explanation from Mr. KING of the | 


object of the amendment, 
Mr. WRIGHT asked the yeas and nays upon 


lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bibb, Calhoun, Cuthbert, 
King of Alabama, King of Georgie, Leigh, Linn, 
Mangum, Moore, Poindexter—10, 

NAYS—Messrs. Beli, Benton, Brown, Buchan- 


an, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Goldsborough, Grun- i 
dy, Hendricks, Hill, Keat, Knight, McKean, |, 
. Naudain, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, 
| Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Silsbee, Smith, 
Southard, Swift, Tallmadge, Tipton, Tomlinson, ; 
Tyler, Wazgaman, Webster, W hite, Wright—33. |; 


So the amendment was disagreed to. 


The question being on the engrossment of the | 


biil for a third reading, 
Mr. EWING asked the yeas and nays; which 


were ordered, and areas follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Benten, Bibb, Brown, i! : 

ji committees of the House, he was satisfied, could 
Í be procured at less expense than the sum now 
! paid. 
| why another person should be employed to do 
: Nandain, Poindexter, Porter, Pren.iss, Preston, || this work while the regular officer of the House, 
i, instead of attending to his duties, was engaged as 


Buchanan, Calhoun, Cuthbert, Ewing, Freling- 
huysen, Goldsborough, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, 
Kent, King of Alabama, King of Georgia, Knight, 
Leigh, Linn, McKean, Mangum, Moore, Morris, 


Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Silsbee, 


Smith, Southard, Swift, Tallmadge, Tipton, Tom- |. 
1 


Hinson, Tyler, Waggaman, Webster 
Wrighi—44. 


NAYS—None. 


White, 


So the question was unanimously determined in | 


the affirmetive. 
Mr. WAGGAMAN then gave notice, that on 


New Orleans, 
And then the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, February 7, 1835. 

Mr. MERCER, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, reported a bill to provide for the 
opening of certain roads in the Territory of Arkan- 
sas, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
and committed. 


Mr. MERCER, from the same committee, re- :: 
ported a bill to provide for the improvement of | 
the harbor of Clinton river, in Michigan Territory, |; 
and for other purposes; which was read twice and į 


committed. 


Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid i 
Pensions, reported a bill granting a pension to |: 
James Calvert; which was read twice and com- | 


mitted, 


Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, from the Com- a of thi embers | 
_ his family were also engaged in aiding him in the 


: performance of his duties. 


mittee on Commerce, madea report accompanied 
by a bill to provide foran expedition to the Pacific 
ocean and South sea; which was read twice and 


committed, and, together with the report, ordered `: 


to be printed. 
DRAFTSMAN OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. SCHLEY, by consent, submitted the fol- |: 


lowing resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office : 


and Post Roads be instracted to inquire into the 
expediency of abolishing the office of draftsman to 
the House of Representatives, and discontinuing 
the annual expenditure of fifteen hundred dollars 
i now paid to that officer. 3 
Mr. McK ENNAN said he would like to know 
“the reasons which had induced the gentleman 
from Georgia to offer this resolution. Several 
years ago the office of draftsman had been, after 


much discussion, abolished. It had subsequently, ` 


i however, been found necessary to restore the 


former order of things and to reinstate this officer 


of the House. : : 

Mr. SCHLEY said it was true that this office, 
upon consideration, had heretéfore been abolished, 
and subsequently reéstablished, for what reason, 
he knew not. The individual who occupied this 


its adoption; which were ordered, and are as fol- | 


1; this House, 


‘ Canals, and other committees. 
i that this office. should be abolished, merely for 
: the purpose of transferring its duties to some 
: favorite. G 


A a eee ev ies mT 


ings of this House for a morning paper of this city, 
while a gentleman by the name of Burr was em- 
ployed in preparing those maps for the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads, which it was 
the peculiar duty of the draftsman of the House to 
perform. What would be the extra expense thus 


! incurred, he knew not; but presumed it would 


exceed fifteen hundred dollars. Ile saw no ne- 


| cessity for continuing this office if it was neces- 


sary to employ another individual to perform its 


ia i $ 
| duties, while the incumbent was employed as a 


reporter for a newspaper. Hig attention had 
been drawn to the subject by the fact that Mr. 


Burr had been employed to execute the necessary 
| Maps required by the Committee on the Post OF- 
| fice and Post Roads. 


He could not remain silent, 


and see such a wasteful and prodigal expendi- 
ture of the public money, without interposing 
an objection. Ele was aware of the facility with 
| which the hangers on of this House manage to 


put their hands into the public Treasury. He 


| considered himself, and -every member of this 
| House in the capacity of a guardian of the public 
| treasure, and he felt the same obligation to take 
| care of it, that he would to take care of the estate 
| of minors for whom he had been legally ap- 


pointed the guardian. The maps required by the 


In conclusion, he could see no good reason 


a reporter of its proceedings. x 


Mr. McK ENNAN admired the spirit of econ- 


|: omy which seemed to actuate the gentleman from 
| Georgia, (Mr. Scuxey.] 
; pose that the resolution was solely dict&ted by 
‘ considerations of economy. 
i! however, that the object was to procure these 


: i! maps to be made by some other person; that it 
Monday next he would ask leave to introduce a | i y P 7 


bill directing a daily mail to be run from Mobile to | 


He was bound to sup- 


It was probable, 


was intended to make room for some favorite. 
Ele had understood that greater facilities had been 


|! afforded at the Post Office Department to another 


individual than were extended to the draftsman of 
The duties of this officer were not 


confined to the Post Office Department. He was 


i, also assiduously engaged in the performance of 


duties required by the Committee on Roads arid 
He was unwilling 


Mr. PEARCE said, if the officer of the House 
did not execute the duties required of him, it 
might be a proper subject of inquiry. He could 
not, however, see the propriety of transferring 
the duties from the present officer to another— 


| nothing could be gained by it. 


The duties of the draftsman were not confined 
to the Committee on the Post Office. The Com- 


| mittees on Public and Private Land Claims, and 
i! on Roads and Canals, required the constant ser- 


vices of this officer. Several of the members of 
If an inquiry was ne- 
cessary, it was a matter of doubt to what commit- 
tee it should go. About once in two years, when 
the Committee on the Post Office reported a bill 


i: creating new post routes, the services of the drafts- 


man were necessary. The other committees to 
which he had referred, required his services almost 
daily. In conclusion, he could see no reason 
fora change. IJtwas the duty of the Clerk of the 


. House to see that this officer did his duty, and if 


Mr. Burr had been employed by the Clerk, it was 


_ his duty to explain why this had been done. 


Mr. LOVE said, as a general rule, he was in 


; favor of resolutions of inquiry. He was satisfied 
‘his friend from Georgia [Mr. Scuiey] had no 
: other motive in offering the resolution, than a high 


regard to duty and the public interest—that he 
was actuated by no sinister views. He knew that 
several of the sons of the draftsman for the House, 


"who were every way competent, were engaged in 


aiding him in the performance of his duties. It 


: should, therefore, not be an objection to him that 


he spent three hours each day in reporting the 


` speeches of members, (in a manner, too, better 


than any other reporter.) It would be recollected 


: that after much debate at a former session, on the 
‘ subject vf reform, the only result was an aboli- 
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. tion of the ofice- of draftsman. It had been sub- 
pequently found necessary to reinstate this officer. 
. Uf the gentleman would modify his resolution so 
as to inquire into all the abuses in the public de- 
partments, with a view to reform, he should have | 
his hearty assent. He would go with him most | 
-heartily in all attempts to correct abuses. He 
had ‘been informed that after the office of drafts- 
man was abolished, it had cost ten times more to 
procure the necessary work to be done by the 
job, than was paid to this officer. Why had not 
the regular draftsman of the House been called 
upon. to. execute the work which had been done 
by-another? if he had been so called upon, and 


refused, then it would be a proper subject of | 


inquiry. In conclusion, he repeated that if the 
gentleman would so shape his resolution as to 
ivquire into any and all abuses which might exist 
in the departments, he should have his cordial 
coöperation. 

Mr. STEWART said this was rather a small 
matter, although it seemed likely to lead to a long 
debate. There was but three weeks remaining of | 
the present session, and much important business 
to be acted upon. He would, therefore, move to 
lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr. SCHLEY asked for the yeas and nays on 
the motion; which were ordered. 

Mr. LOVE could not vote to lay the resolution 
on the table, although he was opposed to the 
adoption of the resolution in its present shape. 

Mr. STEWART withdrew his motion to lay 
the resolution on the table. 


Mr. SCHLEY said it was impossible for him |; 


to know the motives which actuated the course of | 
the gentleman from Pénnsyivania, [Mr. McKen- 
wan.] He had thought fit to attribute improper | 
motives to him, (Mr. S.) It would perhaps be 
better for the gentleman to look to his own mo- 
tives, without reflecting upon those of others, THe 
was not in the habit of imputing unworthy motives 
to others, and he had no evidence that would au- 
thorize him to impute such to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. McKennan.) But if the old 
maxim. be true, ‘that we judge others by our- 
selves,” then it would follow that the gentleman 
made propositions from unworthy motives. He, 
(Mr. S.,) however, did not believe the gentleman 
ampable of such a course. 

in offering the resolution, he had no favorite in 
view, nor was his motion the result of any man- 
agement or preconcert. He had no acquaintance 
with any person qualified to discharge the duties 
of draftsman. No applications had been made to 
him. No persons solicited him for fevors here. 
He had not seen any such persons. His associa- 
tions did not lead him to such discoveries. He 
had offered the resolution without consulting any 
person. He had daily seen the draftsman of the 
House engaged in reporting speeches here, while 
another individual was employed at the public 
expense to discharge his duties. He had inquired 
why this was the case, and had obtained no satis- 
factory reply. If Mr. Stansberry was incompe- 
tent or unable to perform these duties, another | 
should be appointed in his place. If large sums 
were to be paid to another for these services, it 
was proper that this almost useless officer of the 
House should be dispensed with. He barely” 
knew the present incumbent when he saw him. 
He had no objections to him personally. He was 
actuated in offering the resolution by considerations | 
of public duty alone. It has been said that this 
officer, particularly in relation to the duties required 
by theland committees, performed his duties faith- 
fully. If, upon inquiry, it should be found that 
all the services required of this officer were per- 
formed properly and with fidelity, there would be 
an end of the matter, and he, forone, would vote 
against the abolition of the office. If, on the con- 
trary, this office, under present circumstances, 
should, upon inquiry, be found to be unneces- 
sary, be presumed no gentleman would vote for 
its continuance. He was surprised that gentle- 
men should be opposed to this inquiry. Do they 
fear it? 

In relation to the suggestion of his friend from 


Kentucky, {Mr. Love,]} as to the propriety of |i 


extending the inquiry to other supposed abuses 
in the departments of the Government, he should 
not object to such a proceeding, if it was brought 
forward in a separate proposition. It was best to | 


i 
i 
i 


J 
i 
i 


| 


i another. 


do one thing at a time. If he was aware of any 
other abuses, he would not hesitate to bring them 
to the consideration of the House. Ifthe gentle- 
man from Kentucky would propose a resolution of 
the character indicated by him, he would go for 
it. He would be perfectly willing that a select 


| committee should be raised on any such resolu- 


tion, wiih the gentleman from Kentucky at its 
head, and be would be willing to stand at the foot 
of such committee, for the purpose of ferreting out 
any abuses which might be supposed to exist. 
Mr. H. EVERETT desired to know if maps 


| had been made by order of the House, whether the 


draftsman of the House had been first required 
to do the service, previous to the employment of 
Mr. Burr, he understood, was the pe- 
culiar officer of the Post Office Department. e 
wished to know, also, whether the maps alluded 
to had been.ordered by the Post Office Committee. 

Mr. SCHLEY replied that he understood Mr. 
Burr had been employed under a resolution of the 
House; whether at the instance of the Committee 
on the Post Office he knew not. 

Mr. BRIGGS said that, during the last session 
of Congress, the Committee on the Post Office re- 
quired various maps connected with their duties. 
‘Lhe draftsman of the House had been required to 
execute them, which he failed to do, owing as he 
alleged that the proper facilities were withheld from 
him at the department. The draftsman had ap- 


: plied at the department for a map necessary to 


the performance of the duty required, but he was 
informed that it could not be taken from the de- 
partment, and could only be used in the office. 
fe knew not whether this apology of the drafts- 
man was considered sufficient. The maps were 
necessary, and the Clerk of the House was re- 

uired by resolution to procure their execution, 
The Clerk did not apply to the draftsman of the 
House under the circumstances, ashe understood 
from the terms of the resolution he was required 
to employ another individual to perform the ser- 
vice. He considered this officer essentially neces- 
sary. The resolution to which he had referred 
showed the. propriety of continuing this office. 
The draftsman employed under the resolution had 
been constantly employed in the discharge of the 
duty assigned to him, and it would take months 
to complete the work. If the gentleman was 
anxious to know whether this officer performed 
his duties faithfully, he had better direct his inquiry 
to- that point. He was not prepared to say 
whether this officer had or had not discharged the 
duties assigned him with fidelity. He had no 


f objection to theinquiry. Ifthe office wasabolished, 


nothing wouid be gained by it, as the services 
would have to be performed by the job or other- 
wise, at an expense equal, if not greater than that 
at present allowed. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


PRINTER TO CONGRESS. 


Mr. ROBERTSON, by leave, offered the fol- 
lowing resolutions: 

Resolved,’ That the office or appointment of 
printer to the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives, respectively, ought to be abolished or dis- 
pensed with. à 

Resolved, That in future all printing on public 
account should be done under contracts with such 
persons, and subject to such regulations as may 
be authorized and prescribed by law, and that to 


| this end, the Secretary of the Senate, the Clerk of 


the House of Representatives, the Postmaster 
General, and the Secretary of the Treasury, be 
authorized and required to advertise, respectively, 
for sealed proposals to execute: first, all printing 
by order, or on account of the Senate; secondly, all 
printing on account of the House of Representa- 
tives; thirdly, all printing within the District of 
Columbia for the Post Office Department; and, 
fourthly, all other printing within the said District, 
on public account; the said proposals to be returned 
to and lodged in the office of the Attorney Gen- 
eral, and to be opened on some day to be pre- 
scribed by law, and mentioned in the advertise- 
ments, in the presence of the said attorney general, 
and all the officers above-named, and the contracts 
to be then and there entered into by and between 
the said officers, respectively, acting on behalf of 
the United ‘States, and such persons as may be 


| willing to undertake the said printing on the most. 


p 
| advantageous terms to the public, and to giveade- 
| quate security for ‘the faithful. execution of the 


work: Provided, That no person nor company 
employed by any one of the officers authorized to 
enter into contracts for the same, shall be employed 
or concerned in any other printing on public ac- 
count, authorized to be contracted for by thé other 
officers, respectively; and in case of an equality in 
two or more bids, the preference shall be given to 
the person whose proposals were first lodged in 
the Attorney General's office: Providid also, That 
no person holding any office or appointment under 
the Government, shall be employed to do any part 
of the public printing, or to have an interest. or 
concern therein. 

Mr. EVANS said, the resolution was one of 
considerable importance; and as the hour devoted 


i to reports and resolutions had nearly expired, he 


| mitting them. 


would prefer that the resolution should be printed 
and postponed to Monday, and that the House 
should proceed to the consideration of the orders 
of the day. 

Mr. ROBERTSON would not object to a post- 
ponement of his resolution to Monday, provided 
it should be made the special order for that day. 
He did not propose to discuss it at the present 
time. The period had, however, arrived when, 
under a joint rule of the two Houses, it became 
necessary to choose a printer. If, therefore, the 
resolution -offered by him was acted upon, it 
should be speedily done. He would move that 
the resolution be postponed to Monday, and made 
the special order for that day. 

The CHAIR reminded the gentleman that his 
resolution would come up as a matter of course, 
on Monday, as the unfinished business of the 
morning hour of this day. 

SURVEY OF TRAIL CREEK. i 

Mr. HANNEGAN offered the following res- 
olution; which, under the rule, lies one day: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be re- 
quested to communicate to this House, if in the 
possession of the War Department, a copy of the 
survey, plan, and estimate, for the construction 
of a harbor at the mouth of Trail creek, on Lake 
Michigan, in the State of Indiana, or any inform- ‘ 
ation he may possess in relation thereto. 

SURVEY OF CUMBERLAND RIVER. 

Mr. BEATTY offered the following resolation; 
which, under the rule, lies one day: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be re- 
quested to report to this House the survey and 
report of the engineers sent during the last year 
to survey the Cumberland river, from the falls on 
said river down to meet the survey heretofore 
made thereon. 

ORDERS OF THE DAY. 

The House then, on motion of Mr. McKIM, 

proceeded to the consideration of the orders of the 


day. A 
Mr. BINNEY, by consent, from the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, reported a bill for the 
relief of John F Lewis; which was read twice and 
committed.. 
Mr. PHILLIPS, on leave, moved to print two 


| thousand extra copies of the report of the Com- 


mittee on Commerce, in relation to fitting out a 
South Sea expedition; which, by the rules, lies on 
the table one day. 


. RELATIONS WITH FRANCE. 

` The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United 
States: 
To the House of Representatives of the United States: 

I transmit to the House of Representatives a 
report of the Secretary of State, accompaniedwith 
extracts from certain despatches received from the 
Minister of the United States at Paris, which are 
communicated in compliance with a resolution of 
the House of the 31st ultimo. Being of opinion 
that the residue of the despatches of that Minister 


| cannot, at present, be laid before the House, con- 


sistently with the public interest, I decline trans- 
In dcing so, however, I deem it 
proper to state, that whenever any communica- 


| tion shall be received exhibiting any change in the 


condition of the business referred to in the resolu- 

tion, information will be promptly transmitted to 

Congress. ANDREW JACKSON. 
Wasuineton, February 6, 1835. 
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To the President of the United States: 


DEPARTMENT or STATE, 
Wasnineron, February 5, 1835. $ ° 

The Secretary of State, to whom has been re- 
ferred the resolution of the House of Representa- 
tives of the 31st ult. requesting the President ‘* to | 
“communicate to that House, if not incompatible 
« with the public interest, any correspondence with 
‘the Government of France, and any despatches 
t received from the Minister of the United States 
‘at Paris, not hitherto communicated to the House 
‘in relation to the failure of the French Govern- 
t ment to carry into effect any stipulation of the 
‘treaty of the fourth day of July, 1831,” has the 
honor to report to the President that, as far as is 
known to the department, no correspondence has 
taken place with the Government of France since 
that communicated to the House on the 27th De- 
cember last. The Secretary is not aware that 
the despatches received from the Minister of the 
United States at Paris present sany material fact 
which, does not appear in the correspondence 
already transmitted. He nevertheless encloses so 
much of those despatches, written subsequently 
to the commencement of the present session of the 
French Chambers, as may serve to show the state 
of the business to which they relate since that 
‘time; and also that. portion of an early despatch | 
which contains the substance of the assurances 
made to him by his Majesty the King of the 
French, ata formal audience granted to him for 
the purpose of presenting his credentials; and he 


submits, for the President’s consideration whether || 


the residue-can, consistently with the public inter- 
est, be now laid before the House. 
JOHN FORSYTH. 


Mr. Livingston to the Secretary of State of the United i 


States. [Extracts.] 


Paris, October 4, 1833. 
Sir: On Monday I presented my letter of cre- ; 
dence to the King, on which occasion | made the 
address to him, a copy of which is enclosed. 
* * * ba * * * * 
Elis answer was long and earnest. l cannot | 
pretend to give you the words of it; butin sub- 
stance, it was a warm expression-of his good 
feeling towards the United States for the hospi- 
tality he had received there, &e. * * * 
_ As to the convention, he said, assure your Gov- 
ernment that unavoidable circumstances alone 
prevented its immediate execution, but it will be 
faithfully performed; assure your Government of 
this, he repeated; the necessary laws will be passed | 
at the next meeting of the Chambers, I tell you 
this not only as King, but as an individual whose 
promise will be fulfiiled. 


Mr. Livingston to the Secretary of State. 
[Extracts.] 
Paris, November 22, 1834. 


* * * * * # * * * 


I do not hope for any decision on our affairs be- 


fore the middle of January. One motive for deiay | 


is, an expectation that the message of the Prest- 
dent may arrive before the discussion, and that it 


i 
i 
i 
| 
may contain something to show a strong national | 
This is not mere conjecture ; | 

| 

i 


feeling on the subject. 
I know the fact; and I repeat now, from a fuli 
knowledge of the case, what I have more than 


once stated in my former despatches as my firm ʻi 


persuasion that the moderate tone taken by our | 
Government when the rejection was first known, 
was attributed by some to indifference, or to a 


conviction on the part of the President that he || 
would not be supported in any strong measure by |: 


the people; and by others, to a consciousness that | t i ne y 
i excited hopes which that supposition was cabu- | 


i lated to inspire, OW l 
! from the tone of the Administration press, and 


the convention had given us more than we were 
entitled to asit. 
* * * 
I saw last night an influential member 
Chamber who told me that * * 
and that the King had spoken of our affairs, and 
appeared extremely anxious to secure the passage 
of the law. I mention this as one of the many 
circumstances which, independent of official as- 
surances, convince me that the King is sincere, 
aud now f have no doubt of the sincerity of his į 


* * * * * * 


of the 
z * 


Cabinet. From all this, you may imagine the 
anxiety I shali feel for the arrival of the Presi- 
dent’s message. On its tone will depend very 
much, not only the payment of our claims, but 
our national reputation for energy. I have no 
doubt it will be such as to attain both of these 
important objects. : 


Mr. Livingston to Mr. Forsyth. 
[Extract.] 


Lecation or THE UNITED STATES, 
Paris, December 6, 1834. } 


* * * * * * * * * 


The Chambers were corivened on the Ist inst., 
under very exciting circumstances, the ministers, 
individually, and the papers supposed to speak 


their language, having previously announced a | 
i design to enter into a fuil explanation of their 


conduct to answer all the interrogations and place 
their continuance of office on the question of ap- 
proval by the Chambers of their measures. 

This, as you will see by the papers, they have 


| finally and explicitly done; and after a warm 
; débate of two days, which has just closed, they have 


gained a decided victory. This gives them confi- 
dence, permanence, and | hope influence enough 


| to.carry the treaty. [ shall now urge the present- 
ation of the law at as early a day as possible; and | 


although I do not yet feel very certain of success, 
my hopes of it are naturally much increased by the 
vote of this evening. The conversations I have 
had with the King and with all the ministers, con- 


| vince me that now they are perfectly in earnest, and 


united on the question, and that it will be urged 
with zeal and ability. 

Many of the deputies, too, with whom I have 
entered into explanations on the subject, seem now 
convinced that the interest as wel! as the honor of 
the nation requires the fulfillment of their engage- 
ments. This gives me hopes that the endeavors 
I shall continue to make, without ceasing until the 


| question is decided, may be successful. 


The intimation I have conceived myself author- 
ized to make of the serious consequences that may 
be expected from another rejec'ion of the law, and 
of the firm determination of our Government to 
admit of no reduction or change in the treaty, I 
think has had an effect.’ On the whole, I repeat, 
that, without being at all confident, I now enter- 
tain better hopes than I have for sometime past 
done. 


Mr. Livingston to ihe Secretary of State. 
[Extracts.] 


Paris, December 22, 1834. 
Sm: Our diplomatie relations with this Gov- 
ernment are on the most extraordinary fuoting. 
With the executive branch, { have little to dis- 
cuss; for they agree with me in every material 


have no official communication. Yet, deeply 


impressed with the importance to my fellow-citi- 


zens of securing the indemnity to which they are 


entitled, and to the country of enforcing the exe- 


eution of engagements solemnly made to it, as 


endeavor to avoid this evil. This has been, and 
continues to be, a suiject of much embarrass- 


ment, 
2 


* * * * * * # * 


My last despatch (6th December) was written 


Deputies had, as it was thought, secured a ma- 
jority to thẹ Administration—and it naturally 


I soon found, however, both 


from the language of the King and all the Minis- 


| ters with whom I conferred on the subject, that they |; 
weré not willing to put their popularity to the test į 


on our question. I: will not be made.one, on the 


determination of which the Ministers are willing | 
to risk their port folios. The very next day after | 


the debate, the Ministerial Gazette, (Les Debats,) 
declared that, satisfied with the approbation the 


2 


i caused the national breach. 


` without action upon it. 
i! House must depend upon the repost to be made 


Chamber had given to their system, it was at per- 
fect liberty to exercise its discretion as to particu- 
lar measures which do not form an essential part of 
that system; and the communication I subsequently 
had with the King and the Ministers, confirmed 
me in the opinion that the law for executing our 
convention, was to be considered as one of those 
free questions. { combated this opinion, and asked 
whether the faithful observance of treaties was 
not an essential part of their system; and, if so; 
whether it did not come within their rule. With- 
out answering this argument, I was told of the 
endeavors they were making to secure the passage 
of the law, by preparing the statement” mentioned 
in my former despatch, This, it is said, is nearly 
finished; and from what I know of its tenor, it 
will produce all the effect that truth and justice 
can be expected to have on prejudice and party 
spirit, 

The decision, not to make ita Cabinet question, 


| will not be without its favorable operation; * ° * 


* * * x * some of the leaders of the oppo- 


sition, who may not be willing to take the respon- 
sibility of a rupture between the two nations by 
breaking the treaty, when they are convinced that 
instead of forcing the Ministers to resign, they 
will themselves only incur the odium of having 
In this view of the 
subject, I shall be much aided, if, by the tenor of 


| the President’s message, it is seen that we shall 


resent the breach of faith they contemplated. It 
is on all hands conceded that it would-be impru- 
dent to press the decision before the next month, 
when the exposition will be printed and laid be- 
fore the Chambers. 

* * * * * * 


On the whole, I am far from being sanguine of 


| success in the endeavors which I shall not cease 


to. make for the accomplishment of this important 
object of my mission; and I expect with some 
solicitude the instractions for my conduct, in the 
probable case of a rejection of the law. 
I have the honor to be, &=., l 
` EOW. LIVINGSTON. 
Hon. Joux Fonrsyrn, 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. ADAMS, of Massachusetts, moved to refer 
the message and documents to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, with instructions toreport forth- 


| with on the subject. 


Mr. McKXIM said, as the papers accompanying’ 
the message were of an important character, he 
moved that they.be read; which was done. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG hoped that the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, after having heard the cor- 
respondence read, would withdraw that part of his 
motion which proposed to instruct the committee 
to report forthwith. He trusted the House would 


| allow the committee till the last moment to decide 
| upon measures requiring unanimity, and involving 
i such important considerations. On such a ques- 
point on the subject of the treaty. With the |) ton, he would appeal to no particular portion of 


Legislature, where the great difficulty arises, 1 can li the House; for he felt assured that, whenever we 


were called upon to decide on a proper measure of 


| redress, there could be but one sentiment where 
! the national character and honor were involved. 
| He trusted that, whenever we should be called 
‘upon to act decisively, whatever might be proposed 


à Sa a mmi o ceive the nimon 
well as of preventing a rupture, which must ji by the committee, would receive the unanimous 


infallibly follow the final refusal to execute the i 


i i ve feluita duty to use every proper |: ‘ : : ; 
convention, l have fe y Y Proper |! setts to withdraw that part of his motion which 


vote of the House. He rose merely for the pur- 
pose of soliciting the gentleman from Massachu- 


proposed to instruct the committee to report forth- 


i with; for, at the present moment, it weuld be 
‘almost impossible to report any measure which 
|i would meet the approbation of the Committee or 


immediately after the vote of the Chamber of |: of the House. 


Mr. J. Q. ADAMS said, in introducing this 


resolution, his purpose was that the Committee 
! on Foreign Relations should be instructed to report 
|! fortwwith—he used the word forthwith in order to 
j ascertain whether that House thought it incon- 
| sistent with their duty, and the interests and honor 


of the nation, to leave this great subject any longer 
And as the action of the 


*Nore.—The paper here referred to by Mr. Livingston, 


‘is a memoir to be laid before the cominission whieh may 
il be appoieted to examine the law intended: to contain all 


the arguments and facts by which it is to be supported, 
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by.that committee, there is no other mode of | 
arriving at that result than by instructing the com- 
mittee to report forthwith. 

Mr. A. bad no objection to any amendment 
which the honorable chairman of the Committee | 
‘on Foreign Relations, [Mr.-CamBRreLENe,] Or | 
any other membe?, might propose, who thought 
it necessary to allow that committee further time 
to considerthe subject; but he deemed it important 
that, as we were then within a.short month of the 
‘termination of the session, and as from the cor- 
respondence just read, as well as from the reports 
in general circulation throughout the country, he 
thought it exceedingly doubtful whether anything 
more definitive would be received with respect to 
the action of the French Government upon that 
treaty. The letter from Mr. Livingston of the 
6th of December, the day after the new French 
ministry had obtained what that gentleman called 
a victory, speaks in very sanguine terms of the 
probability of the Chamber of Deputies passing 
the bill of appropriations. But what did his sub- 
sequent letter, dated fifteen days afterwards, say? 
He tells us that the new ministry were far from 
willing to hazard their popularity upon proposing 
the bill. Well, then, Mr. Livingston concluded 
with saying that he was by no means sanguine; 
and other reports, from Paris, and from almost 
every other source, concurred in stating that there 
was no prospect whatever that the French Cham- 
ber would make any appropriation to provide for 
the paymentof this debt. That was also the gen- 
eral tenor of all the private communications from 
Paris. Now, under thesecircumstances, he thought 
it time for that House to take up the proposition 
of the President of the United States at the com- 
mencement of the present session; to take it up, 
and see whether that House would do what the 
President proposed upon the happening of a con- 
tingency, which Mr. A. considered as scarcely 
longer a contingency. He considered the subse- 
quent despatch of Mr. Livingston as equivalent to 
ascertaining the fact, that the contingency contem- 
plated by the message of the President, would be 
turned into a reality; that is to say, ascertaining 
that the French Chamber of Deputies would do 
nothing. 

Mr. A. did not undertake to say that what the 
President had recommended at the commencement 
of the session would be the wisest and the most 
proper course, but he would say this much, that 

e believed it the duty of. the House to act upon 

this sulject, and declare whether they would com- 
ply with the proposition of the President, or that 
they would do something to sustain the rights, 
interests, and honor of the nation; and that the 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
in asking for further time, was not pursuing the 
best course. Mr. A. found himself desirous that 
the committee should make their report. He had 
not tied down the committee by proposing in- 
structions as to what they should report; he only 
asked that they should report. A member of the 
committee, some days since, did propose specific 
instructions, but the House thought proper, by 
a very small majority, to reject the proposition, 
As the time passed, however, it became more im- 
perious, more absolutely necessary for the House 
to act upon this important subject. For himself, 
he desired action; and in the mean time, between 
this and the close of the session of Congress, any- 
thing more favorable should turn up, action on the 
part of the House could do no wrong. Let the 
Iouse say to the nation, and to the world, that 
they would sustain the President in the proposi- 
tion he made. Let them say so to the world, and if 
their declaration went to Europe, and if it should 
-be found that the French Chamber of Deputies 
had made the appropriation, it could do no harm; 
but it would show that that House felt what was 
due to the dignity, the honor, and the interests 
of the nation. Whatever might be said-of the 
message of the President, Mr. A., for one, would 
say, as was once said in the case of General La 
Fayette, that whoever censured. its imprudence, 
must yet admire its spirit. It would go forth to 
_all mankind as the sustainer of the rights, the 
honor, and the interests of this country; and he 
hoped the House would not suffer itself to appear 
in a contrasted character with the President of 


lity, in order not to commit themselves to the 
| nation. At least, let them have the subject in a | 
| shape to act and deliberate upon, so that they 
: might declare what they would do, and how they 
would feel when the honor and interests of the 
nation were involved. ; 

Mr. ARCHER opposed the motion of Mr. 
| Apams at some length, on the ground that it was 
: premature; that its adoption would place the Gov- 
ernment in a wrong attitude, and would be tanta- 
mount to.a declaration of war. He also objected 
to the principle of specially instructing a commit- 
tee on matters of such deep importance; and re- 
luctant as he would be, he should be compelled to 
vote against the proposition. 

Mr. CLAYTON altaded to what took place on 
this subject at the commencement of the session, 
and said he considered that at that time there were 
| two courses for the body to take; one was to act 
up to the spirit of the President’s message; the 
other was for the representative branch of the 
nation to show to the French Government we did 
not coincide in that recommendation, and by that 
means avert, if possible, all the consequences that 
| might ensue, but at the same time place the Cham- 
ber of Deputies in the same situation they would | 
have been placed in if that message had not been 
sent to this House. In the latter course, one i 
branch of the Government had sustained the.mo- 
tion he.made on this subject at the commencement 
of the present session. The Senate had unani- 
mously resolved that it was inexpedient at the | 
present time to adopt any legislative measure in i 
regard to the state of affairs between the United 
States and France. That resolution had accom- 
plished all he wished upon this subject, and if it 
failed to answer the purpose, he had nothing else 
in view. If we were now to discuss this subject 
short of that proposition, whether we should insti- 
tute acts of hostility against France, it might 
involve a collision between the two bodies. The 
unanimous vote of the Senate upon the first ques- 
tion presented by him answered his purpose bet- 
ter than a vote against it by that House. Now, 
then, if all had been done that could be done to 
effect what he had in view, the next inquiry was, 
if it failed, should we proceed until we forced con- 
viction that it was necessary to proceed upon the 
alternative laid down by the President of the 
United States? Was there testimony before us 
of a character to justify our doing it? Should we | 
act upon the testimony presented to us, and pro- 
ceed at once to measures of hostility? or would it 
not be better for the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
not to make a report until they could do it upon 
information that would satisfy that House? He 
put the question, were gentlemen prepared to pro- 
! ceed to what would be considered acts of hostility ? 
for certainly any legislation growing out of the 
testimony before them would result in that conse- 
quence. He thought they would not, and they 


ought not so toact. Taking this view of the sub- 
; ject, then, that it was proper for the legislative ; 

branch, or rather the popular branch, of the Gov- | 
ernment to signify to France that they did not | 
agree with the President in his recommendation, | 
and believing that the alternative had not arrived; 
| he should vote against the motion to instruct the 
| committee forthwith—reluctantly, because it came 
| from avery high source; but he did not deem 

immediate action either expedient or called for. 
| Mr. McKINLEY was pleased to see the gentle- 
| man from Massachusetts [Mr. Apams] evince so 
| becoming a spirit on the occasion; andif he would 
| delay his motion till a reasonable time was given 
| to hear further from France, he (Mr. M.) would 
| go with him for instructions to the Committee on 
| Foreign Affairs, provided they would not make a 
| proper report without. Mr. M. said that he was 
| prepared to act decisively on this subject before | 
ithe adjournment of Congress. The gentleman 
| from Virginia (Mr. Arcurr] urges forbearance 
towards our ancient friend and ally. He believes | 
that the King of the French sincerely desires that | 
the treaty of the 4th of July, 1831, should be car- 
ried into effect; and that we ought not therefore 
to carry out the recommendation of the President, 
because it may lead to war; we ought not, he 
i thinks, to involve the country in war for the sum 
| in controversy. f 


the United States, by shrinking from responsibil- 


4 


Sir, how long is this forbearance to be urged | 


French Chambers since the exchange of ratifica- 
tions of the treaty. At the first, the subject was 
not noticed; at the second, which lasted about four 
months, it was laid before the Chamber of Depu- 
ties nineteen days only before the adjournment; 
the bill was referred to a committee, and there 
the matter ended; the next session continued about 
three months, and fifteen days before the adjourn- 
ment the subject was again brought to the consid- 
eration of the Chamber of Deputies, but not acted 


| upon; and, finally, at the session of April, 1834, 


the question was fully discussed by the Deputies, 
and the bill containing the necessary appropriation 
rejecied, 

Suppose it be true that the King entertains the 
most sincere desire to have the stipulations of the 
treaty performed to the very jetter; and that that 
department of the Government which holds the 
purse-strings refuse to furnish the means to enable 
him to have it done; does that good feeling on 
the part of the King furnish a sufficient reason 
for continual forbearance on our part? If so, the 
stipulations need never be performed, and still we 
must forbear. I have no doubt of the sincerity of 
the professions of the King; and if the execution 
of the treaty depended upon his will alone, I would 
delay its execution for any reasonable length of 
time to meet his convenience. - But when we know 
that a ccdrdinate department of the Government, 
claiming and exercising the right to prevent its 
execution, has twice neglected to consider the 
subject when brought to its notice, and has once, 
upon fall deliberation, refused to appropriate the 
necessary sum to enable the King to comply with 
the solemn stipulations of the treaty, are we still 
to forbear? And upon what reasons? Because 
France has been our ancient friend and ally; 
because the Chambers are now in session, and 
may possibly reconsider the subject, retrace their 
steps, and at some future, indefinite period con- 
descend to make the appropriation? And because, 
too, itis for a paltry sum of money—much less 
than it would cost to coerce payment? At what 
time and upon what reasons do gentlemen pro- 
pose that forbearance shall cease? The propo- 
sition is wholly indefinite. It is true.that the 
French Chambers are in session, and have been 
since the Ist of December; and it is equally true 
that down to the 221 they had not even noticed 
the subject of the treaty. They have heretofore 
omitted to act on the subject at their successive 
sessions, and at the fourth rejected the bill. ff 
these acts teach us nothing but forbearance, similar 
acts can but teach a similar lesson; and time can 
bring us no nearer the termination of the contro- 
versy. 

But, sir, if this ancient friendship, which once 
so happily subsisted between France and the 
United States, ought to induce us to bear and for- 
bear, have we not doneso? Our just claims against 
that nation remained unsettled for more than 
twenty years; and then we agreed to accepta little 
more than half of what we were entitled to, rather 
than have a rupture with our ancient ‘friend and 
ally. After the amount was liquidated and pay- 
ment stipulated by treaty, nearly four years more 
have rolled round, and the debt has not yet been 
paid; nay, payment has been absolutely refused. 

Who is in the right, and who in the wrong, in 
this controversy? There has been nothing but 
forbearance on the part of the United States, and 
nothing but aggression on the part of France 
Can friendship be preserved by such humiliating 
submission on our part? Not only France, but 
all the world, must feel a contempt for us if we 


‘adjourn without acting with proper spirit and 


dignity—after such protracted injury and injus- 


i] tice. 


Sir, are we to refrain from taking the most 
pacific means that can be adopted, by one nation 
towards another, to compel the payment of a just 
debt merely because it may lead to war with an 
ancient friend? Why do gentlemen refuse to look 
at the other side of this question? If the friend- 
ship is to be preserved by kindness, forbearance, 
and good offices, is it not necessary that the acts 
should be observed by France as well as the United 
States? If reprisals might lead to war, might not 
the infraction of a treaty lead to war also? Will 
any one deny that the treaty of the 4th of July 


- which is so highly and so justly appreciated, 


i heart and soul, into this measure, and instantly 
|) carry the treaty into effect—that they meant to 
| pledge the whole weight of the Government, and 
; to throw themselves into the scale, and make it a 
| national preposition. This was the purport of 
Mr. Livingston’s first despatch. But what was the 
amount of his subsequent correspondence? Why, 
he grows less and less sanguine up to the date of 
his last communication, and finally tells us he is 
now not at all sanguine! That the French King 
and his Cabinet, instead of making ita ministerial 
measure, and throwing the whole weight and pop- 
ularity of the Government into the scale, have 
shuffled out of the controversy, and left it as an 


ance beyond the present session? ¢ 

Does it occur to gentlemen here that it will cost || 
France just as much to go to war for these five 
millions as it will cost us? If war shonid be the 
result of the course which we may be compelled 
to take, is the fault ours? Had France complied |i 
with the stipulations of the treaty, that friendship, 


might, and would, have been preserved—had she 
been as tender of our feelings, and regardful of 
our rights, as we have been of hers, no difficulty || open matter, in the decision of which they have | 
could ever have occurred between us. But forget- |; no special interest. “Now, let me ack the members | 
ting that sacred friendship—that ancient alliance— ; of this House what pledge they will wait for after 
which weighs so heavily with us—she has delayed |; this shuffling course, before the close of this session? | 
to acknowledge a just debt for more than twenty || Can they, after this, expect to receive intelligence 
years; and, after acknowledging and promising, |! of a more grateful character? Or may they not 
in the most solemn manner, to pay It, she has |; reasonably calculate upon hearing, by the first ves- 
finally refused, and still continues to enjoy the | sel that may arrive from Europe, that this nation, | 
commercial benefits of the treaty, which were |! which has thus long procrastinated the payment of | 
given as part consideration for the five millions | a just claim, has determined not to pay itat all? 
she promised to pay. ` ` And having come to that conclusion, and knowing 
It would, to be sure, be better, ina pecuniary || that war is inevitable, may we not expect her to 
“point of view, that we should pay our cit'zens the |i take the first step, and, asa matter of safety to | 
five millions of dollars than to hazard a war with |! herself, detain our ships now in the Mediterranean, 
France, if that were the only interest involved, |. and blockade the ports there? Well, whatare we 
But can we thus compromise the honor of the! asked to do by the proposition of the honorable 
nation? Isthe national honor to be estimated by || member from Massachusetts? Nothing more than 
dollars and cents? T'o submit to this indignity, |; that, in the event of their refusing before the 
would be an abandonment of all national charac- || adjournment of this House, to ratify this treaty, 
ter, and invite aggression and insult from every || the House will pledge itself to answer the call of 
other quarter. The idea is not to be tolerated for || the President of the United States, by giving him ! 
a moment. {am willing to waitas long as we can |! power, or resorting to some other means, in the | 
with propriety, for further advices from France; |! event of this contingency, to save the nation and 
but not so Jong as to prevent decisive action on | protett its honor and the just claims of its citizens 
the question at the present session. We have |! from the aggressions of this insolent and juggling 
ample grounds to justify the proceeding recom- || Power. Sir, when | hear the appeal from such a 
mended by the President; and to justify a much |, quarter, echoirg back the same spirit, so highly | 
stronger proceeding, if we choose to adopt it; and |! and properly lauded on the part of the Executive, 
1, for one, am prepared to act upon it before we |; by one grown grey in diplomacy, and familiar with | 
separate. It is true that those I represent, and |; the tricks of courts; by one who has a just, a | 
the South generally, would be greatly injured by |! high, and an honorable sense of his own char- 
a war, if war should be the result, which I cannot || acter and the character of the American people, Í 
believe will be the case. But | have no doubt |; sey, sir, there is no room left for me to doubt of 
they would submit to any personal privation, |, its propriety at this time. [ say, sir, now is the | 
rather than submit to national dishonor. i: time, and if I, for one, were certain that a mes- 
Mr. LYTLE. Me. Speaker, since I have had |, senger would arrive this very night with intelli- | 
the honor of a seat upon this floor, it has never ! gence that the French Chamber had acted upon 
been my good fortune to lisien to speeches in this |i this subject, | would still urge the adoption of the 
House, or elsewhere, or at any ime, or upon any i; resolution of the gentleman from Massachusetts. 
occasion, in which I felt the same sensations which | It goes the whole to show abroad the sense of the 
have been produced upon me by the proposition |, American people in reference to this matter. It 
and appeal made by the venerable member from 


| goes the whole to show that if it is the intention li 


ae ALPE EE TSE IETS Sea 


tion of the exalted and’ patriotic sentiment e 
pressed by the gentleman from Massachusett: 
[Mr. Apams,]. but he confessed, in ‘the present. 
instance, he could not go with him tothe extent.” 
which his remarks seemed to indicate. Give me 
(said Mr. S.) the vantage ground, and all the: 
advantage which long suffering and forbearance’ 
can give in such a contest as this, But (he asked) 
shall we gain this.ground by precipitation? Shah. << 
we not rather injure a jast and honest cause? Let 
us hear once more from France; for she is, after 
all, our ancient friend and ally, He still cherished : 
the hope, that on the receipt of the Presidents 
“message, she would be inclined. to render. us jus- 
tice. ‘Ten or fifteen days at the uttermost would, 
bring us intelligence from that country} and he 
fervently hoped. with it a message worthy of 
France. If these sanguine’ anticipations ‘should 
not be realized, he would then be prepared to go` +. 
with the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr.: 
Apams,] and from Ohio, {Mr. Lyrie,] to main- 
tain the honor and glory of our country, aa far aa 
they could go. We ‘‘asked nothing but what. is 
right, and would submit to nothing wrong.” He 
would give I’rance the opportunity, at least, of 
sending us better tidings. It would be painful 
to wage a-war with France; but. she, like other 
nations, must render us justice—strict, equal, and 
exact justice. He would give her a:last chance 
of settling her affairs with us on amicable tering.: 
Fiis feelings were such, that he was willing to'go 
back to ancient times, and remember with glow- 

ing gratitude the former relations -between ‘that 
Government and our own. If we now say we 

will not go to war with her in consequence of our. 
recollections of these ancient services, will it not 

excite a corresponding. spirit on her part. He 

was disposed to look on that country as ‘one 
which had rendered us essential service in: the 

hour of our greatest want of such service. He 
believed that a week before the closing of the'ses- 

sion would be time enough for the Flouse to take: 

| any decisive measures; for it was evident we were 
prepared, at a moment’s warning, if France should: 

| refuse to grant us justice, to go with the gentleman i: > 
from Massachuseits; to go with the Presidentin -0i 


i! asserting and vindicating our rights. 


Afier some further remarks, Mr. S. alluded’ to; |. > 
our ability to maintain a. conflict with foreign °° 
Powers. We had passed through one war with || 
her who had so long been proudly denominated 
the mistress of the ocean, in which our. heroes 
had won for themselvesand their country immortal: ` : 
‘renown. Thestars and stripes of America waved 

| over every sea, a protection to our.rights, aterror 

to our foes. : : 3 he 


Massachusetts this morning. Sir, there was in it, |; of France to suffer this Congress to pass over 
to my mind, however it may affect the minds of i! before any intelligence of a satisfactory character | 
others, L say there wasin it, to my mind, a degree |; should be received, thatthe Representatives of the | 
of moral grandeur and sublimity which, as an |! American people are not slumbering at their pasts, | 
American citizen, | was most proud and happy |: but are aroused at the prospect of injury or insult, į 
to see and hear. The ex-representative of the iF and, by an expression of some sort of the char- | 
Executive Department of this Government now ‘| acter referred to by the gentleman from Massa- | 
aiding, to the extent of his abilities, as a repr 
sentative upon this floor, in the councils of k 
country, and sustaining with the candorand undis- |) wore | nat t $ tempts te 
: cavil with, to special plead with, to juggie with 


| 
guised patriotism of an American freeman the | i : Be 
spirit and proposition of his successful rival, the |} the United States of America, have made a serious, 


| 

incumbent of the executive chair at this time, and |i and, for them’, an unfortunate mistake — That we 
upon what? Upon a proposition that the people are prepared to go the whole for the spirit, if not 
of this country should vindicate their national | the measure, of the preposition in the executive 
pride and their national honor. What was the! 
character of the proposition of the honorable gen- l 
tieman from Massachusetts? Does it amount to |; common cause. That will be done, and I hope 
a declaration of war if adopted by this House? |; naw upon the propesition of the geniteman. mom | 
No, sir. It merely proposes to call upon the Com- i Massachuset's; and [I trust the maries xi e 
mittee on Foreign Affairs to make a report to vin- | reterred by the unanimous vote of this ttouse. 


i i i i i f i jection can b against it? 
dicate this House from the imputation, which I || ee valid ee eg opr 
i does no n 


insist with him, will rest upon it, of pusillani- | è t w fa [ 
mously cringing to the joegling and caprices of a || action; it only anticipates oe which l benere 
foreign potentate, who is unwilling to render that |! will come; and in thè eyent 9 4 com te le | 
justice, over and over again proposed by himself, should then have te vantage groun > ar d | 
and admitted to be due to this country, and after | to show that even before it arrives we m na 

four months of the session, for it is now the fourth | state of preparation to meet it. It is a de icat, 
month since the special call of the French Cham- |! but a well-timed and judicicus proposition, and | 


ber of Deputies was made, with reference to the |: 
adjustment of this very claim; 
what intelligence from France? 1 i 
minister was first seduced into the b-lief or assured | does. 


into the belief, by the flourishes of Louis Philippe ii tion, as worded À : tet 
and his Cabinet, that they really intended to enter. | Mr. SUTHERLAND expressed his approba- 


l : | 
: character and honor of the country, and let the | 
i world know that that Power which attempts to | 


the President therein—that we will make it a 


Why, that your || my soul, especially coming from the quarter it 
I again reiterate the hope that the resolu 


| chusetts, that they are prepared to vindicate the |! 


| message; and that we will stand by and sustain | us, n y 
ii guite soen enough for the dread alternative. 


|” Mr. HAMER did not rise to make a speech, 


here we are, with || Representative of this body, from the bottom of | 


: 
, will be unanimously adopted. i 


i 

I 

| Mr. S. said he would not send these documents 

| to the Committee on Foreign Relations, with the 
peremptory instructions suggested by the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, (Mr. Apass,} bat, in 
the language of the gentleman from Alabama, 
{Mr. McKintey,} he would wait a few days. - 
[Ie would secure to our country in. her just and 

| holy cause all the advantage of long suffering and 

| patience. No vessel had yet arrived from France 

| which sailed for this country afterathe transmis- 
| sion of the President’s message to Congress. ; 
| What new lights had we at the present moment 

| to guide us? Surely none. He was for waiting 

| the effect of that message on the French people. 

| If it is disposed then to retrace their steps and: do 


‘us justice, it was well—if not, it was even then 


| because every gentleman upon the floor understood 
i the subject as well as he did; and because he ap- 
| prehended every gentleman was prepared to. act 
| whenever the proper time should arrive. Although, 
“ag to that time,a difference of opinion existed, 
i he trusted that when it should come, he would 
"be prepared to sustain the national honor and dig- - 
nity: On that subject he had no fears, either with 
| regard to the members of that House, or with re- 
i gard to the great mass of the people of the country. 
matter of regret to him to difer 


iit was always a 


one that I hail, as an American freeman anda: with his honorable friend on the left (Mr. Lyre] 


| upon any question, but especially upon those of 
i great importance; but he rose. to say. that the 
reading of the papers on the Clerk’s table had 
produced upon his mind precisely the, opposite 
impression produced upon that of ‘hig honorable 
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friend, and upon the minds of soma other gentle- 
men upon that floor. 

It was obvious to Mr. H. that two things should 
take place before requiring the Committee on 
Foreign Relations to report. The memoir of the 
French ministers, spoken of by Mr. Livingston, 
should be presented to the French Chamber of 
Deputies, whose action thereon should be known 
here; and the message of the President should 
have been received in France, considered, and the 
‘effect thereof known here, before we proceed to 
act definitely upon the subject. Now, it might 
happen that both these things may occur in the 
course of afew days; and we might reasonably 
expect to hear the effect of the message upon the 
Deputies and the French people in a short time; 
and till we did, he thought it would be unwise to 
ask the Committee on Foreign Relations to report 
on sô grave and important a matter. Fle therefore 
moved to amend the motion of the gentleman’ from 
Massachusetts by striking out that part of it re- 
quiring the committee to report forthwith. 

Mr. R. M. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, said he 
had looked into this difficulty between I’rance and 
the United States with intense interest—~and he 
would add with great anxiety and anguish of 
mind. That feeling had not, in the least, been 
softened, or mitigated by the message and docu- 
ments now presented to us. Ele said he had read 
the correspondence between our minister and Gov- 
ernment, and the King’s ministers here and in 
Europe—and the subject seemed to be perfectly 
understood by the Governmentof France. It was 
clear the King and his ministers had in vain ex- 
erted their influence upon the popular branch of 
the French Government, to carry the treaty into 
effect, by making the appropriation which it stip- 
ulated to pay our citizens‘ five millions of dollars, 
for burning their ships and cargoes on the high 
seas, and for plundering and confiscating their 
property, without the authority of the law of na- 
tions. He said he found the difficulty to exist in 
the Chamber of Deputies. He had supposed that 
the Chambers must have been under some strange 
delusion as to the principles and facts in the nego- 
tiation—for they could not seek to violate an obli- 
gation so sacred—so imperative upon nations to 
perform—particularly the gallant and intelligent 
people of France towards the United States, their 
ancient friend and ally. But what was his sur- 
prise—-his astonishment, on reading the debates 
of the Deputies, to discover on their part a perfect 
knowledge of the whole transaction—of all the 
facts in the case—and yet these Deputies—these 
representatives of the people of France, refused 
to pay the money due to our citizens—accruing 
from the invasion of our rights—the plunder of 
our commerce under the unholy sanction of their 
illegal decrees! j F 

Mr. J. would gladly avoid this question if he 
could do so with due regard tọ the rights and 
character of his country. We might attemot to 
avoid this question—our feelings may prompt us 
to do so, because its tendency is to involve such 
important—such vital consequences; but weshould 
remember that the price of liberty was blood! It 
was impossible to maintain our freedom, our 
character, our independence, and at the same time 
submit to violation of faith, so pointed, so gtoss, 
and so flagrant, if persisted in. It was the people 
of France, or rather the Chamber of Deputies, 
representing that people, who had, with their eyes 
open, refused to do us justice; and not the King 
and his ministers. 

Mr. J. said it was doubtful whether those who 
held back and refused to take strong measures, in 
cases of insult and injury did not do more to 
plunge nations into war, than those who acted 
promptly to resent and redress violations of faith, 
by acting upon the principle of the President, to 
demand nothing but what was just, and to submit 
to nothing evidently wrong. Mr. J. expressed 
his utter astonishment at the conduct of France. 
Here, he said, seemed not only to be wrong and 
injustice, but wilful and premeditated wrong—and 
the question was, could we tamely submit to it? 
For one, he could, he would not. Ee would sus- 
tain the President in his course. He wag not for 
precipitation—he was willing to wait for the final 
action of the Chamber of Deputies; but he now 
believed: forbearance had ceased to be a virtue. It 


| country would ultimately be compelled to pursue. ; 


| fore, it would be distinctly understood, that he 


| hearing the patriotic sentiments of the honorable 


would amount to nothing, unless it was known 
and believed that this nation could not and would 
not submit to such injustice. And when it was 
thus believed that war was inevitable, then, as 
our cause was so obviously just—as the United 
States were so palpably in the right—it was pos- 
sible, perhaps probable, that France might retrace 
her steps, for the sake of her own honor, and 
execute the treaty, by paying the indemnity stip- 
ulated for the wrongs she had inflicted on our 
commerce. At all events, this was our only hope. 
We had made a full experiment of forbearance. 
It had failed. We must resort to another alterna- 
tive. . 

But, Mr. J. believed the people of the United 
States were only divided as to the time for resent- 
ing and redressing this violation of national faith 
on the part of France; he, for one, would still 
yield to that nation a further time, so that no 
voice could be raised against the course which our 
The temper of the House manifested great una- | 
nimity in relation to the main point—the justice 
of our complaint, and the utter impossibility of 
submitting to it. Mr.J. said he hoped, there- 


feared not the consequences of expressing himself 
strongly on this subject; and whenever the occa- 
sion should arrive, he should vote for strong 
measures, corresponding with his expressions. 
War (said Mr. J.) is a great calamity—there is 
none greater, except that of tamely submitting to 
insult and injury. And here was an instance of || 
wrong so flagrant, and a violation of national faith |! 
so palpable, that it had few, if any, parallels in 
the annals of nations; and in this sentiment he 
believed he should have the concurrent testimony 
of the civilized world. France knew as well as 
ourselves, that we could not submit to it without 
degradation and disgrace. With regard to the 
immediate question before the Tlouse, he thought || 
the message and accompanying documents should 
be referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
without instructions. 

In conclusion, Mr. J. said he should do injus- 
tice to hisown feelings if he took his seat without 
admitting that his heart palpitated with joy on 


member from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams.] 
Those sentiments were truly American; and, like 
the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. LyrLe,] he hon- |! 
ored them for the source from which they came. 
Mr. STEWART rose, he said, mainly to sug- | 
gest an amendment to the proposition, which he 
trusted would be calculated to produce a greater 
degree of unanimity in the vote to be given upon 
that interesting and important occasion. It would 
doubtless be conceded by all, that unanimity was 
of the very utmost consequence abroad, and they | 
should present to France and to the world a united 
front, since divided councils could lead to no pro- 
fitable result. He had no serious objections to | 
the proposition of the honorable member from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Avams,] in whose patriotic 
sentiments Mr. S. would take that opportunity of 
expressing his entire concurrence, except to that 
part of it which required the Committee on For- | 
eign Affairs to report forthwith. In his opinion, |; 
this would be premature. In a few days hence | 
another packet might arrive, bringing important |} 
advices from France, and which might put a new |; 
aspect upon the affair. He would therefore re- || 
spectfuily suggest to the distinguished mover of || 
i 

i 

d 

i 


1 
| 
i 


the proposition, the propriety of modifying it, so | 
as to strike out the word furthwith, and allow it to 
read, that the committee be required to report on || 
or before the 15th or 20th of the present month. |! 


the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Hamer,] and, as 1 
it seemed to Mr. S., would obviate his objections | 
to the motion of the gentleman from Massachu- |! 
setts. If this amendment were adopted, it would | 
also, he believed, be calculated%o produce a greater | 
degree of unanimity in the vote that would be given | 
upon the subject, and he regarded unanimity as | 
of the utmost importance, and should be glad to | 
see that House act with the same unanimity as | 
did the other branch of the national Legislature. | 
If his suggestion were not acceded to he would 
move it as an amendment. : 

The CHAIR said there was a motion to amend |; 


already before the House, which must be first 
disposed of. 

Mr. HAMER remarked, that he could not 
agree to the suggestion, because it did not embrace 
what he objected to in the motion. Hehad moved 
to strike out «ll that part instructing the commit- 
tee. 

Mr, EVANS said he hardly knew in what posi- 
tion he should now consider the motion of the 
honorable gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Apams.] lt was originally to give instructions to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations to report 
upon the subject forthwith. Ifthis was its present 
shape, he would support it; and as that gentle- 
man had given to the House the reasons which in- 
duced his motion, he should also give those which 
would influence him in voting for it. If he had 
understood the views of that gentleman, as ex- 
pressed, Mr. E. said his own object would be to 
procure a report widely different from that which 
he seemed to anticipate—one of an entirely op- 
posite character. 

Mr. ADAMS explained. He had proposed 
that the committee be instructed to report forth- 
with, because he thought it a duty they owed to 
the House and to the world to give that House an 
opportunity of acting in the matter. He had not 
declared what position he should take in that 
action, but he deemed it all important that the 
subject should be deliberated on by the represent- 
atives of the people. It was with this particular 
view that he had submitted his motion, that time 
might be had for the discussion, before the ad- 
journment; and he believed from present indica- 


| tions, that all the time of the present session would 


be required for a deliberate comparison of the 
views of different members. Mr. A. said, from 
the motion he had made and the position he had 
taken, it did not follow that he deemed a war 
necessary—nor did it follow that reprisals should 
be made—or that any other particular course 
should be pursued or recommended by the House. 
It would be competent for the House to pursue 
the same course that the other legislative branch 
of the Government had done. That branch had 
come to its conclusion—and what was that con- 
clusion? It was to dodge the question. This 
House could, if it chose, also dodge the question. 

The CHAIR interposed. It was not in order 
to allude to the proceedings of the other branch of 
the Legislature. 

Mr. ADAMS said he merely wished to be un- 
derstood as to the motives which prompted him 
to make his motion. He wished that House to 
have ample time to deliberate on the momentous 
question involved in the communications before 
them. 

Mr. EVANS continued. Hedid not know that 
he had materially misunderstood the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. It was true he had not dis- 


į tinctly avowed the opinion he entertained as to the 


course which should ultimately be pursued; but 
Mr. E. said he did infer from the spirit of his re- 
marks, that he was for sustaining the recommend- 
ations of the Executive in their fullest extent. It 
was certain that others had drawn the same infer- 
ences, else whence the remarks of the gentleman 


from Virginia, [Mr. Arcner,} and why the loud 
' encomiums of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ly- 


TLE] for his generous and disinterested support of 


|“ the'views and measures of a successful rival P? 
i Mr. E. said he, like others, only drew his infer- 


ences from the general spirit of the gentleman’s 
remarks. He did not see that it would be ‘‘ dodg- 


i ing the question” if the House should declare 


that there was at present no occasion for legis- 
lative interference in this matter. The character 
ofour country was essentially pacific. Ht wasour 


l| policy to exhaust all language—all forms of nego- 


tiation, before we appealed to the last dread resort 
of war. 

The gentleman had spoken of what had been 
termed the imprudence of the message of the 
President. There were many who viewed it in 
that light. Mr. E. contended that the House 
should have more information before it acted, 
especially when it was known that such informa- 
tion existed; for that fact was avowed in the mes- 
sege now before the House. Would the gentle- 
man contend that either House of Congress should 
say, although the annual message might be im- 
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prudent in some of the sentiments it advanced, 
yet that, being advanced, we were bound to sup- 
ort them? 

Mr. ADAMS aaid, “ No.” 

Mr. EVANS sgid he begged the gentleman’s 
pardon. He knew he did not use that language. 
But such was the general inference. It was hardly 
necessary for us at once to say thet all hopes of 
a pacific course were at an end. He wished, in 
common with others, to hear from France—to 
learn the effect which the message had upon her 

eople and their representatives. He wished to 
fope for the best, until all plausibility of hope 
was gone. He had but a single word to add. He 
could not consent to sanction any incipient meas- 


ure of hostility on the part of this Government, | 
until the whole facts and correspondence was laid | 
It was a point in our political rela- | 


before them. 
tions where we must use great consideration and 


forbearance. The term “‘ juggling” had been used | 


in relation to “he French Ministry. He had 
thought the good faith of the King of the French 
had never been doubted, and he could not sanc- 
tion any measure of incipient act of hostility, until 
every pacific meusure ia our power had been tried. 
It was with these views, and a desire to receive 
a corresponding report from the Committee of 
Foreign Relations, that he should vote in favor 
of the motion of the gentleman from Massachu- 


setts. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG said that the gentleman 


from Maine seemed to be apprehensive that the 5; | 
‘| and recommendations upon this great subject had |; 
: been committed to them for deliberation, that the | 
; committee, which constituted a merely incipient | 
i; organ of the Fouse for digesting materials for its | 
action, should not delay one moment, after their | 
i: own opinion and judgment had been formed upon 


President’s message would produce injurious 
effects upon our relations with France; and yet 
the gentieman’s argument had convinced him that 
if the appropriation was not made by the French 
Chamber, itcould not be ascribed to the tone of the 
President’s message. The gentleman despaired— 
he had lost all hope—the correspondence which 


i 


i: mittee on Foreign Affairs, upon the matter under |! 
4 consideration; but entertained the opinion, with 


he had just heard read, had, for the first time, : 


induced him to believe that serious consequences 


might result; and yet, when this intelligence, which p 
had extinguished hope, left France, the message || 


had not arrived. He did not rise, however, to 
excite debate, or to produce division, but to con- 
gratulate the country that but one sentiment was 


heard from all sides of the House-—that however |: 


gentlemen might differ as to the time for action, | 


whenever the time arrived they would present an |: 


undivided front. He responded entirely to the 


patriotic sentiments so admirably expressed by | e 
= yery near the close of, the present session of Con 
; gress, he did then concefve, and he now conceived 


the gentleman from Massachusetts, (Mr. Apams.] 
He thought with him that a more prompt and 
decid-d course would have been preferable. Had 
the two Houses, at the commenicement of the ses- 
sion assumed a bolder attitude, he thought it would 


have been more consistent with national patriot- 


ism, national honor, and sound national policy. 
Unfortunately, another course was pursued, and 
a measure adopted which he found would not pro- 


duce the result anticipated. A mòre decided policy |: 


would have shown to France and to the world, | or all the members of the Committee on Foreign 


that we were resolved to assert our rights, and 
that after five and twenty years of wrong and in- 


sult, we could no longer consider forbearance a |; 
But while he concurred with the |) 


gentleman from Massachusetts, in desiring to vin- | i | 
i: enced by the action of any other branch of the), 


| Legislature of the Government. 


national virtue. 


dicate our character and our rights; and while he 
would have gone with him at an earlier, or at any 
period of the session, for the measure recom- 


the gentleman himself might have proposed which 
would have accomplished the object, he differed 


with him as to the propriety of precipitating our ; 


action at the expense of our unanimity. 
necessary to secure unanimity not only here, bu 


in the other branch of the Legislature, and that | 


cannot be expected while the attitude of the ques 
tion remains unchanged. 


Tt is for that reason, į 
and that alone, that he desired that the House - 


might not now be called upon to act definitively | 


upon the question. He felt as sensitive as the 
genleman from Massachusetts, at every hour’s 


14 


| 
! 


{ 


| 
| 


‘| or for the disapprobation of the House. i 
taining that view, and entertaining, moreover, the | 


: knowledge of the Committee on Foreign Afairs, | 


delay; he felt that they were every moment ap- 
proaching the period in the history of these rela- 
tions with France, when forbearance would become 
pusillanimity. But to give effect to measures, 
whatever they might be, union was necessary; 
and however prepared the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts and himself might be for definitive or 
preparatory action, others in this House, inde- 
pendent of the other body, would prefer postpon- 
ing the decision of the question to a later period 
of the session. The gentleman from Pennsylva- | 
nia [Mr. Stewart] had suggested postponement | 
to the 20th, or some such date; but though he | 
should not object tò that, he should prefer that the 
House would leave the question of time to the 
discretion of the committee. He trusted we should | 
not be precipitated into any half-way measures, | 
and that whatever might be proposed would meet | 
the approbation of the House. If the gentleman 
from Massachusetts would not modify or with- | 
draw his proposition to instruct, he hoped that 
part of the motion would not prevail. ; 
Mr. PATTON (his remarks were frequently 
inaudible at the reporter’s desk) was under- 
stood to say he had not, in the slightest degree,. 
changed his opinion with regard to the propriety 
of a prompt and immediate report from the Com- || 


unabated conviction, that it was their duty to the 
House, to the country, and eminently so to the | 
President of the United States, whose opinions 


resolutions and deliberations for the concurrence 
Enter- 


1 
: the materials committed to them, in reporting their f 
| 
i 
| 
t 


belief, a belief deeply impressed upon his mind by į 
the information communicated that morning, the ; 
material parts of which were before within the | 

} 


that it was utterly hopeless to expect any decisive | 


information from France, as to the action which || 
would take place in the French Chamber of Dep- ij 
; his remarks. 

cisely as that gentleman has since explained them, : 
| viz: For not committing himself to the propriety 


uties upon the bill making appropriations for car- | 
rying the treaty into effect, until after, or until | 


fi 


i that this subject ought to have been before the |; 


mended by the President, or for any other that | of the people of this country. 


Te is 


i 
i 
i 
i 


! involved in the President’s message, as well as 


House for its deliberation upon the principles |! 


upon the expediency and propriety of the partic- 
ular measure of redress he proposed, and the expe- | 
diency or propriety, at that time, of resorting to | 
any measure of redress whatever. However his | 
own opinions might differ from those of any other, | 

| 

$ 


Relations, upon that subject, it-was, he humbly 
conceived, a matter tbat belonged not to the com- 
mittee to decide, or to conclude. It was not, he |: 
conceived, for them to foresiail, but it belonged |: 
peculiarly to that House, unaffected and uninflu- | 


It belonged to: 
the popular body, to the immediate representatives . 
It belonged to them 
in a peculiar manner—-that as soon as they bad :, 
matarely deliberated upon the materials presented | 
for their judgment, that they should say to France 
and to the country what their opinions, what their 
feelings, what their course, were to be upon this! 
matter. As it was then presented, how did the |! 
facts stand? Mr. Livingston's despatch of the; 
Nd of November showed that, according to the), 
information obtained by him in. Paris, the bill 
which the French King (Mr. Ps had no sort. of 
doubt with the utmost sincerity, for he did not |: 


puts Í 
take the King’s declaration in the literal sense of į; 


t 
i 


the terms in which it was couched,) had declared 
his determination: to. present to. the Chamber of 
Deputies, as soon as it could be reasonably and 
judiciously presented, would not be presented to 
the Chamber for its consideration until the middle 
of January. All the information we have subge- 
quently received, either from Mr. Livingston or 
from any private sources, went to’satisfy us that 
this impression was correct, and that in all human 
probability, instead of being presented earlier, it 


{| would not be until a later period. 


, This was a question (said Mr. P.) which, know= 
ing as we did the feelings and opinions, and the 
conflict of opinion existing in France, and in the 
Chamber of Deputies, on this subject, would not 
be, could not be promptly and immediately dis: 
posed of. And every one knew that if the subject 
was not presented to the Chamber before the mid- 
dle of January, it could not possibly receive thé 


definite action of that body early enough for us to : 


obtain any information of their definite action 
unul the close, or near the close, of the present 


session of Congress. Mr. P. could not; therte- i 


fore, perceive the propriety for further delay, nor 
did he the other day, when -he offered to that 
House, and asked permission to present for its 
adoption certain resolutions containing the princi- 
ples and opinions upon which he was prepared to 
show to the House that it was time the subject 
should come under its deliberation. More than 
two-thirds of the session had elapsed, and only 
three weeks of it remaining, and there was just 
time enough that this subject, which was calcu- 


lated to produce much conflict of opinion; and a. 


great variety of propositions, as to what ought to 
be the course adopted, should be brought before 
this body, whose deliberations we all knew, could 
not be promptly brought to a conclusion; they 
should have it in their power fully to deliberate 


| upon the principles it involved, and as soon as they 
i! had come to an opinion, to express it in the form `. 
If there | 


of resolutions or in the form of action. 
were any who upon deliberation should be of 
opinion that at that time it was prudent, proper, 
and necessary to have action, it might be taken. 


It was due (said Mr. P.) to himself, ind he felt 
it certainly due to the honorable and distinguished * >- : 
gentleman. from Massachusetts, that he should. 


say that he felt much satisfaction at the spirit of 
He understood those remarks pre- 


of any particular measure at that time; but it was 
his opinion that this House owed it not only to 
the executive head of the country, whose consti- 


: tutional duty had made it necessary to present 


this subject and his opinions to their consider- 
ation, but also to the anxious feeling of the coun- 
try, and to the great interests involved in this 
high, important, and critical question, that they: 
should say whether they concurred in the views 
of the President, that this treaty was a valid and 
binding treaty; whether they concurred in the 


; opinion expressed by the President, that this. 


country would not, and could not, acquiesce in 
the final refusal of France to perform the engage- 
ments entered into by her; or whether we should, 


in a manner perfectly respectful to France, and. . 


with a proper spirit of forbearance towards her, 
wait the further action of the French Chamber 


i! before we came to any final and definite conclu- 


sion on this subject. i 
These were the views (Mr. P. said).thatprompted 
him throughout the whole affair. He still enter- 


‘tained a most thorough and undoubting convic- 


tion in the cor¥ectness of these opinions, but he 
was bound to regard, also, the decision of the 


| House on a proposition submitted to them by him- 


self. Jt may have been influenced by. other con- 
siderations than his own, but he was bound to 
egard that vote as it stood, as the opinion of the 


majority of the House; that they would not now 


compel the committee to report as they would 
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not then, for he did not suppose anything had 
occurred since to change their judgment; and how- 
ever contrary it might be to his own convictions 
of what ought to be done, he yielded as it became 
him to do, with proper deference, to what seemed 
to be the judgment of this House. Many genue- 
men stili thought that further delay ought to be 
allowed; and having every disposition to do all in 
his power to produce the most happy result, and 
being, with the gentleman from New York, {Mr. 
Camsrecena,] desirous to elicit a unanimous 
vote on this subject, he would, before he sat down, 
move that the resolution beso referred to the.com- 
mittee that they should report on or before Mon- 
day week next. This proposition, he thought, 
would answer the views of all of those who 
thought further delay necessary, and he did not 
think the House should postpone it beyond that 
time; and if not presented to the House by that 
day, there would not be time to deliberate, but 
that day would still leave time for a patient, tem- 
perate, and judicious judgment uponit, Whether 
it should be necessary for the committee to recom- 
mend any legislative action or not, or what should 
be the particular tone of the report or the resolu- 
tions, depended on the committee; for the proposi- 
` tion of the gentieman from+Massachusetts left the 
subject perfectly open to the committee. 
indicated his own opinions, Mr. P. had not the 
slightest disposition to interfere in any way what- 
ever with the judgment of the committee. Ail he 
asked wag that they should report; and he thought 
the day he had mentioned was the latest period 
they should be allowed. Mr. P. concluded by 
moving to modify the motion of Mr. A DAMS, 80 as 
to make it read that the committee should report 
on Monday week. 
_ Mr. JOHN Q. ADAMS accepted the modifica- 
tion. 

Mr. EDWARD EVERETT observed that this 
did not appear to him to be a question of so much 
importance as seemed to. have been given it in 
the present discussion. Whether the committee 
should be instructed to report on Monday week or 
Monday fortnight, or forthwith, could not, he con- 
ceived, be a matter of great moment. . There are 
but a little more than three weeks remaining of the 
session. What has fallen from the chairman of 
the committee will, of course, be regarded by the 
House as an assurance that the committee will 
report before the close of thesession. Such is my 
own understanding (said Mr, B.) of the purpose 
of the committee., ‘hat report cannot well be 
delayed many days beyond the time now fixed in 
the resolution as modified; and whether the report 
came a few days earlier or later, cannot be, I should 
think, of great consequence. While, therefore, 1 
am willing to concur tn the passage of the resolu- 
tion of my distinguished colleague, I should also 
have voted for it as first moved by him. 
have been willing that the committee should be 
instructed. to report forthwith, 1 have been in 
favor of the committce’s reporting fortwith, from 
the beginning of the session. I thought it very 
important—highly desirable—to do so. So much 
time has since elapsed, and the difference between 


reporting forthwith and reporting at as late period | 


as it can well be done, is so inconsiderable, that I 
attach less consequence to it than I did. At the 


commencement of the session, I thought an imme- | 
diate report from the committee would have done | 
l differ, on this point, from the gen- | 


great good. 
teman from New York, [Mr, CAMBRELENG,]} at 
the head of the Committee on Foreign Affairs. I 
think it would have been much better if we had 
reported long ago; if we bad taken a ground like 


that assumed unanimously by the Senate of the | 


United States, and which Í understand the gentle- 
man from New York to censure 

Mr. CAMDBRELENG explained. He said it 
would have been proper to have had prompt and 
bold action at the commencement of the session. 


Mr. EVERE CT continued: I was for acting as 


promptly and boldly as the gentleman. It was 
precisely a prompt and bold course which [ de- 
: sired. I was not for war, nor fer reprisals, in the 
state of affuirs then existing; and we are now told 
that neither of these measures was contemplated 
by any member of the House. What, then, could 
we have done promptly and boldly? We could 
have done this: We could have taken up the 


Having ! 


I should | 


tin further delay. 
| cannot know that the very reverse may not, by 


© it 
subject as one of imminent importance, admitting 
no delay in the consideration of the House. We 
could have shown the justice of the American 
side of the question in the strongest terms. We 
could have uttered the feelings and views of this 
House in the strongest and most emphatic lan- 
guage. Having shown the justice of our claims, 
we could have expressed our resolute determina- 
tion to stand upon cur rights under the treaty; 
our firm purpose not to relax one tittle, nor recede 
one inch,and we could have adduced the reasons 
—and such reasons there-were—which might be 
urged in supportof the opinion that France would 
yet do us justice. I would have had a report of 
this character, bold, firm, and pacific, and would 
have hoped for it the unanimous concurrence of 
the Flouse. And here, sir, I should have been 
inclined to stop. I would have had the rights of 
the country maintained, and our purpose never to 
recede from them asserted. But what Congress 
would do in the contingency—somewhat distant 
of necessity—never perhaps to arrive—lI think I 
should not then have said. I would reserve my 


action on. the contingency till it ceased to be one, ;] 


and when that should be the case, then I would 


| act promptly and vigorously, under the state of 


circumstances which should present itself. But 
l should have been indisposed to anticipate that 
event, and would not, therefore, undertake to say 
what measures 1 would adopt, should it happen. 
But I would have asserted our rights so broadly 
and distinctly, as to leave me at full liberty to 
adopt any measure of redress, which circumstan- 
ces, unfortunately, might render necessary. The 
same course | would pursue how; though from 
the lapse of time, Í do not think all the good would 
result from it which might have been hoped from 
the earlier action of the committee. l agree with 
the chairman of the committee as to the character 
which the report must take. [Ele says the commit- 
tee are not prepared to recommend any measure. | 
l so understand it. In the present state of our 
information, nothing of the kind alluded to, under 
the name of a measure, can be recommended. And 
for this reason | would still refrain from recom- 
mending anything hypothetically to be done upon 
the happening of acontingency, because the varie- 
ties of circumstances, the shades of human action, 
public as well as private, are infinitely too numer- 
ous to be foreseen. 

I own, sir, my anticipations are not so cheerful 
as they were. I entertained a strong hope, at the 
commencement of the session, of the speedy ad- 
justment of this painful controversy. {In the in- 
terval little, I must own, has occurred tostrengthen, 
and more than I could wish, to discourage that 
hope; I begin to contemplate, as a possible event, 
that things will go to extremes. But lam not 
ready,and I think the House, though it may share 
this apprehension, cannot be ready to act on this 
anticipation. Evenifthe*rench Chamber should 
refuse again to make an appropriation to execute 
the treaty, we cannot be sure that it may not be 
in form and with qualifications that will justify us 
We cannot know this; as we 


some deplorable fatality, happen. If, forinstance, 
the suggestion of the gentleman from Ohio {Mr. 
Lyre} should be realized—if the French Gov- 
ernment should accompany the refusal by acts of 
affront and violence—by a hostile attempt on the 
squadron of the United States in the Mediterra- 
nean, an attempt which, every one knows, would 
be resisted to the last drop of blood of officers and 
men—then, sir, there would be no delay; there 
would be no need of instructing the committee to 
report forthwith; there would be no long debates 
in this House or the other House; but the two 
Houses, and the country, rising as one man, would 
take their position and sustain it. But I would 
not anticipate any such eventasthis. I would 
not take any step whatever on the presumption 
that France, to the Jong denial of justice—to the 
signal injustice—of which she has given us cause 
already to complain, could add a procedure of 
such outrageous madness. | will not say such a 
thing is beyond the range of possibility; nothing 
is impossible; but no gentleman, Í think, on re- 
flection, can consider it in any degree probable. 

I have said already, sir, that my anticipations of 
the satisfactory adjustment of the business are less | 


sanguine than they were. There are, however, 
some reasons for hope that the French Chambers. 
will reach the appropriation this winter. One of. 

‘the chief reasons is, that the Chamber of Depu- 
ties of last year contained some members, by no 
means entitled to the compliment paid to them by 
the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Jounson,] 
of having understood the question thoroughly, 
and not having rejected the appropriation through 
ignorance. On the contrary, sir, there was ex- 
hibited, in my opinion, an entire ignorance of 
some of the most important facts of the case,.and 
in reference to the most impoijant of them all, a 
| gross, not to say a discreditable ignorance, which 
I believe proved fatal to the passage of the appro- 
priation bill,and which, should the two countries 
most unhappily be brought into collision, will 
| throw a tremendous responsibility op those mem- 
bers. You are aware, sir, that on all sides it was 


j admitted that something was due to the citizens 


| of the United States, and that it was merely on 
a question of how much, that the great issue of 
| ahnulling or executing a treaty was made to 
depend. In this state of the controversy, and just 
, as the question was about to be taken, members 
arose in the French Chambers, and stated, that 
| of the five millions of indemnity, provided by the 
| treaty under discussion, two millions, covering the 
| St, Sebastian’s case, had already been paid under 
| the Florida treaty between the United States and 
Spain! The assertion was immediately contra- 
| dicted by the Minister of Foreign Affairs, whose 
exposition of the whole question was one of the 
| most masterly parliamentary efforts I have ever 
i seen, His contradiction was direct and positive, 
as to its purport; but if ene may judge from the 
report of the debates, (very likely imperfect,) it 
was less decided and authoritative in manner than 
| could have been desired. At all events, I have 
been told by an intelligent American gentleman, 
who was present on the occasion, that these state- 
| ments were evidently fatal to the bill. The ques- 
| tion was taken immediately after. It was lost by 
only eight votes. We know,sir, that deliberative 
bodies may be taken by surprise, by plausible 
statements. Were we ourselves about to appro- 
priate five millions of dollars in payment of an 
acknowledged debt, and should member after 
member rise, with a‘treaty in their hands, main- 
taining that two of the five millions had been 
alreacy paid, and read us passages of the docu- 
ment to prove it, and if anything short of the 
| most positive contradiction, accompanied with 
the most satisfactory explanation, were given, it 
would very likely prove fatal to the bill; certainly 
so, if the House were almost equally divided 
i before. For these reasons, as l said, I rely 
| something on the fact that the bill was rejected 
| last winter, not in a full understanding of the 
| facts, as the gentleman from Kentucky seemed 
|| to think, but in an entire ignorance of the most 
| important of them all. And when the memoir, 
| which has been mentioned in Mr. Livingston’s 
| despatches to-day, shall have proved to the 
i French Chamber (as Í presume it will do, from 
; the character of some of the documents, which, 
| during the recess of Congress, have been furnished 
| to the French Government, at its request, by 
ours) that the statements I have alluded to were 
utterly destitute of foundation, that the St. Sebas- 
tian’s cages were all rejected by the commissioners 
under the Florida treaty, as not included in its 
provisions, and that they have been all admitted 
by the commissioners now sitting under the 
| present treaty, as notoriously provided for by that 
treaty, I trust it will not be without its effect. 
But I do not build with entire confidence on this, 
or any other ground of encouragement, I see 
something ominous in the character and composi- 
i tion of the opposition to the King and his Ministry 
on this question. What did the King tell Mr. 
j Livingston? That he might rely upon his honor 
jas a King, and his promise as a man, that the 
į treaty should be executed. For myself, I place 
the most unqualified dependence on this assurance. 
I believe that, as far as his influence extends, it 
will be strenuously exerted; that his constitutional 
powers will be strained to the utmost to procure 
the execution of the treaty. But what, sir, is the 
melancholy truth as to the condition of the King’s 
Government? f would not in wantonness, say 
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anything disparagingly of the internal condition |: 
of afairs in a country between which and our ` 


own the reiatiogs of amity still subsist; but when |: 


vur own rights aud claims are made the sport of : 


the state of parties in a foreign country, it is a 
fair subject of comment. The King will do his 


uimost tu effect the fulfillment of the treaty; and | 


not merely because it is a just treaty, but because 
(as he told Mr. Livingston) his faith asa sovereign 
and bis horor asa man are pledged. But wha 
is the position of the King himselt? Does notal 
the world know that he dues not fill the throne on 


the principles of what is called legitimacy? That. 
there are two powerful parties in France, agreeing | 


ia nothing else, but united in opposition to the 
present establishrnent cf the Government—I mean, 


of course, the party of the late diepussessed family : 


on one side, and the extreme liberal on the other 


lt is asfaras wecan judge at this distance, mainly | 


a combination of these two parties, taking along 


with it, of course, the natural opposition to all : 


heavy money Dilla, which has hitherto defeated : 


the execution of the treaty. 


With these two parties, instead of our gaining ` 


strength from the circumstance that the King’s 
regal word and personal honor are piédged to fulfil 


the treaty, itis precisely fur this reason that they © 


oppose it. 


And they oppose it, not with a zeal ` 
measured by the simple merits and consequence | 
of the treaty, but with an intensity of purpose | 


Mr. GILMER said he felt himself called on to 


chusetis, [Mr. Apans.] ‘There were one or two 


; reasons why he could not vote for the proposition 
; of that gentleman, which seemed to be predicated 
on the belief that there was an immediate necessity || 


for action on the part of the House. Now, he 


F 


i| 


À i | Mr. ARCHER could not consent to vote to > : 
say a word in reply to the gentleman from Massa- | give any positive instructions to the committee, -.” 
jp and he 


ii and Virginia [Messrs. Apams and Parton] to say. 
| whether we ought not, nce 


put it to the gentlemen from Massachusetts 


eth under all the circumst; 
to noid ourselves untramimelled. to actas 
| gencies might direct a fortnight hence? ‘Suppose 


believed this to be the first proper point of inquiry: || i i 
i t e inquiry: || the contingency alluded to by the gentleman from 
Whether such a necessity existed, and if it did | Massachusetts {Mr. Evehecr] ‘that we should 


exist, what was to be the nature of the action 
The House must be in possession of facts on which 


to ground their proceeding, before it could proceed i then wait until the 20:h instant 
|, Such could not be their wish. 
? We should ; could gain nothing, and might lose much of their 
i object by persisting in their instructions to the 


with propriety. Had France refused ultimately 
the indemnity stipulated in the treaty 
act definitely on no other ground; otherwise, our 
action hecame premature, untimely, and calculated 
to do wrong rather than obtain right. The ques- 
tion of peace and war involved the individual 
interests of mankind. Our country and her insti 
tutions were so constituted that forbearance and 


| pacific measures were their most prominent char- 


acteristics. Every opposite sentiment prematurely 
thrown out here, therefore, had a tendency to 
injure the character of the nation. Much had 
been said of national honor. He asked, what was 
the law of national honor? That subject would 
do for the vaporing of crowned heads; but when 


i this matter was brought to its point, and the 


and depth of feeling inspired by ther hostility to ` 


the Government. Seeing the opposition to the 
treaty thus conducted by parties, who would move 
heaven and earth to shake the King from his 


throne, I own, sir, f icok to see this question | 
Hinkel in with ihe very elements cf the permanence 


of the present order of things in France. Could it 
T ca) 


be reduced simply and solely to this issue, all; 


might be weh; but with this powerful, deep-seated, 
far-reaching opposition, we must fear, as Í have 
said, that what may be called the natural onposition 
tu all such measures, will unite itself, The King 
will do everything to. carry the treaty into effect. 
| am sure, if it were necessary, he would shed his 
blood to fulflit, J should hear, with deep regret, 
a sinale word that would casta shade of doubt on 
his sincerity. But whether he wi] even be able 
to ls himself who shail vouch? I trust he 
will. 


shouid, { have little doubt, should his Govern 
meni be overturned, it would be followed by dis- 
agirous consequences, not unworthy the high 


E believe it highly desirable for the peace | 
of France and the harmony of Europe that he : 


breach of faith toward the Waited States, with | 


which the war against it seemed to have com- |! 


rnenced, 


country involved in war, it would be found it was 


not then to be sustained by flourishes of rhet- |! 
He would again repeat his impression that |: 
this House could not act on this subject without a | 
: full Knowledge how far our national rights were |: 
involved. Heasked gentlemen if they were aware | 


oric. 


that this very treaty did not sustain our national 


honor? The spoliations on our commerce were | 


incident to the Berlin anè Milan decrees. Did 


this treaty—did ine indemnity—heal the wounds |: 
inflicted on our naticnal honor? Having waited |): 
the Jength of time we had already done, Mr. G. | 
asked how the Committee on Foreign A ffuirs could |) 
express to this Flouse the course it ought to pursue | 
without itself having before it any new facts on | 
which toact. Wecould do nothing until we knew |! 
something further of the proceedings of France— | 
either for the honor of the House or of the nation. +’ 


Mr. STEWART suggested the propriety of 
giving the committee a longer’ period than the 


1G:h, but allow them to report sooner if they |: 


could; he would say ull the 20.h of February. 


While up, he would take occasion to say, in reply |) 
tothe gentleman from Georgia, that the House : 


was not prepared to act until it had learned what 
was the decision of the French Chamber, that it 
might act provisionally if not definitively, for war 


i was not the only alternative to coerce France. 


Sir, lreciprocate the sentiment of the chairman © 
ofthe committee; I hope the Hlouse will act with |: 


unanimity on this subject. 
allow ourselves to split on any subordinate ques- 
tions. That of the present reference surely ought 
hot to divide us. 


cannot be exnected nor asked that, on every point 


I trust we shall not | 


On a question of such great | 
magniiude-—if things are to go to extremes—it | 


We might not only declare war and issue letters 
of marque and repriss!, but we may pass a non- 
intercourse law with her; we may impose prohib- 


itory duties; indeed, there were various modes in | 


‘which we might coerce France without resorting 


involved, alt should think alike. Independent © 


men, on such points, must differ. 
think for themselves, that is, who thik at ail, 
mast differ to someextent on such subjects. But 
if the worst come to the worst—if France shail 
make up her mind to withhold justice from us de- 
liberately and conclusively, and in such a manner 
that true policy and honor will no longer admit of 
delay and forbearance, then, sir, I betieve, what- 


Those who | 


‘she suffer? 


to an open declaration of war. Supposing either 
of these last were adopted before the adjournment 
of Congress, in case France did not fulfil the stip- 
ulations of the treaty, we should throw upon her 
the wholeresponsibiliiy. Besides, how much would 
Our imports from her amounted to 


: between fifteen and twenty millions of dollars, and 


point of secondary consequence, that Congressand `! 


the country will move unanimously in the direc- i 


tion which its rights and honor shall point oat. 


Bat i chink we should do nothing by way of |, 
anucipating thatcontingency. It may never arrive. . 
Every man, t will not say of common humanity, | 


but of common sense, in the United States and 
France, must hope it never will arrive. 


does there will be no division of feelings T am 


satisfied from the expression of opinion here, and | 
that | 
we shall come to this result; and however this : 
© tual rejection of the motion. ; 

Mr. CAMBRELENG moved that the time be | 
extended to the 20th instant for the committee to | 


of public sentiment throughout the country, 


matter ef tho reference may be disposed of, (which 


at this late stage of the session I regard ås of | 


diminished importance) L believe that in a firm 
resolution to stand on our right, under the treaty, 
we shall be unanimous. 


When it: 


her, and he recommended that course. 


ever diference of opinion there may be as to any | he trusted that Congress would not suffer the ses 


| Was it likely for the petty sum of five miliions that 
she would risk the loss cf such a trade by our | 


passage of a non-intercourse act? By acting pro- 
sionally we should throw the responsibility upon 


sion to pass by without some declirtion of it 
will. 

Mr. HAMER moved the House adjourn. 

On a division there appeared for the motion 73 
against it 108. 
So the House refused to adjourn. i 
Mr. HAMER then renewed bis motion to strik 
outall that part of the motion of Mr. Apams which 
went to instruct the committee. 


Mr. ADAMS remarked that the instructions || i 
À i : | rected to lay before the Senate estimates of. the 


were all that the motion aimed at, and he should 
consider the adoption of the amendment as a vir 


report. He said, in order to meet the views of 


‘all, he was induced to make the motion. 


a division. 


At least: 


that could possibly be anticipated, must the House 
‘before acting? 
He repeated, they 


|, committee. s 
i Mr. CLAY asked for a division of the question, 
| viz: that that part going to instruct the commit- 
tee be taken separately. 

Mr. J. Q. ADAMS asked for the 
i! nays; but they were not crdered. 
i. Mr. PATTON, in reply to the suggestion. of 
| his colleague, (Mr. Ancuer,] said that he appre- 
w hended his colieagne must labor under some mis- 
understanding of the character and. effect of the 
i proposition of the gentleman from Maasachusetts... 
| That proposition did not propose, and its adoption 
ji could not commit, or trammel, or fetter the action 
| of the House inthe slightest: it did noteven inter- 
fere with the judgment of the committee as to what’ ` 
should constitute the tenor and character of ‘their’ 
i report; all that was done was to require them to 
report by Monday week. He thought, therefore, 
that full justice was not done to the motion of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, when it was said 
that the adoption of his motion would be equiva- 
lent to a declaration of war. I (said Mr. P.) am 
as little inclined as the gentlemen from Georgia 
(Mr. GiimeR]} and Virginia [Mr. Arcuer] are 
now, and under the present state of the subject, 
and of our information, to adopt the measure 
of reprisal, or any other measure of self redress, 
Bu: i think we ought to take the subject into con- 
sideration and decide whether we will await. the 
definite action of the French Chambers. Inau- 
| spicious as the present aspect of affairs certainly: 
is, Mr. P. said he would still refrain from takin 
any measure of hostility against France; he would 


i 


yeas and 


i 
f 
i 


i show the utmost possible forbearance, and every. 
|; just dependence upon her justice. In the hope,, 
with the possibility that France would not persé- 
vere, he would still await the issue, ‘prepared : 
for either fortune,” with a proper reliance upon 
the honor and integrity of France to‘do.us right, 
Hand a firm and steady conviction that we need 
|} not—eannot—must not submit to wrong, flagrant, 
li grievous, persevered in, and unredressed. es 
i” Mr. CAMBRELENG said his’ only objectiin 


if 
| 


i| proposing the modification of the motion of the‘ 


gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr, Apams] was 
to prevent further debate. Failing in that object, 
and finding many of his friends disposed to send 


' the communications to the committee without in- 


' structions, he would withdraw his proposition. 
The question was then taken on Mr. Hamur’s 


' motion to strike out that*part of Mr. Apams’s pro- 
|| position going to instruct the Committee on For- 


‘ eign Affairs to report, &c., and agreed to without 
The motion to refer the message of the Presi- 
dent, and the accompanying despatches, to the 
said committee, was then agreed to, and they were 
ordered to be printed. : 
On motion of Mr. VANDERPOEL, 
The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, February 9, 1835. 


Mr. SOUTHARD submitted the following res- 
olutions; which, on his motion, were considered 
and agreed to: ; : , 

Resolved, That the Postmaster Generál be di- 


amount of money necessary for the service of the 
Genera! Post Office for one year from the Ist day 
of January, 1835. : ar 
Resolved, That the Postmaster General be di- 
rected to lay before the Senate a statement of the 
ii debts owing by the General Post Office on the ist 
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day of January, 1835, exhibiting the name and 
residence of each creditor——the amount due to each 
creditor—the time or times when the said debt was 
contracted in each case-—and the cause, service, 
or consideration, for which each debt was con- 

_ tracted—and whether the same was contracted for 
gervice rendered upon a bid and contract made in 
conformity with the public advertisements, or 
upon a bid and contract not in conformity with 
the public, advertisements, or for extra allowances 
upon the contracts which were executed. 


Mr. HILL submitted the following resolutions: 

Resolved, That all the responsibilities and debts 
incurred by the Postmaster General in executing 
that part of his duty, prescribed by a law of Con- 
gress, which requires that he shall ‘* provide for 
the carriage of the mail on all post roads that are 
or may be established by law,” and ‘that he 
* shall pay all expenses which may arise in con- 
* ducting the Post Office, and in the conveyance of 
* the mail, and all other necessary expenses arising 
ton the collection of the revenues and manage- 
“ment of the General Post Office,” are good and 
valid and binding on the Department of the Gen- 4} 
eral Post Office; that the faith of the said depart- | 
ment is lawfully pledged to the discharge of all 
such debts to the full amount of its receipts; and 
that any law of Congress, which shall divert those 
receipts to any other purpose than the discharge | 
of such debts, while any shall remain unpaid, will 
be unjust and improper. 

Resolved, That the law of the United States 
(with the exception of unproductive routes, as | 
particularly specified,) leaves it entirely in the 
discretion of the Postmaster Genera! how often, 

and in what manner, whether in carriages, by 

single horses, or otherwise, the mail of the United 

Pea shall be carried over post roads established 
law. 

TResolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be | 
instructed to report the aggregate of the expense 
that has been incurred by the Committee on the 

: Post Office and Post Roads, over and above -the 
ordinary pay during each session of the members 
of said committee, as Senators—distinguishing the 
amount expended during the session of the Senate 
from the amount expended during the recess— 
the daily pay, and pay for travel, allowed to their 
secretary, clerks, or accountants, and all other 
persons by them employed, or called on as wit- 
neases—designating the per diem, travel, and 
amount paid to each individual by name. 


LIGHT-HOUSE ON MOBILE POINT. 


Mr. KING, of Alabama, pursuant to notice, 
and on leave given, introduced a bill making an 
appropriation for the erection of a light-house on | 
Mobile Point, and placing buoys in Mobile Bay; 
which, on his motion, was read twice, considered | 
as in Committee of the Whole, and ordered to be | 
engrossed for a third reading. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. NAUDAIN, from the Committee on 
Claims, made unfavorable reports upon the me- | 
morials of John ©. Fitzpatrick and James Nichol- 
son, and the committee Were discharged from the 
further consideration of those subjects, 


Mr. MOORE, from the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, to which was referred a memorial from 
the Legislature of Alabama, on the subject, re- 
ported a bill authorizing the ciiizens of townships | 
where the 16ch section has been disposed of, to | 
enter other lands in lieu thereof; which was read | 
the first time, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Military | 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Catharine | 
E. Clitherel, widow of Dr. George Clitherel; which | 
was read the first time, and ordered to a second 
reading, 

REDUCTION OF EXECUTIVE PATRONAGE. 


Mr. CALHOUN, from the select committee to 
which was referred the resolution directing an 
inquiry into the extent of executive patronage, į 
and the expediency and practicability of reducing | 
the same, &c., made a report, in part, accompanied | 
by a bill to regulate the deposites of the public | 


money inthe State banks. Also, a joint resolu- | 


tion recommending an alteration of the Constitu- 


| late the deposites was read twice, and 


tion, so as to allow the distribution of the surplus | 


revenue accruing for the coming seven years, || 


among the several States. The committee also 
reported the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be directed to report to the Senate, at the com- 
mencement of the next session of Congress, what 
duties under twenty per cent. ad valorem, as pro- | 
vided by the sixth section of the act of the 2.1 of | 
March, 1833, entitled «* An act to modify the act | 
tof the 14th of July, 1832, and all other acts im- 
‘posing duties on imports,” can be reduced or | 
repealed consistently with a due regard to the | 
manufacturing interest; and an estimate of the 
probable amount of the reduction. | 

Mr. CALHOUN moved that the joint resclu- 
tion have a second reading at this time, for the | 
purpose of reference. 

Mr. BENTON objected; when the bill to regu- 


On motion of Mr. CALHOUN, made the 
‘special order of the day for Thursday next. i 

Mr. CALHOUN then moved that the report | 
jast read be printed, together with the report of | 
the select committee of 1826, on the same subject, | 
for the use of the Senate. y 

Mr. POINDEXTER rose, he said, for the pur- 
pose of making an additional motion for printing 
thirty thousand extra copies of the report now | 
made, and the same number of the report made in 
1826 on the same subject. [Je was, he said, deeply 
impressed with the view of the subject taken by 
the committee. For one, he begged leave to return 
his thanks to them for their labors. The question 
now submitted to the nation was whether power 
is to be perpetuated in the hands of him who now | 
wields it, and the one he may select as his succes- 
sor. A misplaced cogfidence prevailed through- 
out this country; the people were slow to believe 
that the manin whom they confided with the utmost 
confidence, should be capable of subc unheard-of 
encroachments upon the liberties of the coun- 
try, whose destinies were now unhappily lodged 
in his hands, This view of executive patronage, i 
arising from its own constructions of power, was 
most alarming and dangerous. ‘The doctrines of į 
the protest, so called, claimed for the Executive 
the entire control of the public treasures, of the 
public property, and the performance of all the 
publie duties, and by virtue of powers preéxisting 
before the Constitution of the United States. The 
President claimed the exercise ofthese powers under 
that part of the Constitution which declares that 
all executive power shall be vested in the Presi- 
dent. But the knowing ones, fearing these doc- 
trines might not be xs palatable to the people as 
was expected, contrived to send forth a kind of 
supplementary message. Congress may legislate 
concerning the public property, but the President 
reserved by his veto an absolute control over the 
whole aa the individual representative of the 
Government, although forty thousand aids have 
been given him, to whom he claims they alone 
are respoysivle. The Constitution gives him no 
authority over the publictreasure other than to draw 
his quarter salary and to spend itas he pleases. 
How did he, then, get hold of them? Why, by 
removal and appointment. By this means the | 
President put his fingers into the public treasures 
and distributed them to whom he pleased. If the 
King of England (said Mr. P.) should mete out 
the public treasures in this manner, giving a favor 
now to Manchester, now to London, now to one, | 
and now to another—if he should take such a | 
course, his head would pay the forfeit. But we, ! 
in this country, had suffered the President to take | 
possession of the treasury without the least resist- | 
ance. And why wasit? Because the press of | 
the country was purchased up to support every- | 
thing, right or wrong. 


departments cf Government under his control, | 
but, also, even the judicial department. He had | 
only to remove those who dared to disobey, and | 
appoint those who would yield to his will. Mr. | 
P. concluded by expressing his thanks to the com- | 
mittee for the investigation they had made, l 
Mr. KING, of Georgia, said that if he declined ! 
following. the Senator from Mississippi through 
the range he had taken on the wrongful exercise | 
of executive power, he hoped he would find | 
a sufficient apology in the fact, that in no part | 


|| the object of such orders, 
i| himself, on reflection, would consent to five thou- 


|i the subject of the report. 
By means of bis power of i! 
removal, the President had not only all the other |! 


of the report was the President’s construction of 
the Constitution doubted. He hoped, also, he 
might be pardoned for the suggestion, that the 
committee did not expect a discussion of sucha 
character on the presentation of the report. Not 
knowing—or rather having: forgetten—that the 
report would probably be presented this morning, 
he had neglected to furnish himself with some 
information which would be necessary to sustain 
him in a few comments which he intended to make 
upon some branches of the report, and which he 
should make on a future occasion. But the mo- 
tion which had been made, seemed to call atten- 
tion now to one feature of the report. 

Sir, (said Mr. K.,) I wish it expressly under- 
| stood that Í am in favor of a reduction of the 
| expenses of this Government. And whenever 
a reasonable proposition was, made, from the 
north or south, from any part or any party, the 
object of which was to effect this desirable end, 
he was prepared to concur in it; and that (said 
| Mr. K.) is the very reason I am opposed to this 
motion which was to print twenty thousand-— 
(some one near mentioned thirty thousand.) Thir- 
| ty thousand (declared Mr. K.) was more than he 
: had understood it. He had the same objection to . 
thirty thousand that he had to the printing of 
thirty millions. That objection was, that it was 
an abominable waste of the public treasure. What 
was the subject of our deliberation? Jt was the 
wasteful expenditure of the public money, as well 
as executive patronage, which in fact only grew 
out of it. 

If, then, (said Mr. K.,) the expenses of the 
Government have lately increased to an enormous 
extent—if they have greatly increased between 


i| 1825 and 1833, as stated in the report, which he 


believed to be true—his intention was, when the 
report came up again, to show where the increase 
originated, and was determined that the responsi- 
bility should rest where it ought to rest, arid was 
not to be attributed to the Executive. Whata 
spectacle did this exhibit from day to day? The 
Senate had been a week making war on the extras 
of the Post Office Department.. They were now 
warring against the extravagance of the Execu- 
tive, and whilst brandishing the ‘sword in one 
hand in defence of the public treasure, against the 
ravages of the Executive, we were with the other 
slipping it into our own pockets, or scattering it 
in profuse and wasteful extravagance. 

Mr. K., after enumerating a few features in the 
report which he intended hereafter briefly to com- 
ment upon, principally in the language and rea- 
soning, said it was not his purpose further to trou- 
ble the Senate at that time upon the merits of the 
report, in the conclusions of which he mainly 
agreed. Hie concluded by a hope'that the extraor- 
dinary number of extra copies proposed by the 
Senator from Mississippi, would not be agreed to, 
as every copy over five thousand for distribution 
would be useless waste, as the report was short, 
and before even five thousand extras could be 
printed, it would be in all respectable journals in 
the United States. THe said he had another ob- 
jection to the printing of so large a number. It 
would counteract a principal object of the commit- 
; tee who wished to avoid giving a party character 
i to the report. These orders for printing so large 
i a number of extras, he said, were looked upon 
generally as efforts to give a party importance to 


i, the document, and nine times out of ten, it was 


He hoped the Senator 


i sand extras, which he thought as many as would 
answer any useful purpose. 

Mr. BENTON spoke for nearly two hours on 
[We hope to be able 
to give a full report of his speech at some future 


day. 
Mr. LEIGH 
originating the 


said that the credit or discredit of 
| proposition to divide the surplus 
| revenue, among the States did not belong to this 
i committee, but to the President of the United 
States. Mr. L. said his attention was turned to 
the message in consequence of the speech of the 
| honorable gentleman from Missouri. 

{Mr. L. read extracts from the President’s mes- 
sage of 1830-"31.] 

Mr. CALHOUN had but little to say; he in- 
tended only to allude to that part of the subject 


had been blamed, he said, fur not going into th 
cause of the eviland showing the manner in which 
these abuses had sprung up. 
qaste opinions, nor plunge into the history of the 
past; it was unnecessary; the abuses did exist, 
and the honorable Senator [Mr. Bewrox] had 
acknowledged it. That honorable Senator had 
raised his voice againstit in its infancy; and why 
was he now silent on the increase of that power | 
to such enormous magnitude? It was matter of 
astonishment that the honorable Senator did not | 
step forth and stem the overwhelming current. | 

Mr. C. went on to show that a large surplu 


would be left in the Treasery after defrayiog the n 
Hie sad there |: 

would be $3,600,000 remaining; and contended | 
* that the report of the Secretary of the Treasury | 


expenses of the Government. 


u North Caroline; 


i a i| Messrs. MARSHALL, POPE, LYON, and 
He did not wish to |. 


Messrs. SPEIGHT and W. B. S 


JOHNSON, of Kentucky; , 
_[Mr. Lrox, of Kentucky, presented the petition 
of Alexander McDaniel, Leonard Jones, and 
| others, who profesg to have attained the power of 
; endless existence on this earth, and praying for a 


|i grantof publicland on the Mississippi, whereupon 


į to erect a city of refuge; the grant to extend only 
_ during the natural life of McDaniel, who is now 
| sixty-four years of age, and in case of his death to 


| revert to the Government, with all the improve- 
The petition was referred to the || 


ments thereon. 
Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
primed, 

H 


Messrs. DICKINSON and DUNLAP, of Ten- 


was fallacious; that it was intended to retain large |) 
sums in the Treasury. i 
Mr. C. then explained the manner in which he |} 


had made his, calculations for retrenchments; that | 
he had made the year 1823 the basis of his esti- | 
mate. 
party feelings; he was anxious to be silent as to 
party; he only looked to the future; if he had 
unconsciously Stepped on party grounds, he only 
took facta as he found them. He denied ever 
having joined in prophesying national bankruptcy; 
on the contrary, he had during the jast session 
calculated the revenues arising from duties to 
exceed sixteen millions. 

Before he set down, Mr. C. said he would 
acknowledge the compliment paid to the report by 
the motion to print so largea number. For him- 


self he was not anxious as to the number; he :: 
i, and labor done on the Cumberland road, west of 
i Louisiana, in the State of Ohio. He also presented 


would leave it to his friends to decide. 
‘The motion to print was then reduced to the 
number usually printed of the report of 1626, and 
ten thousand extra copies of that just presented. 
Upon this question, Mr. HILL demanded the | 
yess and nays; which were ordered, and are as | 
follows; 
YEAS--Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Black, Brown 


Buchanan, Calhoun, Cuthbert, Ewing, Golds- |: 


borough, Grundy, Hendricks, Kane, King of 


Alabama, Leigh, Linn, McKean, Mangum, Nau- ` 
Robinson, |! 


dain, Poindexter, Porter, Robbins, 


Silsbee, Smith, Southard, Tipton, Tomlinson, į; 


Tyler, and White—29. 


NAYS—Messrs. Hill, King of Georgia, Mor- ` 


ris, Shepley, Tallmadge, and Wright=—6. 
The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


On motion of Mr. SEVIER, a bill from the | 
Senate for the completion of certain roads in the | 
Territory of Arkansas was read twice, and com- | 
mitted to the Committee of Ways and Means. | 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Petitions and memorials were presented by— 


Mr. HUBBARD, dof New Hampshire; 


Messrs. EVERETT, GORHAM, and REED, | 


of Massachusetts; 
i Messrs. PEARCE and BURGES, of Rhode | 
sland; 

Messrs. BARBER, JACKSON, and YOUNG, 
of Connecticut: 

Messrs. PEARSON, CAMBRELENG, CRA- 
MER, TURRILL, HARD, HUNTINGTON, 


York; 
{Mr. Many, of New York, presented the me- 


morial of H Sternberg, of the State of New York, | 


praying for the passage of a law to reward him 


for certain discoveries which he represents he has |. 


made in medical philosophy. Referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary.} 

Messrs. HIESTER, BANKS, GALBRAITH, 
MUHLENBERG, McKENNAN, BINNEY, 


WATMOUGH, SUTHERLAND, HARPER, |! 


and BEAUMONT, of Pennsylvania; 

Messrs. HEATH, THOMAS, and McKIM, 
of Maryland; 

Messrs. CHINN, WISE, and ARCHER, of 


Virginia; 


He disclaimed any intention to excite | 


ji 
| 


| nessee; 


petition, informed the House this was the third 


the le 


| Whole House on the state of the Union, who had 
: charge of the bill providing for the establishment 
of a marine hospital at Baliimore, Meraphis, and 
oiher places; which reference was accordingly 
made. 


i Messrs. MITCHELL, THOMSON, PAT- 


i CRANE, of Ohio; 
_. (Mr. MiırcueLL presented additional testimony 
in relation to the claim of Adam Smith, for work 


the memorial of Seth Adams, of Zanesville, pray- 
ing indemnity for French spoliations prior to the 
year 1800; which were referred to appropriate 
committees. } 

{Mr. Parrerson presented a petition fora mail 
‘ route from Tiffin to Sandusky City, in the State of 
: Ohio. Also, the claims of Henry St. John, of the 
' State of Ohio, asking indemnity for the loss of a 
horse during the last war.] 

[On motion of Mr. Tuomson, of Ohio, a state- 
; ment of Mr. Gill, engineer, giving a description of 
| the merits of the summit of the Sandy and Beaver 


Ohio canal, was referred to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals, and ordered to be printed.] 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana; 
Messrs. CARR, KINNARD, and HANNE- 
| GAN, of Indiana; 


‘| {Mr. Carr presented a memorial and joint reso- 


i, 4 : eae 
| the S f Ind 
Moxpay, February 9, 1835. |: lution of the Legislature of the State of Indiana, 


soliciting measures to be taken to extinguish the 
Indian title to lands in said State, and to remove 
‘the Indians from her border; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. J 


; the establishmentof an agency at Indianapolis, for 


| 
| 
| 
i the payment of pensioners. 
Mr. PARKS, of Maine; | 
i 
| 
i 
fi 
| 


Also, additional documents in support of the 
| petition of James Calvin. : 

Also, the petition of citizens of Indiana, for the 
establishment of a post route therein mentioned.] 
| (Mr. Hanxeaan presented the petition of Mrs. 
| Mary Becket, for arrears of pension due her late 
husband, Humphrey Becket, deceased; which was 


i referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 


| Claims.] 


i 
| Messrs. CAGE and PLUMMER, of Missis- 
LAY, HAZELTINE, and MANN, of New | sippi 


is 


ippt; 
eee CASEY, REYNOLDS, and MAY, of 


t Illinois; 


(Mr. Casey introduced the memorial of the 
Legislature of Illinois, praying the establishment 
| of a surveyor general’s office for the State; which, 
i on his motion, was referred to the same Commit- 
! tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
‘to which was referred the bill “to establish a sur- 
veyor general’s office for the State of Lllinois.”” 
Mr. Casey also presented a memorial of the 
i Legislature of Hlinois, praying the privilege of 
' relinquishing sections numbered 16, where they 


| are found to be unfit for cultivation, and locating |) 


_ other lands in lieu thereof; which was referred to 


i the Committee on the Public Lands.] 


(Mr. Desar, after stating the substance of the | 


petition he had presented to the Elcuse on the same ! 
| subject—that the letter accompanying the petition | 
i informed him that of all the persons at the date of | 
r in the hospital at Memphis, there was | 
‘| not one of them a citizen of Tennessee. Fle moved 
‘i the reference of the petition to a Committee of the 


) TERSON, VINTON, BELL, WEBSTER, and |} 


canal, compared with the licking summit of the : 


(Mr. Kiynarp presented a joint resolution of 
| the General Assembly of Indiana, recommending 


General Assembly of the State of Minois, praying 


Louis, in Missouri. The memorial states; that 
lands over which this road is to pass, have been 
in market for many years, and remak unsold— 


| the. means of bringing those lands into market, and 
thereby be of service to the General Government 
i| that the United States mail-is now conveyed on 
|l this road from Shawneetown to St. Louis, .and 
that it is a great burden on the people to keep.said 
road in repair for stages—that on this considera- 
i tion the General Government would be induced to 
| assist in the repair of said road.] 

i, _ (Mr. May presented a joint resolation of the 
Legislature of the State of Hlinois, asking a far- 
ther donation of land, to aid the State in effecting 
a communication between Lake Michigan and the 
| Illinois river. 

‘ Also, a joint resolution from the same body, 
| praying that the provisions of the preémption law 
of 1834 be extended to all persons now settled 
| upon the public lands; which resolutions, on his 
i! motion, were referred to the Committee on Public 
1; Lands. ] : 
Mr. MARDIS, of Alabama. ; 
Which petitions and memorials were app 
| ately referred. 


RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


On motion of Mr. CHILTON, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be in&tructed to inquire into the 
|| expediency of establishing a post route from Mon- 
;roe post office, in Hart county, Kentucky, to 
| Lafayette, in Barren county, and thence to Gretna 
| Green, in Green county, of the same State. ; 
| On motion of Mr. MARSHALL, 
| Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be in- 
|í structed to inquire into the propriety of allowing 
i| payment to William Jones, for a horse lost in the 
service of the United States during the late war, 


| 
H 
H 
i 


| were re 
of Congress, together with those now 
ii be referred to said committee. 

|| On motion of Mr. VINTON, 

l Resolved, That the Committee on Public 


tol is situated, westwardly to the foot 
descending towards the canal. 


On motion of Mr. WEBSTER, 

Resolved, That the Committee onthe 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into ‘the 
expediency of establishing a mail route from Day- 
ton, Ohio, by Liberty, Farmersville, Winchester, 
i and Newcome, to Oxford, in the same State. 
On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
| and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
! expediency of providing by law for the transpor- 
tation of a daily mail between New Orleans and 
Mobile. ; 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 
| Canals be instructed to inquire into the expedien- 
i cy of making an appropriation to survey the route 
| designated for a railroad, from Point Coupee to 
: Opelousas court-house, in the State of Louisiana. 


| On motion of Mr. REYNOLDS, 


t . . . . . ki 
' Pensions be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 


_ ency of creating, in the State of Hlinois, one other 
| pension agency, so that there will betwo agencies 
|in that State. ; 
| On motion of Mr. MeCARTY; 


| structed to inquire into the expediency of granting 
i indemnity to Samuel C. Duncan, for losses by him 
! sustained, on a contract for excavations and fillings 
Í on the east and west banks of -the east branch of 
| White water, on the Cumberland road, in Indiana; 
| and that the papers on the files of the House, 
[presented at the last session of Congress, upon 
: this subject, be again referred to said committee. 

| Mr. HEATH offered the following resolution; 


which, under the rule, lies one day: : 
Resolved, That the Secretary of State be re- 


} 
li 


and that the evidences relating thereto, which. 
ferred to said committee at the last session | 
presented, ~ 


[Mr. Reywoxps presented a memorial from: thë” 


the Congress of the United States to éstablish a- : 
public road from Shawneetown, in Ilinois,.to St o > 


that a road in this section of the State. would be `: 


« 


ropri- 


Build-, 

ngs be instructed to inquire into the expediency, 
| of extending the public square on which the Capi- : 
of the slope. 


Post Office” 


|} Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary 


Resolved, That the Committee of Claims. be in- < 


. 
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quested to communicate to this House such in- 
formation as his department may possess, and 
copies of any correspondence that may have taken 
place between this Government, or any of its 
agents, with the European Governments, on the 
subjects of their quarantine regulations. P 


Mr. LUCAS offered the following resolutions; 
which, under the rule, lie one day: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested 
to report:'to this House what officers, if any, have , 
been taken from the line of the army and com- 
missioned.in the general staff, with rank therein 
since the reorganization of the army, under the 
act entitled “An act to reduce and fix the mili- 
tary peace establishment, approved March 2d, 
1621,” and in such form as to show the rank 
and date of appointments in the staff; the regi- 
mental rank and date of commissions; when taken 
from the line; and if promoted in their regiments 

‘whilst holding rank in the staff, the same to be 
specified. 

Resolved also, That the Secretary of War in-, 
form this House what regimental officers now held | 
appointments ih the general staff of the army, if |, 
any, which do not confer rank in such manner as | 
to show the denominations and date of such staff | 
appointments, as well as the ratk and dates of 
commissions in their respective regiments. 


ELECTION OF PRINTER. 


Mr. McKINLEY, on leave, submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution: i 

Resolved, That this House will, on Thursday 
next, proceed to the election of printer to the | 
House of Representatives of the next Congress. 

Mr. ROBERTSON said he hoped the resolution 
would not be adopted. A few days ago, he had 
himself offered a resolution providing for the abo- 
lition of the office of printer, both to the House | 
of Representatives and the Senate of the United 
States; and he hoped it would be the pleasure of 
the House to consider this resolution before pro- 
ceeding to adopt that of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, binding the House to proceed to the elec- || 
tion of this officer on a given day. If it were the 

Jeasore of this FHlouse, Mr. R. would regard it 
incumbent upon him, at that time, to submit to 
the House, briefly and concisely, the views which 
had Jed him to the conclusion that the office in 
question ought to be abolished, and which would 
recommend his own resolution to*the favorable 
attention of the House. 

The CHAIR remarked that it would not be in 
order, the subject under consideration being the 
resolution of the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. ROBERTSON asked leave of the House | 
to proceed, 

The CHAIR said the gentleman might proceed 
to offer any remarks applicable to the resolution 
just presented. 

Mr. ROBERTSON was notaware of the precise ! 
mode by which he could attain his object, but he 
had supposed it would be in order, in discussing 
the propriety of the resolution offered by the gen- | 
tleman from Alabama, to show what was the 
purpose of one, relating to the same subject, of- 
fered by himself on Saturday. The more so, as 
the latter proposed to abolish the office itself, for 
the appointment of which the other had set apart 
a given time. Ee should not occupy much time 
in urging the reasons which had induced him to 
propose that resolution to the House. : 

There were a few considerations that at once pre- | 
sented themselves in connexion with this question. 
It had been said that there was, in point of fact, 
no such office as that of printer to the ELouse, or |} 
printer to the Senate; that it was nothing more 
than a mere contract; and that the mode of ap- 
pointment, by which he was elected annually or 
biennially, was nothing more than the designation : 
of the individual with whom the contract was | 
made. To his mind, however, it appeared to pes- 
sess all the features that constituted an officer in | 
its most comprehensive sense; like other officers, 
he was regularly nominated, brought into compe- | 
tition with other candidates, and was elected by | 
regular ballot. In this point of view he was an i| 
officer; and the question then presented. itself, | 
which was amply discussed on a. former day, |! 
whether he was properiy an officer belonging to | 
the Government of the United States, or a peculiar | 
officer of the respective Houses to which they li 


| productive of the reverse. 


Februar y 9, 


were elected, If he be an officer of the Govern- 
ment, he can nly be so from being designated as 
such in the Constitution of the United States, or 
because he had been, under the Constitution, cre- 
ated by law. Now, the printer to either House 
of Congress was not a constitutional officer of the 
United States, because he was nowhere designated 
in that instrument; nor, so far as Mr. R. was able 
to find, was there any law by which he had been 
made such. There was certainly a joint resolu- 
tion of the two Houses providing for the time and 
manner of his election; but a resolution was no 
law, and ought not to be regarded as of the same 
force. The constitutional provision authorizing 
the creation of offices by law, could not be set 
aside or obviated by a mere resolution. 

The next question was, whether the printer to 
the House was a peculiar officer of the House 
itself ? 7 

The Constitution authorized each Fouse to elect 
its own officers, but that provision never could 
have contemplated the right in each House to 
create as many officers as they choose. 
only have referred to such officers as were ggeces- 
sary and essential to the organization of the body, 
and over which they must necessarily have con- 


trol. Such were the Speaker, the Clerk, Sergeant- į 


at-Arms,&c. Was the public printer an officer of 
this description? Could we pretend that he was? 
We could not. 
Government the Flouse had been regularly organ- 
ized without any such officer. But what was the 


It could | 


For the first thirty years cf our | 


argument on the other side? Why, that the public | 


printing must be provided for by law, and that | 


Congress must necessarily have its printing ex- 
ecuted. He-freely acknowledged that there was 
a necessity that Congress should have its printing 
executed; but it was equally necessary that Con- 
gress should have a room, and that that room 
should be furnished with seats, stationery, &c., 
for their use; but it did not, therefore, follow 
that they must elect officers under the designa- 
tions architect, stationer, and upholsterer, to each 
House. But even were it so, that the printer was 
regarded as the peculiar officer of the Efouse, 
there arose this objection, which he had never yet 
heard answered, although often urged in that 
House: What right had one Congress to elect an 
officer who was a peculiar officer of the House, to 
hold his office at the ensuing Congress? They 
would have as much right to elect the Speaker, 
Clerk, Sergeant-at-Arms, or Chaplain, as the 
Printer, if he be considered an officer of the 
House. ; 

But there were even more. important objections 
to the adoption of the resolution of the gentleman 
from Alabama than those founded on the constitu- 
tional right of that House to create or fill such an 
office as that of public printer, and which would 
be removed by the adoption of that offered by 
Mr. R.on Saturday. It would remove from that 
Fouse what he thought very essential should long 
ago have been removed from it—the ground of the 
strong party excitement that always took place, 
and produced such angry discussion for the mas- 
tery of the public press by one or the other of the 
contending parties. 
printing ought to be provided for in such a man- 
ner, that he who looked to it should look to it only 
as concerned the public good, and the only thing 
to be looked to by that House should be the con- 
duct of the printer, not for the benefit of any polit- 
ical party, but for the benefit of the community. 
His plan would do this; and ifadopted, would avoid 


| what invariably took place—an excited debate and 


Mr. S. conceived the public | 


an angry discussion, calculated to do no good, but | 


He was for placing the 
office in the hands of him who would execute the 
duty best. Why was it that they did not find it 
necessary, in regard to other contracts, or essential 
for the good government of the country, to elect 
other officers upon party principles? Mr. R. would 
have the press as the Constitution of his country 


| intended it should be, free and unshackled—not 


merely free from the force and influence of the 
Government, but free from that more dangerous 
influence to be exerted by means of the public 
money. He would have the press untrammelled, 
unshackled, the palladium of our liberty and of 
our rights, and no longer the vehicle of dirty 
abuse and disgusting slander. The press should 
be protected from the effects of this influence, as 


well as from that patronage exerted by different 
branches of the Government. Whatcould beeg- 
pected from a printer to the House, to the Senate, 
and to the Executive or the Administration, but 
that every abuse committed by every one of these 
departments would be overlooked or vindicated 
by the,printer to each? There was no doubt that 
the public press of this country would be at all 
times sufficiently under the control of party; but he 
trusted in God that parties woutd be allowed to 
fight their own battles by themselves, and not have 
the influence and patronage of the Government 
| thrown in their way. 

Upon these grounds, and solely upon these 
grounds, (said Mr..R.,) he had submitted his prop- 
| osition on Saturday last; and in doing so, he looked 
o the support of no printer of any party. It 
proposed to distribute the printing among those ' 
who would faithfully execute the work; and he 
hoped the resolution offered that morning would 
not be received; and he would also beg leave to 
state, that a motion was then pending in the other 
branch to dispense with the joint resolution under 
which the printer to that body was elected. 

The CHAIR said it was not in order to allude 
to the proceedings of the other House. 

Mr. R. said he had merely adveited to the fact; 
! and having said all he intended, he again reiter- 
| ated the hope that the [Iouse would not adopt the 
resolution of the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND moved to amend the res- 
olution by inseriing the words ‘viva voce.” 

Mr. McKINLEY accepted the amendment. 

Mr. McKINLEY then proceeded, He did not 
know that it was necessary at that time to enter 
into a discussion upon the question whether the 
printer to the House of Representatives was an 
officer or not; or to inquire whether a joint reso- 
| lation had the force and validity of a law. 

Mr. C. ALLAN called for the orders of the 
day, but the House did not second the motion, 
the hour devoted to morning business not having 
expired. 

Mr. McKINLEY resumed. It was a little sin- 
gular, that whenever this question came up, there 
was alwaysa disposition by those who had not the 
power to elect, to interrupt its course by raising 
the question that it was not proper for one Con- 
gress to elect a printer for the ensuing one. He 
would admit that this House had not the right 
| to impose a printer upon the next House of 
Representatives against its will; and he would 
freely admit that it belonged exclusively to the 
House of Representatives to elect their own offi- 
cers, and that had always been his opinion; and 
he would go further, and say he believed that the 
next House would have the right to accept or 
i reject the printer elected for them, as they might 

think fit. But as the present practice had existed 

for some fifteen or sixteen years, during six or 
seven Congresses, why should they now all at 
once stop in proceeding to this election, merely 
because a portion of an opposition think other- 
wise? Mr. McK. then alluded to what he had 
understood had fallen from Mr. Rozerrson, with 
reference to the impropriety of electing editors of 
newspapers, and suid he considered it a question 
altogether for those who elected the printer, and 
saw no reason why they should be proscribed, 
whether he was the editor of a paper or not. ` 

Mr. ROBERTSON explained, and said he must 
have been misapprehended, for neither in his 
remarks nor in the resolution, had he contem- 
plated any proscription. Ele asked leave that the 
resolution be read; and 

Mr. McKINLEY giving way, they were read 
accordingly. 

Mr. McKINLEY continued. He may have 
misapprehended a part of the language of the res- 
olution, but he believed himself correct, that the 
gentleman in his remarks complained that public 
patronage ought not to be extended to editors of 
newspapers. It seemed, however, that if the 
printer were nota friend of the Administration, 
there was no danger of his being bribed. Indeed, 
experience had proved that the gentleman was 
mistaken, for he thought the present printers to 
this House could not be charged with undue par- 
tiality to the present Administration. He still 
believed the House of Representatives to be the 
proper body to designate their own printer, ac- 
‘ cording to the resolutions of 1819 and 1627. The 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


the right of being a candidate for the office, | 
whether he was the editor of a newspaper or not, |i 

Mr. McK. after some further remarks, said he | 
felt di-posed to go into the election of a public | 
printer; and he hoped thet one friendly to the 
National Administration would be appointed. He | 
also maintained the principle of electing that cfi- 
cer vive voce. ; 

Jhe aiscussion of the resolution was here {| 
arrested by a motion, by Mr. ©. ALLAN, to | 
proceed to the consideration of the orders of the | 
day; which was carried. 

ROADS IN ARKANSAS. f 

Mr. McKINLEY, from the Committee of: 
Ways and Means, reported, withont amendment, || 
the Lill from the Senate to provide for completing `i 
certain roads in the Territery of Arkansas. i 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- | 
lowing message from the President of the United | 
States; which was referred to the Committee on ‘i 
the Pablic Lands: f i 

Wasnineton, February 6, 1835. 
To the House of Representatives: 

1 submit to Congress a report from the Secre- ! 
tary of War, containing the evidence of certain |, 
claims, reservations under the 14-h article of the || 
treaty of 1630, with the Choctaws, which the |; 
lucaung sgent has reserved from sale, in conform- |: 
ity with instructions from the President, who did :i 
nut consider himself authorized to direct this loca- +) 
tion. H 

Should Congress consider the claims just, it ;i 
wiil be proper to pass a law authorizing their | 
location, or satisfying them in some other way. 

ANDREW JACKSON, 

Mr. PLUMMER said that, at the last session 
of Congress, the Committee on the Public Lands |; 
on the part of the Senate were instructed to inves- ¿i 
tigate the conduct of the land offices in Mississippi, 
and the chairman of that committee was author- 
ized to conduct the investigation during the recess. 
The result of that investigation has been reported || 
to the Senate, and is contained in Senate document 4| 
No. 22. Among other matters inquired into daring |: 
the investigation was the conduct of Colonel | 
George W. Martin, the agent who made the loca- | 
_ tions reʻerred to in the message just read. His; 
character, where his conduct is not known, has f 
suffered under the charge. Mr. P. had read the |. 
testimony, and so far as he was capable of judging |}; 
from a thorough examination of the subject, he | 
considered that the agent stood honorably acquit- | 
ted from anything like fraudulent or improper | 
conduct in the discharge of his duties. To pre- 
vent the charge of fraud against the agent from || 
being raised tv the prejudice of the claimants, and | 
that the conduct of the agent may be fully before i 
the committee in its aggravated form, he moved : 
that so much of the testimony as related to the | 
official conduct of Colonel Martin, be referred to: 
the same committee to which the message of the fi 
President had been referred. | 

The moticn was agreed to. ii 

i 
i 


i 


Ar. DICKINSON suggested that the reference |: 
just made more properly belonged to the Com- | 
mittee on Indian Affairs, particularly as subjects |. 
connected with it were already before that com- |; 
mittee. Ele would move that che papers be refer- -; 
red to the Committee on Indian Affairs, instead of | 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

The CHAIR said this could only be done by 
unanimous consent, or by a reconsideration of the 
vote referring the subject to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. y 

Mr. PLUMMER objected to the motion. 

Mr. CAGE moved a reconsideration of the | 
vote, 

Mr. PLUMMER thought the Committee on 
Public Lands the most appropriate reference, and 
should therefore vote agninst a reconsideration, 
bat had no- particular objections to the subject 
going to the Committee on Indian Affairs, if that | 
should be the desire of the House. | i 

The nion te reconsider prevailed, and the 

t 


i 
ł 
` relative to, and fixing the boundary lines of, the 
States of Ohio, Iinois, and Indiana. . 

On the subject of this amendment, a question of 


order arose, which was debated at great length, 


i 
i 


documents were referred to the Committee on In» | 


i 
i 
dian Affairs. i 


: tion of the Cumberland road; 


gee and St. Mark’s, in Florida. 


mittee of the Senate, was reconsidered, and the 


SENATE BILLS. 


The following bills from the Senate were read 
twice, and committed: 


A bill in addition to an act for the relief of the | 
legal représentatives of Lucy Bond and Hannah | 


Douglass; and 
A bill for the relief of Duncan L. Clinch. 
The amendments proposed by the Senate to the 


i resolution from the Llouse to provide for the sale 
i of the lion and two borses presented to the Amer- 
i ican Consul at Tangiers by the Emperor of Mo- 


rocco, were concurred in. 
BILES PASSED. 


The following bills were read the third time, | 
|i and passed: 


A bill from the Senate to continue the office of 
Commissioner of Pensions; 
A bill amendatory of the act for the continua- 


A bill to change the time of holding the district 


i: courts of the United States for the Western dis- 
|| trict of Virginia, holden at Clarksburg; 


A biil to establish a pension agency south of 


:, Green river, in the State of Kentucky; 


A bill making an appropriation for the purchase 
of two hundred copies of the fac simile accounts of 


| General Washington; 


A bill for the benefit of John Cullins; 


A bill granting a pension to Amasa A. Tift; | 


A bill for the relief of Harvey Reynolds and 


John Casey; 


A bill for the relief of Josiah Westlake; 
A bill granting a pension to Isaac Janvier; 
A bill for the relief of Josiah H. Brown and 


k John Conkin; and 


A bil to restore to certain invalid pensioners 


i: the amount of pensions by them relinquished. 


On motion ef Mr. HUBBARD, the bill for the 


_ relief of Thomas Simpson was recommitted to the 


Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
THE TERRITORIES. 


This day being specially set apart for the con- 
sideration of biils relating to the Territories, Mr. 


ALLAN, of Kentucky, moved to commit to a |} 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
the several bills in relation to the Territories, 
which had been referred to a Committee of the 
Whole House; which was agreed to 
COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE. 


The House then, on -motion of Mr. ALLAN, 


i: of Kentucky, resolved itself into a Committee of |: 


the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Pore 
in the chair,) on the following bills: 

A bill making appropriations to improve the 
navigation of certain rivers in the Territory of 


| Florida; 


A bill to provide for the improvement of the 
harbor on Clinton river, in the Territory of Mich- 
igan; 


> A bill from the Senate to provide for certain 


: roads in the Territory of Arkansas; 


A bill from the Senate to improve the harbor at 


! the mouth of the river Raisin, in the Territory of 
: Michigan; 


A bill to authorize the construction of a rail- 


' road through the public lands between Tallahas- 


(This bill was 
amended, on motion of Mr. LYON, by authorizing 
a railroad to be constructed through the public 


ʻi lands in Michigan, &c.} 


A bill to provide for the opening of certain 


+ roads in the Territory of Arkansas, and for other 
i purposes; and ste 
A bill establishing thé territorial government of | 


Wisconsin. 
Mr. LYON moved an amendment to-the latter 
bill: which was agreed to. 


Mr. HAMER submitted another amendment | 


in which various members participated, 


| The CHAIR decided that the question was 
i notin order, inasmuch as it invelved'a question 
„already before the House, in the provisions of ` 
another bill. pete ene 
From this decision Mr. VINTON appealed, = 
i when the subject of order wus again resumed ` 
and discussed by Messrs. VINTON, MASON,” 
ADAMS of Massachusetts, CLAY, WHITE of 
| Florida, LANE, HAMER, LYON of Michigan, 
EWING, ALLEN of Ohio, and others. | - : 
The subject was finally withdrawn from the. 
consideration of the committée, in order ‘tobe 
| renewed in the House after the committee should 
rise. Sk 
5 Mr. REYNOLDS then offered an amendment 
: fixing the boundary line between “the Territore 
i of Wisconsin and the State of Illinois at forty- 
| two degrees and thirty minutes of north latitude. 
|, bis amendment was decided by the- Chair to 
l; be ia order; and was -debated until the hour ‘of 


|| adjournment. 

| Mr. LYON, of Michigan, conceived thisamend- 
ment to be equally objectionable with the onejust 
i withdrawn. IIe could not accept it. 

The amendment was advocated by Messrs.: 
REYNOLDS, HARDIN, EWING, MAY, 
CRANE, HAMER, BINNEY, and ALLEN of 
i Ohio, and opposed by Messrs GAMBLE, BOON, >; - 

J. Q. ADAMS, and MASON of Virginia. °°" wo 
| On motion of Mr. MAY, the committee rose | 
| and reported the bills to the House, with'the ex+ i - 
‘ception of the bill establishing the Territory of 
Wisconsin. j ; i 
|! The House then adjourned. 
| i 
i 


| | AN SENATE. 
Tvrspar, January 10, 1835. 


The CHAIR communicated a letter from the: 
| Secretary of War, in obedience to a resolution of 
i the Senate, accompanied by a report of the en- 
:gineer who made a survey and estimate relative 

to the improvement of the harbor of Trail Creek, 
in Indiana; which, web 

On motion of Mr. TIPTON, was ordered to 
be printed. : i a 

PETITIONS, ETC. : 
| _ Petitions and memorials were presented by . .’ 


|| Messrs, HENDRICKS,CALHOUN,McKEAN, 
| ROBINSON, LEIGH, PRESTON, TOMLIN- 


H 
Hi 


| 
i 
{ 
} 
> 


| SON, ROBBINS, and TIPTON. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. WAGGAMAN, from the select commit-. 
| to which a resolution on the subject was:referred, 
! reported a bill to establish branches of the United: 
States Mint at New Orleans, at Mecklenburg: 
i| county, North Carolina, and another át. Dahlon- 
ega, in Georgia; which was read the first time and 


D ` 
ordered to a second reading, 


Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, reported a bill for the relief 
i of the Alexandria Canal Company. ; 

Mr. TYLER, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill, renewing the charters of certain 

banks in the District of Columbia, fora limited 
i period; which bills were severally read the first 
time and ordered to a second reading. 


Mr. HILL submitted the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be réquested to inform the Senate whether there 
is evidence in the department of the payments 
! made to the officers of the army of the Revolution. 
for the commutation to which they are entitled’ 
in lieu of half-pay for life, or other emoluments, 
|! under the several resolutions of Congress, in all “ 
| cases in which such payments have, in part, been 
| made, or whether the evidence of payment has in 

any, and in what class or classes of cases, been, 
| lost or destroyed. 
| Whether classes of these officers, entitled to 
| commutation, were paid by their respective States, . 
i and the payment so made by the States was sub- 
|| sequently assumed and paid by the General Gov- 
ernment, and if so, whether any record of the 
names of the individual officers so paid by the. 
i States was furnished tc and has been preserved in 
| the department. 
} 


| 
| 
i 


i 
| 
i 
i 
| 
H 
i 


$ 


ji 
H 


Whether, to his knowledge, acts of Congress 


il have passed directing commutation pay to be 


dat 
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made in cases where payment had been previously | 
made, or in cases where the officer was not enti- | 
tled to the commutation under the resolutions of || 
Cong7:s8 before referred to. 

And whether other acts of Congress have been 
passed allowing commutation to officers, or to the |i 
heirs and legal representatives of officers, in cases 
where there is every reason. to believe that pay- 
ment of the same claim had been previously made. | 


Mr. LEIGH, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, made unfavorable reports upon | 
the following cases: The petition of the legal | 
representatives of Richard Dorsey, deceased; the 
petition of the administrator of Captain William 
Sandford, deceased; and the petition of the heirs 
of Captain Jacob Hall, deceased. 


' REORGANIZATION OF THE POST OFFICE 
z DEPARTMENT. 


On motion of Mr. CALILOUN, the Senate pro- |, 
ceeded to the third reading of the bili changing 
the organization of the General Post Office. 

Mr, GRUNDY rose and said that, by the 
instructions of the committee, he moved to fill up 
a blank inthe bill, which was left for the purpose 
of inserting the number of clerks necessary to be 
employed in the General Post Office under the new 
organization. He therefore submitted an amend- 
ment, which he hoped would be agreed to by | 
unanimous consent, fixing the number of clerks in 
the General Post Office at twenty-six, and reducing 
the salary of the messenger to be employed in the 
office of the Commissioner of the Post Office to 
$700, instead of $800, by which, Mr. Grunpy 
said, he would be put upon a footing of equality 
in this respect with other messengers in the execu- 
tive departments. i i 

The amendment was adopted, and the bill was 
then read the third time and passed. 


ia POTOMAC BRIDGE. 


Mr. TYLER, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to which the bill from the House 
relative to the construction of the bridge over the 
Potomac at the city of Washington, and repealing 
all other acts in relation thereto, was referred, 
reported the same without amendment. 

. GEORGE HURLBERT. ` 

The bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of George Hurlbut was read the third time and 
passed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE, ETC., AT MOBILE POINT. 

The bill making an appropriation to erect a 
light-houseat Mobile Point, and to establish buoys 
in Mobile bay, was read the third time and 
passed. 


NAVY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


: On motion of Mr. WEBSTER, the Senate con- 

sidered, as in Committee of the Whole, the bill 
making appropriations for the naval service for 
the year 1835, and no objection having been made, 
it was read the third time and passed. 


AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION. 


On motion of Mr. CALHOUN, the Senate 
considered, as in. Committee of the Whole, the 
joint resolution, reported yesterday by the select 
committee, proposing an amendment of the Con- 
stitution, relative to the distribution of the surplus | 
revenue of the United States; when, on his motion, | 
the resolution was, postponed to, and made the | 
special order for, Thursday next. 


SALARIES OF CUSTOM-HOUSE OFFICERS. 


On motion of Mr. SILSBEE, the Senate post- | 
poned the previous orders, and proceeded to con- | 
sider, as in Committee of thé Whole, the bill fixing 
the number and salaries of the custom-house offi- 
cers of the United Siates. 

Mr. SILSBEE briefly explained the object of 
the bill, which was to fix the number and com- 
pensation of the custom-house officers in the 
United States, and to prevent an inequality which 
existed in the compensation of the subordinate 
officers of the same grade in different parts of.the 


country. 

Mr. SILSBEE then moved severally the follow- |} 
ing amendments to the bill: | 
“The appointment of a surveyor at Jersey City, 1 


‘in the district of New York, at a salary of $800 


per annum; x 

A surveyor at Lynn, in the district of Marble- 
head, at $300 per annum; 

A surveyor at Ocracock, in the Newbern dis- 
trict, at $700 per annum; 

A surveyor at Camden, New Jersey, at $250 per 
annum; g j 

A surveyor at St. Mary’s, in the Annapolis dis- 
trict, $200 per annum. 

These amendments were agreed to. ` 3 

Mr. SILSBEE then moved a further amend- 
ment, ‘‘that all fees now payable by law to all 
collectors, naval officers, and surveyors, or their 
deputies, or those authorized to receive them, shall 
be regularly accounted for quarterly and paid into 
the Treasury by the officers receiving the same;”’ 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. SWIFT offered an amendment requiring 


| temporary officers who received a per diem com- 


pensation, to make a report of. the duties per- 
formed by them, with a statement under oath 
that their duties were necessary to the public 
good. 

? After some conversation between Mr. SHEP- 
LEY, Mr. SILSBEE, and Mr.SWIET, the pro- 


posed amendment was withdrawn by Mr. SWIFT, | 


on the suggestion that the substance of it was 
already contained in the bill. 

Mr. TYLER said he found by this bill that out 
of the fourteen naval officers now established, only 
six were to be retained. That the port of Nor- 
folk was to be deprived of this officer. He con- 


i tended that these officers were necessary as checks 


over the collectors; he therefore proposed so to 
amend the bill as to give a naval officer with a 
salary of $1,000 to the port of Norfolk. Mr. T. 
then read a letter from the Comptroller of the 
Treasury, stating as his opinion, that a naval 
officer ought not to be dispensed with at the port 
of Norfolk. 

Mr. SILSBEE said he was willing, so far as 
respected himself, to have dispensed with all the 
naval officers, but in accordance with the opinion 
of the committee, they had retained six for the six 
principal ports of the country. aa 

Mr. WRIGHT thought these officers were 
necessary at the large ports, and a majority of the 
committee thought they could be dispensed with at 
six or seven ports. Where the receipts were very 
heavy, he operated as a check on the collector, 
by*reviewing and correcting his accounts. The 
amendment went to extend this officer to another 
class of ports not in the contemplation of the com- 
mittee. 7 

Mr. SILSBEE was opposed to the amendment, 
because, if it prevailed, this officer must be ex- 
tended to other ports, where there was really no 
necessity for it. z 

Mr. TOMLINSON said he thought, in the com- 
mittee, that it was necessary to abolish all these 
naval officers. They were merely checks on the 
collector, and he was already checked by his 
clerks and the surveyor of the port, and he was 
also checked at the Treasury, by the accounting 


officers. The committee thought it expedient, | 
| by way of experiment, to reduce the number of 


naval officers in the small ports first, and if it suc- 
ceeded there, it was thought that it would after- 
wards be very easy to extend it, and abolish the 
office in the other ports. He saw no strong 
reason, therefore, for establishing one at Norfolk. 

Mr. TYLER said he went for checks and bal- 
ances. Ifthe appointment of a naval officer was 


| necessary as a check upon the collector in six or 


seven ports, it wassoinall. If we could dispense 
with sentinels over the collector where not more 


than $10,000 were received, we could where ten | 


millions were collected. He saw no force in the 
remark, that. the clerks were a check upon the 
collector, under whose control they were, and re- 
movable at his pleasure, nor could he understand 
how the officers of the Treasury were a check 
upon the collector, He was unable to conceive 
what check there was upon that officer, except 
what was afforded by the naval officer. With 
respect to the collector at Norfolk, he knew him to 
be a most honest, trustworthy man, and believed 
him to be as much so as any other in the Govern- 
ment, but he would trust no man to g6 into the 
Treasury and take money 
a sentinel to watch over him. 


out of it, without having ; 


Mr. SILSBEE and Mr. TOMLINSON made 
| some further remarks, when the amendment was 
disagreed to. ; 

Mr. BIBB then moved a further amendment to 
increase the salary of the collector at Sandusky 
from $409 to $600 per annum. : 

Mr. B. knew this officer to be a frost honest 
| and excellent one. He had been many years in 
the service of the Government, but his salary was 
entirely too low to enable him to live. There was 
a maxim, ‘make money—honestly, if you can— 
| but at all events make money.” This maxim 
| applied with increased force to persons thus sit- 
| uated—they must live; honestly, if they could, 
|! but the means of living must be had atany hazard. 
He thought that $600 was a very moderate salary, 
| and hoped the proposition would be agreed ta. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said he would vote for the 
amendment. But while he was up, he would 
make one or two general observations with regard 
to this bill. It must be admitted that there was 
no Government on the globe that had collected its 
revenue with more punctuality or more faithfully 
than the Government of the United States. To 
ji collect it successfully, required the exercise of 
great care, and the possession of great practical 
knowledge ourselves, or the advantage of it in 
others. ‘The objection to the bill was not that the 
higher officers intrusted with the duty of collect- 
ing the revenue, were not sufficiently provided 
for; but when we went from the ports on the 
sea-board to those in the interior, he entertained 
doubts on the subject. We all knew what cor- 
ruption existed among the European Govern- 
ments among the collectors of their revenues; and 
the reason was, that they did not receive a suffi- 
| cient compensation for their services to live on. 
They must live; and in order to live, they became 
|| corrupt. Although he was as anxious for an 
|| economical administration of the Government, 
and economical expenditures, as any gentleman 
|| of the Senate, yet he would be sorry to introduce 
the spirit of economy to such an extreme as would 
induce the collectors of the revenue to become dis- 
honest. As the honorable gentleman from Ken- 
| tucky, (Mr. Brss,] well remarked, they must live, 
and if they could not live honestly, they must 
derive the means of living from some source. He 
did not know that there were any provisions in 
this bill which would have the effect of making 
| all officers dishonest. But he felt certain that at 
the port of Sandusky, a competent officer could 
not be obtained for $400, or if he could be ob- 
tained, he could not live on that salary. At some 
other time, it was probable he might move to post- 
pone this bill for the present session—he believed 
it was not to take effect till next January, and at 
the next session we should all come better pre- 
i| pared to legislate upon a measure which would 
have so important a bearing upon the collection 
of the revenue of the country. Mr. B. said no 
iman valued the practical knowledge of the honor- 
‘able gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Siks- 
BEE,] or appreciated it more highly than he did, 
but he hoped the bill would be postponed, although 
| he would not make a motion to that effect, unless 
| he thought it would receive the sanction of a con- 
| ew : : 

i siderable portion of this body. 

Mr. SILSBEE said the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury had given him his opinion as to what these 
| collectors ought to have, and he supposed he had 
| founded his estimates upon what he believed to 
| be just and reasonable. Mr. S. said he would be 
| the last man to give less compensation than these 
| officers ought to have, or what was necessary to 
| support them. If the man had lived heretofore 
|| on $400, he did not know why he might not con- 
| tinue to do so. ` 
Ho Mr. BUCHANAN would only say that he 
| would take the opinion of the honorable gentle- 
man from Massachusetts respecting the sufficiency 
| of the salary of this collector, with as little hesi- 
tation as that of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
i But if this honest man,as he had been represented 
to be, had lived for so many years upon a salary 
of $400, he thought it was now time to give him 
six hundred. r 

Mr. BIBB observed that this gentleman held 
this situation under the expectation of a higher 
salary. He (Mr. B.) was not in favor of high 
salaries, but $409 would not procure the services of 
ia competent man ata place which was so conve» 
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nient for smuggling as Sandusky. Unless there 
wasa man there who was competent to his duties, 


the revenue would suffer. 


offer such a person. 


Mr. WRIGILIT conceded the general proposi- |: 


tion of the gentleman from Pennsyivania, that it 
was the interest of the Government, fully to com- 

epgateitsofficers. This was the wish and design 
of the committee in framing the bill; but they 


might have failed in i, and if they had, he was 4 
willing, and, indeed, desired that the Senate and | 


the House should cvrrect it, in acting on the bill. 


But with regard to the compensation of collectors, | 
he believed, as a generul principle, it was based : 
f revenue winch was received || 


upon the amount G 


at a particular port. [Mr. W. here referred to 


the Secretary's report, to show that in 1833, the |) 
revenue received at Sandusky was $102] The: 
amount paid for doing this business was $400. | 
He was acquainted with this district, but he be- |; 
lieved that the facility for smugyling there was °° 


very much diminished, owing tothe situation being 


upon the lake, with perhaps an expanse of fifty | 
miles of water to be crossed, before smuggled : 
goods could be introduced. If this salary should | 
be raised, he thought all the other salaries of the | 


same grade ought also to be raised. 
Some further remarks were made by 


prevailed; and 
The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Trespa, February 10, 1835. 
Mr. CARR, from the Committee on Pri 


vate 


Land Claims, reported the following bills; which - 


were read twice and committed: 
A bill concerning land claimants; 
A bill for the relief of Silivia C. Vick, widow 


of Tleertwell Vick, deceased, and the heirs of the | 


decedant; 
A bill for the relief of John S. Congor. 


Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Neval 


Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of James `: 


Wiltvank; which was read twice and committed. 
Mr. POLK, from the Committee of Ways and 


Means, reported a bill to regulate the disbursement | 


of the public money, and to prohibit allowances 
not made by law; which was read twice and com- 
mitted. 


Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the 


Public Lands, reported a vill forthe reliefof Henry | 
Dacherquette, William Hibert, J. B. Dubois, and | 
Charles Sangunette; which was read twice and | 


committed, 
Mr. E. EVERETT, from the Committee on 


Foreign Affairs, reported a bitl for the relief of 


Commodore John Downs; which was read twice 
and committed. 


Unfavorable reports upon various petitions, &., 


were made by Messrs. GALBRAITH, PAR- | 
KER, W. K. FULLER, FOSTER, FULTON, | 
LAY, and THOMSON, from their respective | 


standing committees. 

On motion of Mr. GILMER, leave was given 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, to prosecute 
their duties during the session of the House. 

Petitions were presented, on leave, by 


Messrs. DUNLAP, WHITE, PINCKNEY, | 
PHILLIPS, and KAVANAGH; which were | 


&ppropriately referred. 
(Mr. Duxiap asked leave of the House to pre- 
seuta petition he had this morning received from 


sundry citizens of Payette county, Tennessee, for | 
the establishment of a post route from Blaff | 
Creek post office to Sandy Spring, in said county. ;} 
Leave being granted, said petition was referred | 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Posi | 


Roads.} 


The following resolutions, heretofore offered, | 


were considered and agreed to: 
by Mr. TIANNEGAN: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be re- ; 
quested to communicate to this House, if in pos- | 


session of the War Department, a copy of the 
survey, plan, and estimate for the consiructton 
of a harbor at the mouth of Trail Creck, on Lake 


i And $400 was not: 
such a compensation as the Government ought to | 


Messrs. l 
BIBB, WRIGHT, and SILSBEE, when Mr. | 
EWING interposed a motion to adjourn, which ;' 


' Michigan, in the State of Indiana, or any informa- f 


tion he may possess in relation thereto. A i 

By Mr. BEATTY: 
i} Resolved, That the Secretary of War be re- 
: quested to report to this House the survey and | 
;: report of the engineers sent during the last year | 
ių to survey the Cumberland river, from the falis on 
said river down, to meet the survey heretofore 
i made thereon. 

On motion of Mr. HARD, - 

_ Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pen 
sions be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of allowing to Ezekiah Jewit, an invalid pen- 
: sioner, arrearages of pension from June, 1815, 
: when his disability occurred, to the present time. | 


ELECTION OF PRINTER. 


The following resolution, offered yesterday by 
Mr. McKinusy,as amended by Mr. Suruer- 


: LAND, then came up as the unfinished morning |. 
i business: 
| * Resolved, That the House will, on Thursday i 
: é next, proceed to the election of printer to the 
i < House of Representatives of the next Congress, 
i © by viva voce.” 
Mr. EVANS moved the following amendment: | 
i: Strike out viva voce, and insert, “ under the au- 
i thoritx of the joint resolution, approved March 3, į 
1819.” 
‘She amendment having been read, 
' Mr. EVANS said it seemed obvious to him 
l that if the resolution proposed by the gentleman 
‘from Alabama ought to pass at a!l, it should pass 
i in the shape Mr. E. proposed. if not, he would 
i; inquire of the honorable mover by and under 
| what authority the House could undertake to go 
into the election of printer at all for the next Con- 
gress?. There was none except that derived from 
the resolution of 1819, as amended by the joint 
resolution of the 5:h February, 1829. 


Now the | 
: very introduction of the resolution, by the honor- f 
able member from Alabama, recognized the force į; 
of those resolutions. ft was by virtue of those |; 
two joint resolutions alone that one Congress had || 
the right to appoint a printer for the succeeding į 
one, ard the phraseology proposed by Mr. EL). 
was the only phraseology that could consistently 
be used. He begged feave.also to remind the 
House that such was the phraseology adopted ever 
since the former joint resolution was adopted. 
ii The motion had always been made and agreed to, 
ii that on such a day the House would proceed to į: 
‘the election of a printer, under the authority of |, 
the joint resolution of the 34 of March, 1819, and |! 
to entitle the House to do so, on the present occa- |! 
sion, the same phraseology must be made use of. 
Gentlemen had said ona former occasion, when 
this subject came up incidentally for considera- |) 
tion, that the resolution of 1819 was temporary i 
in its nature, and limited to two years. As ani, 
answer to that, he could only say, that it was | 
| never considered so, neither by the then nor by | 
| the succeeding Congresses, eachof whom regarded 
it as binding upon themselves and upon the suc- 
; ceeding Congress. Even so lately as 1829 the |; 
Journals of the House show this; wherein it was i; 
i stated that the House proceeded to the election of |} 
‘printer in obedience to the joint resolution of | 
819, and this was the phraseology for several |; 


i} 
H 
} 


Fi 
ti 
i 


years after the adoption of that resolution. Then | 


| if that resolution be in force, and had not been | 
repealed, we derived the only authority we bad to ; 
choose a printer for the next session from these | 
ʻi two resolutions. 

Then, as tothe mode of election, what was the 
language of the resolution? That the appoint: ; 
© ment of printer should be made by ballot. Now || 


he gentleman’s resolution proposed to dispense | 
with that provision, but Mr. E-thought one portion 
of the resolution was as.obligatory as another, and 
‘that as the authority under which the appoint- 
ment was made was derived from the resolution 
i alone, the mode must be in the manner therein 
laid down, and could not be set aside. ft had 
_ been alleged that the resolution of 1819 was vir- 
‘tually repealed or rescinded by that of 1829, but | 
how could that be? ‘The latter repealed only so | 
much of the former as was inconsistent with it, and 

what was that? Why, it limited the time to with- || 
in thirty days of the termination of the session, F 
and required a majority instead of a plurality of ! 


i repealed. 


i tion was, whether the printer was.an officer of the 
| House or net. Mr. B: would not goistothis-ar <` 
any length; but it was enough forthe justification >- 
j of his own vote to: say, that he did not consider. -` 


In a state of disorganization. 
: no objection that the subject should have been 


| There were no complaints made. The’ prices 


votes. These were the only alterations, and inalt 6” 


other particulars the resolution of 1819 stood un- 


unaffected. i 
The next question that camé up. for consider 


the printer an officer, within. the meaning of that: 
clause in the Constitution giving each House the 
right to appoint its officers, no more than the per- 
son who supplied the House with stationery, or 
fuel, or furniture. In Mr. E.’s judgment, it stood 


“upon the same principle. Still, he thought with 
ithe gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Rosertson] 
: that there was much propriety in leaving to each 
; House to select its own printer, if it was practica- 
i ole. 


But this could not bedone. But webad the 


; lesson: of experience to show its imprasticability. 


In the report made to the House on the 3d March, 
1819, the inconvenience of that mode was closely 


and ably examined, and it was shown, by the-ex- 
| petience of former years, that the work was badly 
; executed, and often delayed so long beyond the 
i proper time, as to be useless when completed. 


Mr. E. redd an extract from the report in ques: 


‘tion, and showed that it would be impossible to |? 
be furnished with the requisite. material, typer, - 

: presses, &c., unless he was enabled to provide for’ 

ii them beforehand, by having been elected the 
| printer to the ensuing Congress. | 
; one fact to show the inconvenience of the mode : 


Ele-also adduced 


proposed by Mr. Roperrson, that a document, 
providing for the organization of the War Depart- 
ment, had been delayed upwards of a year inthe 
printing office, till the army itself became almost 
He would have had 


committed to a select*committee, as proposed 
some time since by a gentleman from Tennessee, ` 
{Mr. Peyron,] and if any better mode than the 
present or the former one could be devised, Mr. 
E. would cheerfully support it. But let it be 
examined by competent persons, conversant with 


_ printing and public business. He thought. they | 
|, would be incurring great hazard by repealing the | 
, joint resolution, or altering the present mode ìn : > 


any way, at this late hour. At present,’ heb 
lieved the existing mode the best; at.all events, he 
was not assured that a better could be devis 


a 


were sufficiently low, andthe work waspromptly 
executed. At the second session of the Ninetéenth ` 
Congress, a printer, who had formerly had ‘the 
contract, sent a memorial te the House, offering to 


i do the work for fifteen per cent. under the existung 


tariff of prices, but Congress was satisfied, and © 
refused to disturb. the resolution fixing them. 
These, then, were the reasons why he thought the 
resolution should be amended as he had proposed. 
In relation to the question of viva voce voting; 
Mr. E. was decidedly opposed to it in this case, 
because he thought they had no right to adopt it, 
and because he was opposed to it in every elece 
tion for officers of that House, and on most other 
occasions. He knew it was a contested question, 
and he had intended to have submitted some re» 
marks on the subject whem the resolution of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Reynoips] was under 
consideration. Fle should now ‘make but a few , 
remarks on the subject. It had been advocated 
there on the ground of the responsibility of mem- 


i bers to their constituents, who, it was contended, 


ought to know the opinions and sentiments of 
their representatives, but he would ask, how was 


i a man’s opinions and sentiments to. be known 
| by his vote for officers of that House? . Had-not 
ithe people opportunities enough, and better op- 
‘portunities, of knowing the sentiments of their 
; representatives? 
‘be best judged by the public policy they advo- 
. cated and pursued, and not by such votes as those. 
Of what possible consequence could it be to the 


In his judgment, they were to 


people of this country to know how their repre- 
sentatives voted for A, B, or C, as an officer of 


ithe House? Besides, Mr. E. was opposed to it as 
breaking down the independence of private judg- 
| ment, and the right of opinion in individual mem- 


bers of the House, and making them, of tending 
to make them, subservient elsewhere. He was 


repe pe naure of the contract, the prices: = 
ito be paid, and the mode of appointment, were 
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much struck with a remark made by a gentleman 
from Georgia, who said he thought the ballot very 
proper for the people, because they were account- 
able to noone. Mr. E. would undertake to say 
that the principle of the ballot was never estab- 
lished on that ground. It always stood on the 
ground of personal independence; and such a rea- 
son as that assigned by the gentleman, he ventured 
to. say, never-entered into the head of any legis- 
lator, Every reason, every argument, went to | 
show. that it was established to secure the right of 
private judgment and independence. As to re- 
sponsibility to constituents, Mr. E: admitted as 
fully as any one, and respected their wishes and 
public opinion ás much as any one; but there was 
a very great difference as to what constituted public 
opinion. It should be a calm, intelligent, delib- 
erate. jadgment—not opinions got up and forced 
into circulation by the intrigues of designing per- 
sons, . A gentleman from New York used a great 
many phrases about the duties of the representa- 
tive; that he was nothing more than the minion 
of the people, and talked about the creature and 
the creator, the principal and the agent. Why, 
none of these phrases 
Mr. CROCKETT here called for the orders of 


the day. ; 

Mr.McKINLEY asked for the yeas and nays; 
but they were not ordered. 

The call for the orders of the day prevailed— 
ayes 121. 

NORTHWESTERN TERRITORY. 

Mr. LOVE, pursuant to notice heretofore given, 
moved to postpone all the previous orders of the 
day, with a view to the consideration of the bill 
establishing the Northwestern Territory. 

Mr. POLK inquired if the bill regulating the 
deposites of the public moneys in the local banks, 
and several other bills in relation to the Bank of 
the United States, did not accupy a position on the 
docket in advance of the bill which the gentleman 
from Kentucky had proposed to take up. It would 
be recollected that he had given notice that he 
woul move to take up the bills referred to on this 

ay. 

Mr. LOVE said that the bill which he proposed 

' to take up was, he conceived, of more importance 
than the bill mentioned by the gentleman. from 
Tennessee, [Mr. Potx.] It had been already so 


long delayed that it was highly expedient, if it ; 


was intended to act upon it at the present session, 
that it should be now done, 

Mr. DUNLAP said he hoped the House would 
not agree to the motion of the gentleman from 
Kentucky. Much of the time of this ‘House had 
been spent in similar motions to change the order 
of business. The Tennessee land bul, in which 
his-constituents were immediately interested, was | 
made the special order of the day for the 17th of 
December last; and it would be strange to his con- 
atituents how it had happened the bill had not yet 
been acted on by this Elouse—it had been owing 
to similar motions prevailing, and the order of 
business thus changed. Fle was very desirous to 
have the action of the House on the bill in which 
his constituents were interested. If the House 
would refuse to entertain such motions, it would 
be a great saving of time, and much more business 
done; and the time spent in changing the order of 
business would be devoted to the necessary busi- | 
ness of this House. . 

Mr. POLK referred to the importance of the 
measures to which he had alluded; some of which 4 
were absolutely necessary to be acted on at the 
present session. 

The motion made by Mr. LOVE was rejected. 


Mr. POLK then moved to postpone all the 
orders of the day, for the purpose of considering | 
the several bills to which he had referred. 

Mr. McKIM demanded the yeas and nays on 
this motion; which were ordered, and were—yeas 
107, nays 95. > 

So the House determined to postpone the orders 


of the day, including the business upon the || 


Spealer’s table. 
DEPOSITE BANKS. 


The House then, on motion of Mr. POLK, 
: proceeded to the consideration of the bill regula- 


i ernment of the United States possessed no con- 


ting the deposites of the public moneys in certain 
local banks, - The bill was read. 


Mr. POLK said the bill just read was, in its 
main. principles, precisely similar to that passed || 
by the House at the last session of Congress; and 
upon a careful review of its provisions, the com- 
mittee have found but few points, in their judg- 
ment, requiring revision or change. Mr. P. said 
the whole country was then aware thai the pres- 
ent method of carrying on the financial concerns 
of the Government was no longer to be continued, 
and he went on to show that the mode adopted, 
through the agency of State banks, had been done 
promptly, safely, and without charge, not only 
without the aid of the national bank, but against 
the combined weight and influence of that institu- 
tion, and in defiance of its attempts to cripple their 
operations, to the advantage of the community, 
and without embarrassment to the treasury. Mr. 
P. also referred to, and quoted, many statements 
to prove that the losses sustained by the country 
had been double, or nearly double, from the Bank 
of the United States, to what had occurred from 
the local banks prior to the year 1816, and also to 
prove that they would be safer depositories for 
the public money. Not only so, but they con- 
ducted the exchange at a less cost than the United 
States Bank bas ever done. 

{We hope to be enabled to give the remarks of 
the honorable member in full, onan early day, but 
the short time allowed would not permit our 
reporter to give even a fair synopsis of a speech, 
mainly consisting of close reasoning, sustained by 
matters of fact and arithmetic data. } 


Mr. GORDON submitted the following amend- 
ment: : 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That, from and after the day of 

in the year s the 
collectors of the public revenue at places where 
the sums collected shall not exceed the sum of 
dollars per annum, 
shall be the agents of the treasurer to keep and 
disburse the same, and be subject to such rules 
and regulations, and give such band and security, 
as he shall prescribe, for the faithful execution of 
their office, and shall receive, in addition to the 
compensation now allowed by law, per 
centum on the sums disbursed, so that it does not 
exceed the sum of dollars per 
annum. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That, at places 
where the amount of public revenue collected 
shall exceed the sum of dollars 
per annum, there shall be appointed by the Pres- 
dent, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, receivers of the public revenue, to be 
agents of the Treasurer, who shall give such bond 
and security to keep and disburse the public reve- 
nue, and be subject to such rules and regulations, 
as the treasurer shall prescribe, and shali receive 
for their services per centum per annum 
on the sums disbursed, provided it does not exceed 
the sum of dollars per annum. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, Lhat, from 
and after the day of , the whole 
revenue of the United States derived from customs, 
lands, or other sources, shall be paid in the cur- 
rent coins of the United States. 

Mr. GORDON said the blanks were left to be 
filled by the judgment of the House. He had 
submitted a similar proposition on a former occa- 
sion. He did so under the belief that the Gov- 


~ 


stitutional power to make a Bank of the United | 
States. He also maintained that it was not in 
accordance with the spirit of our institutions to 
invest one man with the power of controlling the | 
disposal or keeping of the public revenue. Such 
a power he would place in the hands of no single 
created being. It certainly added too much to 
the responsibilities of the Executive, which he 
believed to be already too great. This remark was 
not intended to apply specially to the individual 
now in the executive chair, to whose elevation he |i 
had contributed the weight of his earnest exer- 
tions. Mr. G. alluded to the great inequalities in 
the distribution of the deposites of the public | 
treasure—thirteen millions being placed in the 
State of New York alone, while the Ancient Do- 
minion had bat about $100,000 placed in her cus- || 
tody.- This reminded him of the fable of Æsop, 
from which we learn what the lion’s share is. He ' 


wished to separate this Government from all con- 
nection with banks and like institutions. 

Mr. G. continued to advocate the amendment 
at considerable length. He concluded by appeal- 
ing to his contemporaries to set the glorious ex- 
ample of rather divesting themselves of power, 
and placing it back in the hands of its legitimate 
conservators, the people, than seeking to swell its 
tide by clinging to that which, at best, could only 


| be denominated constructive. 


Mr. MOORE moved to amend the amendment 
by striking out all after the word ‘that’’ to the 
end of the second line of the first section of the 
bill, and insert— 

“ The public money shall hereafter be deposited 
‘in the following banks, to wit: 

t The- Merchants’ Bank of Salem; the Bank of 
‘New London,” &c. (Here insert the names of + 
all the banks employed’as deposite banks.) 

“ Provided, That the said banks shall be willing 
‘to undertake to do and perform the several duties 
‘and services, and conform to the conditions pre- 
t scribed by this act.” 

Mr. MOORE, under the belief that the Bank 
of the United States would not be rechartered, 


; and no new bank created, was willing to aid in 


perfecting the bill before the House. He was 
opposed to leaving anything to the discretion of 
the Secretary of the Treasury; and with this view 
he thought it best to insert the names of the banks 
in which the public money should be deposited. 
This would prevent any undue influence in im- 
portant elections, which might be exercised if the 
selection of these banks was left to the executive 
authority. 

Mr. EWING had a substitute, which at the 
proper time he would offer. He was opposed to 
the amendment of the gentleman from Virginia. 


| He proceeded to reply to the remarks of the gen- 


tleman from Tennessee, (Mr. Poux.] He would 
be opposed to any amendment which might be 


| offered to the bill, except the substitute which he 


should himself propose. 

Mr. MOORE said, that upon the suggestion of 
several members, he would withdraw his amend- 
ment for the present, and would hereafter offer it 
as an amendment to the original bill. 

Mr. EWING then offered his substitute in lieu 
of the amendment proposed by Mr. Gokpow. It 


| contained twenty-eight sections, and provided for 


the appointment of commissioners in the several 


| States, to be styled * Boards of Currency,” with 


authority to issue bills or notes, &c. 
The SPEAKER decided this amendment out 
of order, inasmuch as the tenth section made an 


' appropriation of $30,000 for the purpose of pro- 
| curing engravings, printing of notes, &c., which 


would render it necessary that the bill should be 
committed. 

Mr. EWING struck out the tenth section 
of the bill, when the substitute was declared to be 
in order. 


Mr. EWING addressed the House in favor of 
his proposition, and concluded his remarks by 


| moving to refer the bill and amendments to a 
' select committee of one member from each State. 


The motion was negatived by a large majority. 
Mr. EWING again addressed the House in 


! favor of his substitute. 


Mr. ROBERTSON next obtained the floor, 
and after speaking some time on the various ques- 
tions presented by the bill, and in opposition to 
its provisions and the views of the Secretary of 


| the Treasury on the subject of the disposition of 
ithe public moneys, he gave way—without con- 


cluding his remarks—to a motion by Mr. WISE 


| for an adjournment, which carried. 


The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepyespay, February 11, 1835. 


Petitions and memorials were presented by 
Messrs. EWING, SHEPLEY, WRIGHT, Me- 
KEAN, TOMLINSON, and BUCHANAN. 

Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to which was referred the resolutions 
of the Legislature of Alabama, praying the estab: 
lishment of another pension ageney in that State, 
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reported unfavorably upon the same, and moved 
that the committee be diacharged from the further 
consideration of the same. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, made some opposi- 
tion to discharging the committee; and, at his sug- 
geation, the motion was laid on the table for the 
present. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, to which was referred the petition 
of the representatives of James Parkinson, de- 
ceased, reported unfavorably upon the same. 

Mr. HENDRICKS gave notice that to-morrow 
he would ask leave to introduce a bill making an 
appropriation ta repair vertain roads in the Ter- 
ritory of Michigan. s 

Mr. WAGGAMAN, pursuant to notice, and 
on leave given, introduced abili to establish a daily || 
mail between Macon, Georgia, and New Orleans; | 
which was read twice and referred to the Post! 
Office Committee. | 

Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committeon Na- | 
val Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Augustus | 
A. Nicholson; which was read the first time and {| 
ordered to a second reading. | 

Mr. SOUTHARD, from the same committee, 
to which was referred the bill from the House for } 
the relief of Commodore Isaac Hull, reported the |! 
same, with an amendment. — 

The bill to continue the office of Commissioner j 
of Pensions, which was retarned amended by the || 
House of Representatives, was taken up, and the 
bill and amendment were referred to the Com- || 
mittee on Pensions. f 

Mr. PRESTON, from the Judiciary Committee, | 
reported unfavorably upon the memorial of Wil- |; 
liam Clark. | 

Mr. PRESTON, from the same committee, to | 
which was referred the joint resolution to repeal | 
the joint resolution prescribing the mode of elect- | 
ing the public printers to Congress, reported un- | 
favorably upon the same, and the committee was || 
discharged from the further consideration of both 
these subjects. | 

The following resolution, offered by Mr. SHEP- i 
LEY, was read twice by unanimous consent, and | 
agreed to: , 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed jj 
to cause the surveys and maps made in the State | 
of Maine, under the direction of Colonel J. S. | 
Abert, to be communicated to the Senate; and || 
that he cause the maps to be reduced, if necessary, | 
to prepare them for publication. | 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills from the House, were read 
twice and appropriately referred: 

A bill for the removal of the land office from 
Wapaghsnetta to Lima, in the State of Obio; i 

A bill to authorize the sale of certain lands be- || 
longing to the University of Michigan; 

A bill prescribing the punishment of consuls, | 
commercial agents, and others, in certain cases; i] 

A bill for the relief of Lieutenant Mervin P. | 
Mix; | 
A. bill for the relief of Samuel Batler; f 

A bill for the relief of Elizabeth Swain; i 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of William 
Pollard; | 

A bill for the relief of Sutton Stevens; | 

A bill for the relief of Thomas Dixon and Co., 


i 
of New York; | 
A bill for the relief of Job Burton; ! 
A bill for the relief of Samuel H. Doxey; |! 
A bill for the relief of John Herrick; | 
A bill for the relief of Job Wood; _ i 
A bill for the relief of David Kincaid; _ 
A bill for the relief of Stephen Smith and 
others; 
A bill for the relief of Robert Abbott and th 
heirs of James Abbott, deceased. 
A bill for the relief of Matthew C. Perry; i 
A bill for the relief of E. R. Shubrick, of the |! 
United States Navy. . ; ' 
A bill for the relief of Riddle, Becktel, and |; 
others: : 
A bill for the relief of John J. Avery; ! 
A bill for the relief of Stephen Gatlin; 
A bill for the relief of Theodore Owens; | | 
A bill for the relief of the representatives of | 
Thomas Clements, deceased. : 


; diction over them, by erecting 


. a bill for the relief of S. M. Wall and H: Per- 
cival; 
à pil for me relief of Shubael Corant; 
il for the relief of the legal re i 
Aaron Sai. pott gal representative of 
A bill for the relief of Thomas Ball; 
A bill for the relief of Richard H. Lee; 
A biH for the relief of Ebenezer Breed; 
A bill for the relief of George Davenport; 
A bill for the relief of Richard Butman; 
A bill for the relief of John Frazer & Co.; 
A bill for the benefit of John Cullins; ~ 
A bill for the relief of Harvey Reynolds and 
John Casey; 
A bill for the relief of Josiah Westlake; 
A bill granting a pension to Isaac Janvier; 
A bill for the relief of Josiah H. Brown and 
John Conkin; g 
A bill to restore to certain invalid pensioners 
the amount of pension by them relinquished; 
A bill amendatory of the act for the repair of 
the Cumberland road; and 
A bill making provision for the purchase of a 
Jac simile of General Washington’s accounts. 


CUMBERLAND ROAD. 


On motion of Mr. HENDRICKS, the Senate ! 
postponed the previous orders, and took up the | 
| bill making an appropriation for the continuation | 


and repair of the Cumberland road. 

Mr. H. then moved an amendment to the bill, 
allowi:g a percentage to the officer who shall dis- 
burse the appropriation; the amount to be settled 


by the rules and regulations of the War Depart- || 


ment. ; 

After some remarks from Mr. HENDRICKS, 
explanatory thereof, and also of the bill, 

Mr. CLAY opposed the amendment, and 

Mr. HENDRICKS afterwards withdrew it. 


Mr. BUCHANAN said that the Cumberland 
road had been a constant subject before Congress 
ever since he had first taken his seat in the House 
of Representatives, in the session of 1821-2. “A 
bill had passed at that session to keep it in repair, 


by establishing toll gates upon it, under the au- | 


thority ofCongress, on which Mr. Monroe, then 
the President of the United States, had placed his 
veto, because, in his opinion, Congress had: not 
the power, under the Constitution, to enact such 
alaw. He(Mr. B.) had then carefully examined 
the message of Mr. Monroe returning this bill, 
and had been convinced that we had no power to 
pass any such act. From that moment he had 
steadily and uniformly, in every shape and form, 


‘| opposed the erection of toll gates upon this road 
Í under the authority of the General Government. | 


If Congress possess the power to enter the terri- 
tory of a State; to interfere in their domestic con- 
cerns; to erect toll gates upon their roads; to 
establish a police over them and inflict penalties 
for its violations, and of consequence to create 
tribunals in which such offences can be tried— 


then every barrier between Federal and State | 
authority is at once prostrated. Indeed, this prin- | 


Congress, which, although favorable to the preser- 
vation 0 


authority of the States through which it passes. 
might be forever 


money nal 
but that they were also bound to assume a juris- 


and collecting toll, . 

In regard to myself, I have been more misrep- 
resented upon this question than Í ever have been 
on any other. I have been constantly denounced 
as an enemy to the road, although 1 have never 


from the national : 


towards this great national work, because it might 


incapable ‘of such a feeling towards‘such an im- 

provement—so beneficial. to the: citizens of the” 

country genéyally. 5 eein e r PYG ee k 
For several years I voted for appropriations: to 


I discovered that, if this course were continued, ; 
the peculiar friends of the road:never'would con- 
sent to the erection of ‘toll gates: under State’: 
authority. j pi 
In this conflict of opinions the necessaryappro- : 
priations could ‘not be obtained for the repairs of 
the road. It got into aruinous state, and became > 
| so dilapidated that its entire destruction was threat- 
ened. At length its friendsconsented thatitshould ° 
i! be placed under the protection of the States. : 
Accordingly, Pennsylvania, in April, 1831, and 
Maryland, in January, 1832, passed acts authors 
| izing the erection of toll gates upon it, and agreed 
to take it under their care, provided it “ should -be 
| put in a good and complete state of repair” by 
appropriations made by Congress. ‘Virginia-some 
time afterwards passed a similar act... On the 3d 
July, 1832, Congress approved of these acts;and 
approprnted $150,000 towards the. repairs of this’ 
road, : ; a 
Here, then, was a contract expressly and:sol-. 
emnly entered into, first, that the road should be: 
|| placed in good and complete repair by Congress, ` 
i| and then, that it should pass under the care of the 
States, for the purpose of its preservation. : 
In pursuance of this arrangement, the engineer 
department adopted a plan for its completerepair. 
‘The road was to be macadam-zed.° There were 
to be three strata of stone placed upon it, each of 
| three inches indepth. The repairs proceeded upon, - 
‘this principle. On the 2d March, 1833, $125,000 
| more was appropriated to continue these repairs, 
At the last session an estimate was presented by . 
: the engineer department, stating that the sum of 
|| $652,100 would be required to finish the roads. 
|i but Congress refused to appropriate more than `- 
| $300,000: for this purpose, less than half. the 
|| necessary sum, The act granting this money 
also declared that it was given ‘‘ for the entire 


east of the Ohio.” Ee 
| What have been the consequences? Just sach’: 
| as might have been anticipated by every-reflecting 
H 


| fixed plan for repairing the road. This planthey 
| had steadily pursued fortwo years. It wasknown,: : 
i or might have been known, to. Congress.” They: 
|| were progressing gradually apon this plan, when 
| all at once, without any previous notice, Congress: 
changed this plan by granting less than: half the. 
| money necessary to complete its execution. What 
was then to be done? It became necessary for 
the engineer to abandon his system and. spread 
i this appropriation over the whole road. He has 
|| done so, and the result is, that on about sixty-three 
|| miles of the road—nearly half its whole length-- 
‘| instead of three strata of three inches in depth 
i each, there is now but one. Is there any Senator 
who does not know not only that this is insuffi- 
cient for a permanent road, but that the moment ` 
the spring opens, it will be cut to pieces by the 
heavy wagons and carriages? “The metal, as it is 
:: technically called, will be all in the mud; and by 
| the fatality which has always attended this road, 
i! the last appropriation, of $300,000, will be ren- 
i| dered almost entirely useless. : 
i But, sir, the States through which it passes have 
| only agreed to take this road off your hands on 
| the condftion that you shall first put itin good and 
! complete repair; and you have assented to these 
terms. Does any gentleman imagine fora single . 
moment that the State of Pennsylvania will ac- 
cept this road in its present condition? Is it in 
good and complete repair, according to the terms. . 
of the contract? Your own engineers answer no, 
and inform you that it will require the sum of 
$346,186 58 to complete the repairs ‘agreeably to 
the system which they have, adopted, and which 
they deem indispensable. ‘Fhis-sum, you will 
have to appropriate for the purpose; or you will 
be compelled to keep the road: in. repair by an- 
nual appropriations, a course which 1 presume no 


entertained a hostile feeling towards it: Jealousy + Sete 


injurethe Pennsylvania turnpike, has alwaysbeen) | 
imputed: to me; when, if F. know. myself, Pam i: 


repair this road; and [didnot cease todo socant: ~ | 


completion of the repairs of the Cumberland road: : . ' 


! man. The engineer department had adopted a:i i 
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Senator intends to adopt as a permanent system. 
There is no other alternative, unless you devote 
the road itself to destruction. This idea no gen- 
tleman-can one moment entertain. The erection 
of toll gates: under. the authority of Congress is 
now out-of the question. 

But it is said that the sum of $300,000 was 
appropriated at. the last session for the entire 
completion of the repairs of this road, and that 
more ought not now to be demanded. Is there 
any. force in this argument? In settling an account 
with individuals, where the claimant is an oppo- 
sing party, is it very proper for Congress 10 say 
that the sum appropriated shall be in fall of all 
demands? ‘Unless in very extraordinary cases, I 
„should never. vote to reopen such an account and 
grant a new appropriation. But what is the state 
of facts upon the present occasion? Does not 
this road belong to. the United States? Are we 
not bound by high principles of public duty to 
keep it.in repair? Here is no opposite party 
with whom we can drive a bargain. It is our 
own road; and if we have not appropriated a 
sufficient sum forits repair, shall we suffer it to go 
to: ruin, because we made a mistake in regard to 
the amount necessary? If the simple declaration 
of Congress, that $300,000 was sufficient, could 
have rendered it so, then there might be some 
justice in this reasoning; otherwise it is a mere 
fallacy. If, after having granted a certain sum, 
which was found by experience to be wholly 
insufficient to complete one of our fortifications, 
what should we say to a gentleman who would 
gravely contend that, as we had declared this sum 
should accomplish the object, we would rather 
permit it to go to ruin than appropriate another 
dollar. The cases are precisely parallel. But 
this is not all. Congress has contracted an obli- 
gation to the States through which this road 
passes to put it in good and complete repair; how 
can they acquit themselves from this obligation by 
urging that they had appropriated a sum which 
they declared to be suficient for this purpose, 
and they could not, and would not, appropriate 
any more? The States through which the road 

asses would have a right to say, this was not the 
Pärgain; your: mistake cannot justify the viola- 
tion of your contract; you have agreed to accom- 
plish a specific object; and cost what it may, this 
object must be accomplished, or we shall not accept 

. the surrender of the road, 

The commissioners appointed under the act of 
the Legislature of Pennsylvania have pledged 
themselves in the most solemn manner to accept 
the road, and erect toll gates upon it, as soon as 
Congress shall appropriate the sam deemed neces- 
sary by the engineer“department to put it in re- 
pair. That sum is granted by this bill. Pass it, 
and I will undertake to say for Pennsylvania that 
this perplexing question, which has so often and 
for so many years agitated Congress, will be put 
forever at rest.. You will never more hear of this 
road, unless it be that it has been preserved and 
protected with that fostering care which Pennsyl- 
vania exercises over all interests in which either 
the citizens of the State or of the Union are deeply 
cone2rned. 

Mr. PRESTON said he was tired of making 
these repeated appropriations, again and again, 
for. an ebject which he believed was originally 
unconstitutional. He was disposed to vote some- 
thing to get rid of this incubus upon the Treasury, 
if it was possible to effect it; but he was by no 
means satisfied that this appropriation would en- 
able us to get it off our hands. He did not know 
or understand by what new lights gentlemen were 
governed heretufore upon this matter; but he 
would now ask the honorable chairman Whether 
he would rise in his place and say that the appro- 
priation asked for would be sufficient to put the 
road in repair? For himself, he did not think it 
would, but that applications would yet be made 
for the same purpose, year after year. We could 
not. get rid of the road in any way, neither by 
selling it, giving it away, or losing it. These 
States would not take the road, or maintain it, 
because it was left to their own judgments to say 
whether it was in repair or not. 

Mr. EWING contended that the reservation of 
the two per cent. fund to the new States, of which 
Ohio was one, was by a compact made in 1802, 


and was expressly for the purpose of making 
roads. This road was made by these funds, and 
yet the gentleman from South Carolina said that 
expenditures had been made to the road again 
and again. Could the road (he asked) be main- 


tained but by appropriations? If it passed through ! 


a rich country, it might be repaired by the popula- 
tion; but it passed, in great part, over mountains 
and through wildernesses, and must necessarily 
get out of order. The gentleman said that neither 
of the States would maintain it; but the States 
had agreed to take it when it was put into com- 
plete repair. This never had been done, and they 
could not be expected to take it, and maintain it 
when it was worn out, Ohio had already ex- 
pended large sums in repairing it; and if this sum 


should. be expended, he had information that no || 
further appropriation would hereafter be asked for 


from Congress for the purpose. 

Mr. BUCHANAN rose to say but one or two 
words. He did not know to whom the honor- 
able Senator from South Carolina alluded by the 
new lights which, he said, had influenced gentle- 
men. Certainly he could not have meant him; for 
no new light had burst on his vision since 1822. 
Whether that gentleman had scen any himself 
since that periodhe would not pretend to say; 
but from the session of 1822-’23, he (Mr. B.) had 
been uniform, zealous, and consistent in his oppo- 


sition to all the attempts which had ben made to | 


establish, toll gates on this road by Congress. He 
had at length, much against his inclination, voted 
in opposition to appropriations for its repair, in 
order to compel its friends to apply to the States 
to erect toll gates upon it. He thought, from the 
tenor of the honorable gentleman’s remarks, he 
had not read the documents in this case with 
much care. He would inquire of the gentleman, 
candidly, would South Carolina, under similar 
circumstances, take this road under her charge, 
and agree to keep it in repair, when it was in such 
a condition that it must go to ruin, unless $340,000 
should be expended upon it? Could he expect 
Pennsylvania to take the road, when the officers 
of this Government declared that it was not in 
repair? Six hundred and fifty-two thougand dol- 
lars was the sum asked for at the last session, 
$300,000 of which only had been granted. It was 
the mere balance of the former sum which was 
now asked; and, if it was appropriated, he for 
one was willing to pledge hirnself he would never 


vote for a single dollar more for the purpose. ; 


With respect to the special terms in which the 
appropriation of last session was made, he would 
ask the gentleman, suppose he were buildiig a 
house, and he should give a specific sum of money 
to his agent for its completion, and declare this 
was sufficient, and it should afterwards appear 
that it was entirely insufficient for the purpose, 
would he allow it to remain useless, and go to 
decay, or would he advance an additional sum to 
finish it? Either we must abandon this road to 
ruin, or we shall be obliged to make a much 
greater appropriation at the next session, if this 
be now refused. 

Mr. PRESTON contended that it was for a 
Pennsylvania road we were making this appro- 
priation; it was not for our house, it was not our 
road; and if there was this great amount of travel- 
ling on it which gentlemen said, it proved its 
value, and that the States in which it laid might 
derive an income from it. He supposed the hon- 
orable gentleman from Pennsylvania never enter- 
tained but one opinion upon these matters; but 
the gentlemen with whom he usually acted enter- 
tained different opinions as to the power of Con- 
gress to establish toll gates on tht road. He made 
no opposition, however, to the appropriation west 
of the Ohio. He therefore moved to amend the 
bill by striking out the second and third sections; 
upon which motion he asked the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

(The second section appropriates $346,000 to 
the repairs ofthe road east of the Ohio. 

The third section provides that when the road 
shall be completed, it shall be surrendered to the 
States in which it lies. 

Mr. WEBSTER said, if he had the same con- 
stitutional scruples with regard to the power of the 
United States to construct roads, as the-Senator 
from South Carolina, [Mr. Pgesron,] he should 
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reason in the same manner and come to the same 


| results. But he had no doubt on that subject. 


And moreover, the Cumberland road was of more 
general interest, and less local in its nature, than 
most subjects that had been objected to as uncon- 
stitutional. ; 
There were (said Mr. W.) two objects em- 
braced in the bill. One to carry forward the road 
beyond the Ohio river and extend it to the new 
States in the west—the other, to appropriate 
$350,000 for repairs on this side of that river, in 
order to put it in a condition to induce the States 
to accept it and keep itin repair. After the enor- 
mous expense the Government had incurred in 


| constructing the road, Mr. W. contended it should 


be preserved. He agreed for the most part with 
the honorable Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
Bucuanan.] Ee understood, by the provisions 
of the bill, that the States to which it would be 
surrendered, were bound to apply the revenues 
of the tals solely to the repairs of the road. He 
was in favor at the last session of appropriating 
$600,000 for these repairs, but the other House 
thought otherwise. Consequently the bill was 
amended by changing the sum from $600,000 to 
$300,000. FIle wasin favor of appropriating the 
full sum at that time, and then have the road 
finished. z 

Mr. CLAY said he should vote for the bill, He 
felt an imperative duty to preserve what was 
already done on the road, and prevent the whole 
from being lost, He did not, however, agree with 
the honorable Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Ewie,] 
that the Government was pledged to continue 
the repairs of the road, because a share in the 
incomes of public lands had been granted in lieu 
thereof. He contended that the power to con- 
struct a road implied a power to preserve it; and 
the best way to preserve it was to erect toll-gatea 
and apply the income to that object. He there- 
fore saw no objection to setting up toll-gates un- 
der the authority of the United States. He had 
not stood alone in that opinion; a large majority of 
the Senate concurred with him at that time. His 
opinions were still the same, and he still believed 
the power existed in the Constitution; but. the 
expediency of resorting to it was guarded by 
popular opinion, Heconsidered that road a great 
national object; a great national thoroughfare for 
all the States. He contended against the propri- 
ety of surrendering theroad to the States. It was 
giving the privileges of the nation away to com- 
munities whose interest was distinct, who had no 
sympathies, no common feelings, with the rest. 
We might as well surrender the care of the Mint 
or any public works, to individual States, as that 
road. He felt compelled to vote forthebill. Times 
had changed! He had seen the bank, internal 
improvements, and other great national objects, 
compelled, of late, to march to the right or left, 
according to the will of those high in authority. 

Mr. WRIGHT did not rise, he said, to debate 
the bill. He only wished for some modifications; 
as the bill was, he saw no prospect of getting rid 
of the road; there was no surety that the same 
demand would not be made again next year. 

Mr. HILL said he had the bill before him as it 
came from the House last year. He did not 
believe another dollar should be expended. The 
biil was passed at the last session with the under- 
standing that it was the last expendicure that 
would be asked for. But there it was again, and 
no security against still further demands, It was 
contended that the sum was not sufficient—when 
would it be sufficient? Millions had already been 
expended upon this expensive undertaking and 
he saw no end to the prodigality and waste of the 
public treasures. He for one could not vote for 
any appropriation under such circumstances. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said he did not rise to say 
another word on the merits of this appropriation; 
but merely to make a brief reply to the Senator 
from Kentucky. He found himself between two 
fires from opposite sides of the Senate. W hilst 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Preston] 
thinks I go too far in favor of internal improve- 
ments, the gentleman from Kentucky blames me 
for not going far enough. On this subject they 
are the opposite extremes. For his own part, 
between the two, he should adopt the maxim, “in 
medio tutissimus ibis. He should certainly follow 
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this advice for the regulation of his own conduct. 
T'he safest course, in his opinion, lay between the 


extremes. 


He did not intend to argue the question; but he 


would say to the gentleman from Kentucky, that || 


Mr. B.) could see a vast difference between 
power of appropriating money for the 
constructions ofroads, and that of exercising juris- 
diction over them after they had been completed. 
‘An incidental power cannot transcend its princi- 
pal; the stream cannot rise higher than its fountain; 
and it does not by any means follow that the 
mere power of appropriation for internal improve- 


he ( 
the simple 


ments, involves that of entering the territories of |} 


the States, erecting toll-gates upon the roads, and 
levying tolla from passengers. The existence of 
the one power cannot be inferred from that of the 
other. To give money is one thing; but to exer- 
cise jurisdiction is another, and a very different 
affair. 
the two. 

In relation to the remark of the gentleman, that 
whole communities had changed their opinions 
upon an important subject within the last few 
years, he had only to say, that if they had done 
zo, sufficient reasons might be adduced to justify 
this change. Fle was not among the number him- 
self who had thus changed; but if he had been, he 


could readily conceive why any gentleman mizht |) 
he period alluded to |, 


have been of one opinion att 
by the gentleman, and of a very different opinion 
after the disclosures which had since been made. 

Mr. B. said he entertained now, as he ever had 
done, feelings of the greatest respect for the gen- 
teman from i<entucky, and none of his (Mr. B.’s) 
remarks were made in any unkind spirit. 

Some further remarks were made by 
CLAY, WRIGHT, and KING of 
when Mr. K. submitted an amendment, which, i 
adopted, he said, would remove his objection to 
the third section. If not, he should feel it his 
duty to vote for striking out. . 

‘he amendment was, ‘that before any portion 
of the appropriation shall be expended upon the 
road, the same shall be surrendered to the States 
through which it passes.” 3 

Mr. HENDRICKS having made no objection 
to the amendment, it was agreed to. 

The question being on Mr. Presron’s mo- 
tion to strike out, it was determined in the nega- 
tive—yeas 14, nays 32, as follows 

YE AS—Messrs. Biack, Brown, Calhoun, Cuth- 
bert, Hill, King of Georgia, Leigh, i 
Moore, Presion, Ruggles, Shepley, Tyler, White 


Messrs. 


There is no necessary connection between | 


i 
$ 


Alabama, i:i 


Mangum, || 


—14. 
NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Buchanan, | 
Clay, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Goldsborough, , 


Kent, King of Ala- 
Morris, Naudaio, 


Grundy, Hendricks, ICane, 
bama, Knight, Linn, McKean, 
Poindexter, Porter, Prentiss, Robbin 
Siisbee, Smith, Sovthard, Swift, Tall 
ton, Tomlinson, Waggaman, Webster, 
—32. 

Mr. IIILL then moved to reduce 
priation to the road in Ohio from 


madge, Tip- 
Wright 


$100,000; which was disagreed to. ‘ 
Jhe bill was then reported to the Senate, the | 


amendments concurred in, and the bill was ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading. 

On motion of Mr. KANE, the Senate proceeded 
to the consideration of executive business; 
when the doors were opened, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepwuspay, February 11, 1835. 
Mr. MARDIS, on leave, presented a pet 
which was referred. 
Mr. CHINN, from the 


ition; 


Committee on the Dis- 


triet of Columbia, reported a bil} in relation to the `: 


teral branch 
rough the District to the 
h was read twice. 


extension of the la 
and Ohio railroad th 
of Washington; whic 


Mr. CHINN moved that the bill be ordered to |: 


be engrossed. 


bill in relation to a conna 
be committed, it might 
after the passage of the bili. E 7 
the measure might be, sull, as it was in 


s, Robinson, | 


the appro- | 


$290,000 to | a third time and passed. 


| ordered to be engrossed. 
and `i 
i NELL, 


of the Baltimore : 
City | 


'! of Balimore and Washington in two hours; and 


| on Revolutionary Pensions, 


| keeping and disburse 


Mr. PARKER said that this appeared to bea: ish the torging and coun 


ct, andif an errorshould | 
be difficult to correct It 
However important : 
tended that | 


1 the road should pass through the public lands, he į 
was unwilling tha: the bill should be engrossed 
until time was given to examine into the subject. 
Mr.. McKIM. was surprised at the objection 
raised by the gentleman from New Jersey, [Mr. 
Paxxer.| He was not himself personally inter- 
ested in this work; he did not own a share of its 
stock, or did he-desire any, because he did not 
believe that it would be profitable. The public 
| were, however, deeply interested in the comple- 
tion of this work. He was authorized by the 
| president of the railroad company to say, that if 
| no difficulty was thrown in the way by Congress, 
the road would be completed to this city by the 
Ach of July next. 4f this bill was not passed, the 
road must stop at the line of this District. ‘This 
would subject the publicto considerable additional 
‘expense in travelling and transportation between 
this city and the point at which the railroad would 
terminate. The directors of the railroad com- 
pany had visited this place, and had come toa 
perfect understanding with the mayor and city 
authorities on the subject. It had been arranged 
that the road should pass along the valley of the 
Tiber. The land over which ıt would pass was 
worth but little, and the company were pledged 
to pay any damages which might be assessed by 
| a jury, in consequence of the proposed location of 
the railroad.- There was no triok intended. Ele 
| repeated that great advantages would result to the 
| public by the completion of this improvement. 
| It would enable travellers to pass between the cities 
t 
H 
{ 


|l as no injury would result to any one, he trusted 
| that all objection would be withdrawn, and the bill 
| be permitted to progress. 
| - Mr. PARKER could not see why the gentleman 

from Maryland should be surprised that he (Mr. 
P.) was not, prepared to vote on a bill which he 
did not understand. Hedid not believe that any 
trick was intended by the bill. He thought it 
| improper that a bill of such importance should be 
i hurried through the House, with so little con- 
i sideration. If it was supposed that the measure 
| must fail if the bill was not ordered to be engrossed 
! to-day, he would ask what would become of the 
i various important bills which were not yet acted 
on? The same argument would equally apply to 
i other measures. ile saw no reason for such 
| haste upon this particular bill. He thought it 
had better be postponed for a few days, in order 
to afford time to look into its provisions. 
| Mr. CHINN remarked that the public interest 
| was not involved, or compromtied, by the provis- 
‘ions of the bill. : 
| Mr. PARKER moved to postpone the further 
consideration of the bill until Monday next, and 
that it be printed; which was agreed to. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
ASHLEY, from the Committee on the 
! Public Lands, reported, without amendment, the 
bill from the Senate, extending the time for enter-. 
ing back lands in the State of Louisiana. 

On motion of Mr. ASHLEY, the bill was read 


i 


Mr. 


from the Committee 
reported a bill to pro- | 
pensioners at Jackson, m | 
which was read twice and 


ade by Mr. GREN- 
on Indian Affairs, 
Committee on the 


Mr. LEA, of ‘Tennessee, 


vide for paying certain 
the State of Tennessee; 


Unfavorable reports were m 
from the Committee 
and Mr. FOSTER, from the 
Judiciary. 

Ay. GAMBLE moved to take up and consider 
a resolution heretofore offered by him, calling on 
the Secretary of the Treasury for a plan for the 
ment of the public moneys, | 
a bank or banks. 
bjected to Mr. GAMBLE 


e House, in order 
which was nega- 


| without the agency of 
The motion being o 
‘ moved to suspend the rule of th 
that he might attain his object; 
tived. P 


Mr. FOSTER, from 


terfeiting of consular and į 


nifi ; whi i fter 
other cerificates; which was read twice, and a 
afew remarks by Messrs. FOSTER and FLLL- | 


the Committee on the Ju- |; 
“ diciary, reported a bill further to define and pun- | 


MORE, 


Mr. McKINLEY said, as the bill seemed likely į; if the resolution to discharge 


to lead to- a discussion, which would interfere with 
the usual morning business, he would move to 
postpone. its further consideration to Monday 
next; which was agreed to—-yeas 82, nays 46. 


__ Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported, the following resolution: 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be discharged from. the further consideration of 
that part of the President’s message which- re- 
lates_to the ‘extension of the judiciary system of 
the United States, and of the bill from the House 
of Representatives,to amend the judiciary system 
of the United States, it being manifest that the time 
to elapse before the constitutional termination of 
the present Congress is insufficient to mature and 
pass any law on the subject, to which the message 
and bill refer. — “+ 
Mr. FOSTER said thatthe resolution had been 
reported at the instance of a majority of the com- 
mittee, Entertaining different views himself, he 
would move-to amend the resolution by substitu- 
ting the following: : 
_ Strike out all after the word * Resolved,” and 
insert, ‘* That the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
‘whom was referred that part of the President’s 
' message which relates to an extension of the ju- 
“dicial system of the United States, be instructed 
‘to report a bill, by which the benefits of said sys- 
‘may be equally extended to all the States of the 
© Union.” ` i 
Mr. FOSTER remarked that the reason assigned ` 
in the resolution of the majority, that there was 
not sufficient time to mature a bill on the subject 
referred to, he considered insufficient. A bill had 
been prepared by the committee, which he believed 
could be matured and acted on by the House 
during the present session. It was not calculated to 
elicit debate. Thetime had arrived when every one 
must see, if we are to have a judicial system at 
all, it should be general. If there was a necessity 
for circuit courts in the Atlantic States, they were 
equally necessary in the new States. This was 
the only question to be decided. He considered 
it improper, after the committee had proposed a 
bill, they should ask to be discharged from the 
further consideration of the subject, merely be- 
cause they were apprehensive that the House 
would not have time to act upon it. * i 
Mr. HARDIN had the honor to belong to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. At the last session 
a bill was reported for the extension of the judi- 
ciary system, which proposed to increase the num- 
ber of the Justices of the Supreme. Court from 
geven to nine. Another bill had been reported 
by the committee at the, present session, which 
did not increase the number of the judges, but 
divided the several States into circuits, to which 
the present judges were assigned, and they were 
required to hold but one term inach year. For 
his own part, he was not entirely satisfied with 
either measure. The bills were recommitted to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. Owing to some 
embarrassments on the subject, the committee had 
come to the determination to report the resolution 
now under consideration. There was not sufficient 
time to discuss and mature this measure at this 
late period of the session. Only seventeen par- 
liamentary days remained for the transaction of 
business, and there were four or five hundred bills 
on the docket unacted on, and some of them of 
an important character. He considered it impos- 
sible that the subject of the judiciary system could 
be taken up and examined in all its bearings during 
the present session. It was the practice for com- 
mittees, near the close of a session, to ask tọ be 
discharged from the consideration of subjects, 
when, in their opinion, there was not sufficient 
time to act on them. He concluded by moving to 
ay the resolution and amendments on the table. 
Mr. THOMAS, of Maryland, hoped the gen- 
tleman would withdraw the motion. He would 
move the previous question, if this should be done, 
in order that a direct vote might be had on the 
resolution. A vote to lay on the table would be 
an equivocal one. : 
Mr. HARDIN said he would withdraw his 
motion, provided any gentleman desired to makea 
speech, but not otherwise, ; 
Mr. FOSTER inquired of the Chair whether 
the committee from 


z 


£280 


Jay the subject on the table prevailed, it would be 
- the further consideration of the subject. 
Kentucky (Mr. Harp] would withdraw his mo- 


_ who were more particularly interested in the sub- 


proposed by the chairman of the Judiciary Com- 
“mittee [Mr. Foster] would be. adopted. The 


i privileges, as regarded the judicial system, which 


` bean equivocal one. 
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the further consideration of the subject was laid | 
‘on the table, it would not be incumbent on the 
committee to -continue their investigations of the 
subject? : ; 

The SPEAKER replied, that if-the motion to 


equivalent to a discharge of tle committee from 
‘Mr. GARLAND hoped that the gentleman from 
tion, and permit the members from the new States, 


ject, to give their views. 

Mr. HARDIN reminded the gentleman that he 
had stated that if any gentleman desired to makea 
speech, he would withdraw the motion. Mr, H. 
then withdrew his motion to lay the resolutions 
on,the table. 

Mr. GARLAND hoped that the amendment 


President of the United States, in several succes- | 
sive messages, had urged thi¢ subject upon the | 
attention of Congress. It was well known that 

several of the new States did not enjoy the same | 


ad been extended to the other States. Heasked 
whether the House would, when a bill had been 
prepared on the subject, permit the committee to 
withhold it, because it might suppose that there 
was not time to act upon it? Was it not proper 
that an attempt, at least, should be made to pass 
some bill on this subject at the present session? 
lt was certainly due to the importance of the ques- | 
tion, and to the new States, that the subject 
should be acted upon at the earliest practicable 
period. He could not believe that this House 
would be disposed to withhold those rights and 
privileges from the new, which were enjoyed by 
the old States. He desired that a direct vote 
should be taken on the resolution, and agreed with 
the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Tuomas,] 
that a vote to lay the subject on the table, would 


Mr. McKINLEY feltas much solicitude as any 
other member, that some bill on this subject 
should receive the sanction of Congress. ‘I'he 
“subject had, however, from time to time, been 
brought up, without any apparent disposition to 
do anything with it. Was it expected, under 
such circumstances, that anything would be gained 
by discussing the subject at this late period of the 
‘session. Fie was desirous that the judicial system 
should be extended to the new States. This 
should be done upon due deliberation. He was 
not satisfied with the bill which had been pro- 
posed, He was moreover opposed to wasting 
unnecessarily the time of the House, when it was 
impossible that the subject could be matured and 
dispoged of at the present session. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Maryland, next rose to ad- 
dress’ the House, but-immediately after he had 
commenced his remarks, A 

Mr. WATMOUGH moved that the House pro- | 
ceed to the consideration of the orders of the day; | 
which was. agreed to—ayes 122, noes not counted. 


DEPOSITE BANKS. 


The House resumed the consideration of the bill 
regulating the deposite of the public moneys in 
certain local banks. 

Mr. ROBERTSON continued the argument 
commenced by him yesterday, in opposition to} 
the bill introduced by the Committee of Ways 
and Means. His object, he said, was to show | 
that the experiment, as it had been termed, had | 
proved unsuccessful, not having answered the pur- | 
pose contemplated in taking charge of and dis- 
bursing the public revenue—that a hundred thou- 


sand dollars per annum were sunk and lost to the 
Government by the employment of State banks for ! 
the publie deposites. Such being the case, in a | 
state of profound peace, he asked what might be | 
expected in the emergency of war, which we 
might perhaps look to as probable at no very dis- | 
tant day? The local banks he consideréd as pecu- | 
liarly liable to be affected by the casualties and | 
cireamstances of the tires. Under the present | 
system, too, they would spring up with every | 
custom-house and land office. Hostilities would 


Government and the others, which would require 
the aid of the latter to sustain, with the force of 
its power and patronage, the banks selected as its 
fiscal agents. They would thus become the crea- 
tures of the Government, dependent on it for their 
very existence. Jealousies would also arise be- 
tween the favored institutions themselves—one 
believing another to have too large a share of 
executive or governmental favor. To regulate 
all these conflicting interests the office of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury would be totally changed 
in its character, and that officer be required to 
possess more than the financial talents of a Roths- 
child or a Baring. . Instead of filling the office with 
four different individuals in one year, it would be 
essential that he should have spent a life in the 
acquirement of the knowledge—that he shouid be 
trained up to all the arts of financiering. He 


alluded to the amount of deposites in the State of || 


New York. He rejoiced, he said, in the growing 
prosperity of that great State. Hedid not believe 
it her wish to’retain an undue share of the public 
treasure. Her natural advantages were quite suf- 
ficient without the addition of such extraneous 
ones. The State from which he came did not look 
with jealousy on the prosperity of any portion of 
our great and happy country. She beheld with 
pleasure the rapid advances of the western States; 
and it was gratifying to behold on that floor the 
representatives of a great, growing, free and intel- 
ligent people, and he should not represent the 


people of Virginia, if he did not express that sen- | 


timent. After some further observations on the 
commercial importance and power of New York, 
Mr. R. alluded to the system of retrenchment 
which had been so long called for by the people 
of the country. That this system was not more 
closely adhered to, he was aware, was not so 
essentially the fault of the Executive branch of 
Government as that of the Legislature. On Con- 
gress rested the responsibility of ensuring retrench- 
ment. Ele was anxious to see the Government 
brought back to its original purity, and he had 
the right to call on the friends of the Administra- 
tion tu go with him on this great question. He 
concluded by expressing a hope that the bill would 
be recommitted to the committee, with instructions 
to report a project dispensing with the use of banks 
as fiscal agents of the Government. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG replied at first to the 
remarks of Mr. Gorpon, who spoke yesterday, 
and defended the course of the Executive from the 
charges made by that gentleman against him. A 
gentleman said that, under the new system, New 
York enjoyed a larger portion of the public reve- 
nue than any other city; that she enjoyed the lion’s 
share. It was true, she did—but she bore the 
lion’s share of the burden. New York was a loser 
by the new system; because, prior to it great use 
was made of the public money by the merchants 
of New York. Much had been said of the inability 
of the local banks to collect, disburse, and distrib- 
ute the public revenue; but he was at a loss to 
see how they were unable to disburse twenty mil- 
lions, when a single bank had distributed and 
disbursed its thousands of millions. He hoped, 
however, the time would come when the country 
would be enabled to dispense with the agency of 
any and every bank whatsoever. At present, it 
could not be done. Mr. C. deeply regretted that, 
in a question of this matter, thingsaitogether foreign 
to it had been introduced. ‘The Executive, in 
directing the removal of the deposites, was said 
to have usurped the purse and the sword; had 
gentlemen forgotten the act of 3lst March, 1809? 
He had hoped the long contest of last year, in 
which the very ties of society were involved, and 
our friendships and affections broken, would not 
have been renewed. He had hoped that, after the 
general battle of last year, strife would have been 
at an end, but it seemed we were to have a guerrilla 
war; he trusted it would be conducted with less 
violence than heretofore. 

Much had been said about executive patronage, 
and that the mejority of the House of Representa- 
tives were seen on the side of power. He would 
appeal:to the candor of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, [Mr. Gorpon,] an old member of that 
House, to say at what period in the history of the 


|| last twenty years he had ever seen the majority 


be engendered between the favored banks of the || of the House of Representatives like the present, 


-their constituents, 


standing by the Constitution, or more faithful te 
Mr. C. had been a member of 
the House for fourteen years, and he had never 
seen a republican majority standing by the Con- 
stitution as did the present, and with what justice 


| could the charge be brought against them of being 


the advocates of power? When the present incum- 
bent of the presidential chair came into office, the 
Federal banner floated triumphantly over the coun- 
try, and Federal usurpation was making, and had 
long been making, large and rapid strides. What 
was the situation of the President? On the one 
hand he might have made himself the ‘eader of 


| power, on the other was thatof his country. He 


made his choice, and selected that imperishable 
ground, indignantly rejecting all the proffers of the 
advocates of power. Bill after bill was presented 
to him, by which he might have ensured power; 
he rejected them, and he was the first President of 
these United States bold enough to recommend a 
measure to bring the revenue down to the needful 
expenses of the country. Again, when the bill to 
recharter the Bank of the United States passed 
both Houses, and was sent to the President for 
his approval, when he might have obtained the * 
support of every president, director, officer, stock- 
holder, and customer of that institution throughout 
the Union, did he, by vetoing that bill,show him- 
self the advocate of executive power? Againand 
again, when other bills were presented to him for 
roads and canals, from almost every State and 
every congressional district in these States, did he 
then show himself the advocate of power? When 
he returned measure after measure to those two 
Houses, was that a proof of his advocacy of 
executive power? The present Chief Magistrate 
had presented an extraordinary spectacle, and 
one which might probably never be seen again, 
for it was the inherent tendency of executive 
power not only to retain the power given it, and 
take all that was proffered, but to absorb all that 
it could grasp. We have seen the President of 
the United States setting limits to and abridging 
his own power. : 

Mr. C. then referred to and congratulated the 
House that the great question of reform was about 
to be brought before the American people, and he 
hoped they would go to the fountain head of the 
abuses and not confine themselves to an attack 
upon one subordinate branch. The root of the 
evil Jay deep, and had been unfortunately adopted 
in 1789, at which time there were: two master 
spirits, Hamilton and Jefferson, of opposite senti- 
ments. The evils of the Post Office took their rise 
from that time. 

After some further remarks, Mr. C. again re- 
curred to the subjectof banks. These institutions, 
he said, might be tried in the old countries, but 
whatever nation should be tried, they never could 
meet the case, and would be continually bringing 
the paper standard into conflict with the metallic 
currency. The argument thatthe precious metals 
are diminishing, and that. paper currency was 
indispensable, Mr. C. reprobated. But we had 
gone so far in this banking system, that agents 
had been employed in various countries to ascer- 
tain how much specie existed. They have told us 
that there were seven or ten thousand millions 
employed in bullion, and from three to five mil- 
lions in current coin. 

Mr. C. hoped the day would come when all 
speculations about paper currency would be ban- 
ished from the Halls of legislation. If not, he 
feared the day would come when their lobbies 
would be filled with speculative capitalists, and cor- 
ruptionand dissension would besown everywhere. 
He had witnessed many revolutions there. A bill 
introduced by himself only six years ago for a 
reciprocity of trade, was indignantly rejected at 
its second reading, and many voted againstit who 
had since become the ardent advocates of the 
system. Who would now be daring enough to 
introduce a bill to recharter the Bank of the United 
States? Yet, not long since it passed by a major- 
ity of both Houses. Mr. C. quoted from Adam 
Smith’s Wealth of Nations to show the similarity 
of his description of the then state of England 


| with the present condition of the United States, 
j and referred also to the course of William. Pitt, 


Prime Minister of England, and the speeches of 
Edmund Burke, in support of free trade. Healso 


ee 


gave &@ review of F 
show that the spirit of reform was morchiog 


rapidly onward, and that the time was approach- | 


ing when the councils of those couctries would 
be governed bysprinciples other than they were at 
resent. 


Mr. CLAYTON said he had two objects in 


wishing to address the HLouse on this sul ject. | 


One was in justification of himself from certain 


charges breught against him there and elsewhere; |: 
the other, to give reasons why he should vote for 3 


the amendment to the bill proposed by the gen- 
Ueman from Virginia. Mr. C. particularly referred 
to certain charges that (he said) had been brought 
against him, chiefly at home, of having received 
accommodations from the Bank, and ot his course 
having been influenced thereby. Mr. C. entered 
into an explanation of the grounds of the affair, 
in substance the same, we believe, as have ap- 
peared in some of the Georgia papers. Mr. C. 


the Legislature of his own State, instructing their | 


Genators tu vote for expunging Mr. Cray’s res- 
olutions of last year from the Journals of the 
Senate of the United States, and read an applica- 
tion from some members of a former Legislature 
thereof to the Bank of the United States for a 
branch, &c. . 

In support of the amendment for which he 
intended to vote, Mr. C. quoted Mr. MeDuffie’s 
report, as to the power of Congress to charter 
corporations. Ele then examined into the reasons 
assigned ty the Secretary of the Treasury for 
removing the deposites, and contended that there 
wes more danger to be apprehended from the 
numerous loca! banks than from one bank. 


Mr. MANN, of New York, rose and said that 
he had not designed to trouble the House with any 


remarks upon this subject; and he should not: 


have done so, but for some observations which 
had fallen, iff the course of the debate, from the 
two honorable gentlemen from Virginia, [Messrs. 
Gorpon and Roperrson,}] who addressed the 


House yesterday and to-day, which Mr. M. said | 


he feit himself constrained, as a Representative 
from New York, to notice. 
‘ask a few moments’ indulgence. 


orable gentlemen object to the passage of this bill 


because about thirteen millions of the revenues of : 
this Government are collected in the Stateof New | 
York, to be deposited in her State banks, and : 
n; 


used in the promotion of her already overgrow 
commerce—thus operating like a pecuniary tariff 


in her favor. The gentlemen then go on tospeak |; 


of that State, which, by courtesy, they denomi- 


nate the Empire, with an army of forty represent- | 


atives on this flocr, possessing population, facili- 


ties, resources, and political power; presenting to | 


the vision of gentemen ideal dangers to the pros- 
perity and welfare of the other States in this Union; 


and therefore it is argued that great circumspec- : 
tion should be used here in respect to our national 


legislation, so as not to increase those advantages 
and facilities which 
to embrace and improve. 


appears to me necessarily follows from the scope 


of the remarks of the gentlemen, taken altogether, . 
and I state it as an inference, is, that the power of 


New York is not only too great in the Union, but 
that she will use it vor political and improper pur- 
poses of sel/-aygrandizement. 

{ 
from Virginia, [Messre. 
son,] who explained, and said that they had not 
imeuded to uttera word disrespectful to the State 
of New York—that they 
its rapid progress and improvement, and Mr. 
Gonpox protested against any inferences being 
drawn by the gentleman from 
M.] which his language did not warrant.] 

ir. M. resumed, and said that he had notunder- 


` 
aN 
stood the gentlemen as using disrespectful or 


unparhamentary or uncourteous language towards | 
hig State, or her Representatives, and he had not: 


misunderstood the scope of their remarks, from 
which he had drawn the inference which he had 
stated, as necessarily following front their proposi 
tions and premises, This iaference (said Mr. M.) 
seems constantly to disturo the imagination of 


He must, therefore, |} 
If, sir, I have | 
not mistaken the scope of their remarks, the hon- | 


Here Mr. M, yielded the floor to the gentlemen | 
Gorpon and ROBERT- | 


admired that State and | 


New York [Mr. | 


ug a Vision continually before their eyes, inso- 
much that, judging by the observations which a 
seat on this Hoor tor a single session has enabled 
; me to make, I conclude that no question of gen- 
eral or national importance can be considered and 
discussed here, without involving considerations 
and allusions appertaining to the State of New 
York and her career as a member of the Confed- 
eracy. Her advantages, her institutions, her 
i legiviative and political policy are arrayed and 
‘reviewed, censured, and sometimes freely con- 
demned on this floor. Her public men, charged 
with the administration of her local and State 


i 
i 
i 
t 
f 
i 


‘as senseless as they are unjust. Her banking 
| systems seem to have the misfortune with gentle- 


| disapproval. 
Sir, if gentlemen who discourse so largely about 


it 4 

|; and commerce, would take the trouble to examine 
| them more closely, and learn more of their na- 
ture, extent, and uulity, | trust they would find 


denounce and condemn. i do not know that it is 
proper lo arraign the legislative or local policy of 
any State of the Union upon this floor; yetl have, 
| perhaps too often, been a silent witness of the 


National Legislature, in respect to the State 
| which, in a very humble part, I have the honor 
Í| to represent. I have supposed that the States 
| keeping within the boundaries established by the 
Coustitution of the United States, had the power 
ito manage their own affairs in their own way. 


‘them in aid of the most scrutinizing examination 
into her political history, her public policy, laws, 
: and insututions, Í would ask their particular 
f atienuon to her systems and provisions fur public 
| education; to her social and moral condition; to 
her jurisprudence and legislation; to her ‘system 
of iuternal improvements; to her proud financial 
condition; to her banking and monetary system; 
to her internal resources; tu her intelligent, indus- 
trous, and enterprising population; in which, at 
| last, they will find the secret of the power, the 
wealth, und expansive greatness of New York, 
apparently so much dreaded. Let me ask gentle- 
men, in what State or country will they find the 
affairs of a local government better conducted, to 
secure the ends ci a good government, the happi- 


those of New York? 
= sources wasted or perverted to improper objects? 
l will not here make invidious comparisons, but 
invite gentlemen in their own Staves to imitate 
rather than to indulge unreasonable or unfounded 
jealousies of the legislation and power of New 
York. 

But, Mr. Speaker, when has New York used 
‘her commercial or political power in the Union 


; © for selfish or improper purposes? When has she į 
New York is always so ready 
The inference which it: 


endangered the Unien of these States, or swerved 
: from the polti 
| derived from Vi 


political liberty, 


rginia through those apostles of 
Washington, Jefferson, Madison, 


tion of the Constitution, t è 
dominion” has held the control of the executive 
and legislative policy of this Government, during 
side, advocating her faith and practice under the 
ihour havi 
t permit her to change her 
Let the history of her 
r, pouring out her best 


© Constitution, 
l: ternative”? which migh 
course or her principles. 
action during the late wa 
blood and treasures upon k 1 
ʻ while another portion of the Union occupied a 
ii position at Hartford more than equivocal, while 
“ihe very Capitol in which we are assem 
a heap of smoking ruins under the eyes of the 
*© ancient dominion,” shield the State of New Y ork 
i from any inferences of a purpose or intention to 
| use her dreaded political power in the Confed- 
; eracy for selfish or improper purposes. Sir, what 
has been the recent position of New York in the 
‘trials to which the strength of our institutions 
Has she stopped to con- 


l. have been subjected? 


gentlemen in both wings of the Capitol, present- | 


| affairs, have sometimes been attacked with epithets | 
i 
: men to meet with no favor, except distrust and i 


then referred to the passage of the resolutions of i| New York, her laws and institutions, her wealth’ 


more to merit their commendation, and less to ij 


i exhibidon here, and in the other branch of the i 


| But if honorable gentlemen afe disposed to look | 
into New York fur good or for evil, £ wil join | 


ness, rights, and liberties of the people, than are | 
Are her finances and re- | 


cal faith and principles which she | 


and Monroe? Vor thirty-two years since theadop- | 
he vaunted *‘ ancient | 


ali which time New York has stood firmly by her | 


ig dreamed of ** the al- | 


the altar of the country, ; 


bled was : 


sider ‘* any alternatives,” or has she stood by the 
Constitution and the principles which she de- 
rived from the fathers of the “ ancient dominion,” 
even though the gallant sons of those fathers may 
| have doubted and hesitated as to whether the paih 
| of their sires led on to the fountains of patriousm ? 
| She has maintained the firm and even tenor of her 
ways through all.the vicissitudes and changes 
which have been going on around her, and she 
will continue to adhere to the ancient republican 
faith promulged from Virginia, even though the 
talented public men of the latter may, in some in- 
| stances, indulge their fears that such adherence 
will lead her to a position in the Union which will 
not permit those who ‘‘ discourse of Rome, to say 
that her wide walis contain Lut one man.” 

i Sir, what is the position of New York at present 
on this floor? Is it equivocal or alternative? Is 
|i it in opposition to the constitutional doctrines so 
_ long cherished in favor of strict corstruction? ‘Is 
ilit opposed to the wights of the States? When 
| have her representatives arraigned at this bar the 
‘admitted constitutional legislation, the policy or 
' measures of one of the State governments of this ` 
Union? And when, sir, after having done so, 
have they then maintained that the State govern- 
ments have the power to review and nullify the 
constitutional measures of the national Govern- 
ment? Sir, the State of New York may present 
to the views of some honorable gentlemen the 
| political enigma, about which they discourse, but 
cannot understand; yet, sir, she ‘has never been 
found to be a political meteor, traversing the ab- 
i struse regions and metaphysical mazes of the 
political firmament. —- 

But, Mr. Speaker, the sin of New York is her 
physical and numerical greatness—her overgrown 
external commerce and her internal trade, re- 
sources, and advanteges. Sir, 1 know not how 
| to reply to the posiuon that my native State is 

physically too strong already, and that greater 
|; dangers are to be apprehended from its increasing 
it strength and multiplying facilities and resources. 
' [cannot regret it—that would be a ** treason most 
| foul.” 1 cannot profess its weakness—the facts 
| would not sustain me. I do most sincerely desire 
i 


| its increasing prosperity, and I must be permitted 
| to enjoy this natural desire. New York, sir, has 
| never been the recipient of your bounty. She has 
| never asked at your hands.more than strict juctice 
| in the distribution of your favors, and has not re- 
i ceived even that. Tler commerical advantages 
depend upon thg laws of nature, and of these she 
cannot be deprived by legislation, ‘Transfer your 
|| public revenues from the natural aids they aiford 
| to her commerce, as the honorable gentleman from 
| Virginia proposes, and you will not materially 
| 

| 


affect the progress of New York in her commer- 
cial career, since she does not rely upon adventi- 
She has, however, a right to 


tious advantages. 
i demand at your hands equal and impartial justice. 
| She asks nothing more. While New York is the 
' medium and instrufhent by which so jarge a por- 
tion of the public revenues are collected, can you, 
in common and equal justice, deprive ber of the 
advantages which her situation confers ? You can- 
not, and ought not. For many years past those 
revenues have been under the seifish and odious 
control of the United States Bank, with interests 
opposed to those of New York, and has this cir- 
cumstance arrested the commerce and prosperity 
of that State? We have, sir, 1 confess, sometimes 
inconveniently felt the power of an unseen hand 
striking at our-welfare, but not sufficiently to re- 
tard permanently our progress. 

Mr. Speaker, allow me to express the hope that 
we may hereafter be able to discuss and consider 
the various questions presented here without 
drawing into review the local affairs and legislative 
policy of any of the States of the Confederacy, 
unless it shal! be to derive useful lessons, to guide 
us in the path of duty by their example or expe- 
rience; and let me add the hope that the various 
amendments proposed to the bill under considera- 
tion may be rejected, and the bill passed into a 


i 
| 
! 
i 
i 
t 


i 
i 


| law. 

‘| Mr. WILSON, of Virginia, addressed the 
| House in opposition to the motion to commit the 
| bill as made by his colleague, [Mr. Roperrson.} 

i He was also opposed to the amendment of Mr. 


i Gorpon. Believing that the Bank of the United 


i 
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‘States would not be rechartered, he was satisfied 
that. it would be necessary to employ the State 
banks as the fiscal agents of theGovernment. He 
was, therefore, in favor of perfecting the present 


bill; and although he had some doubts on the sub- | 


ject, still he should probably vote for the amend- 
ment-which had been suggested by another col- 
league, [Mr. Moonrg,] to insert the names of the 
State banks in the bill, so as to leave ag little 
discretion as possible to the Secretary of the Treas- 


ury. ; 
Mr. VANCE asked what was now the question | 


before the House? 

The CHAIR Stated it to be on the motion to 
recommit the bill, with instructions. 

Mr. VANCE said he had an amendment to 
the bill which he was. anxious should be placed 
before the House, or before the committee, if the 
bill should be recommitted. He also wished to 
have it printed. In all legislation, he deemed it 
important to look at practical results. There 
were several States in the Union which did not 
contain a collection district, and his amendment 
looked to a more equal distribution of the public 
revenue. Without it, those States would expe- 
rience pecuniary embarrassments which no man 
could now properlyappreciate. [The amendment 
was read.) Mr. V, said its object was apparent 
on the face of it; but, after a suggestion from the 
Chair on a point of order, he withdrew it for the 
present. 

Mr. HANNEGAN rose and alluded to the 
variety and importance of the business on the 


table which must be acted.on in the nine business } 
He alluded particularly to | 
the graduation bill—to the Post Office investiga- | 


days left of the session. 


tion—the public lands—the harbor bill—and vari- 
ous others, involving interests of the highest 
importance, which he hoped were duly appreciated 
: py the members of the House. He hada dislike, 
which nearly amounted to aversion, to be either 
the principal. or the agent in any act tending to 


curtail the freedom of debate; but under the pres- | 


ent circumstances, the necessity was urged upon 
him by the most imperious considerations. It was 
therefore he assured the House it was with great 
reluctance that he felt compelled to demand the 
previous question. 

Mr. McKINLEY moved a call of the House. 

A question of order was' raised as to whether 
that motion could be made before the call for the 
previous question was seconded; and after some 
conversation thereon between. the CHAIR, 
Messrs. McKINLEY, WILLIAMS, MASON, 
MERCER, SUTHERLAND, and BRIGGS, 

Mr. McKINLEY withdrew the motion. 

The motion for the previous question was then 
taken by tellers; and decided as follows—ayes 96, 
noes 100. 

So the House refused to second the previous 
question. 

Mr. BURGES expressed æ wish to address the 
House,. but as the hour was late, he moved to 
adjourn. 

Mr. POLK asked for the yeasand nays; which 
having been ordered, 

Mr. BURGES withdrew-the motion. 

Mr. FILLMORE then asked for a division of 
the question to recommit with instructions. ` 

The question was then taken by yeasand nays, 
which had been previously ordered, on the motion 
to recommit the bill; and decided in the negative— 
yeas 91, nays 115. 

The question then recurring on the amendment 
offered by Mr. Ewing, that gentleman asked for 
the yeas and nays; which were ordered. 

Mr. SLADE moved to.adjourn. 

Negatived—ayes 93, noes 102. 

The question on Mr. Ewine’s amendment was 
then decided‘ by the following vote: 

YEA—Mr. Ewing—l. 

NAYS—Messrs. John Q. Adams, John Adams, 
Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, John J. Allen, 
William Allen, Archer, Ashley, Banks, Barber, 
Barringer, Bates, Baylies, Beale, Bean, Beatty, 
Beaumont, Bell, Binney, Bockee, Boon, Bouldin, 
Briggs,Brown, Bull, Bunch, Burns, Bynum,Cage, 
Cambreleng, Campbell, Carmichael, Carr, Casey, 
Chambers, Chaney, Chilton, Chinn, Claiborne, 


Samuel. Clark, William Clark, Clay, Clayton, 
Coffee, Cramer, Crane, Crockett, Darlington, 
Amos Davis, Day, Deberry, Denny, Dickerson, 
Dickinson, Dunlap, Evans, Edward Everett, Fel- 
der, Ferris, Fillmore; Forester, Foster, Fowler, 
William K. Faller, Fulton, Gamble, Garland, 
Gholson, Gillet, Gilmer, Gordon, Gorham, Gra- 
ham, Grennell, Griffin, Joseph Hall, Hiland Hall, 


i Thomas H. Hall, Halsey, Hamer, Hannegan, 


Hardin, James Harper, Hathaway, Hawkins, 
Heath, Henderson, Hiester, Howell, Hubbard, 


Huntington, Inge, William. Jackson, Ebenezer į 


Jackson, Janes, Jarvis, Richard M. Johnson, 
Noadiah Johnson, Cave Johnson, Benjamin 
Jones, Kavanagh, Kilgore, King, Kinnard, Lane, 
Langing, Laporte, Lea, Lee, Letcher, Lewis, 
Lincoln, Love, Lyon, Lytle, Abijah Mann, Mar- 
tindale, Marshall, Mardis, John Y. Mason, Moses 
Mason, May, McCarty, McComas, Melntire, 
McKay, McKennan, McKim, McKinley, Mc- 
Lene, McVean, Miller, Milligan, Miner, Henry 


| Mitchell, Robert Mitchell, Moore, Morgan, Muh- 


lenberg, Murphy, Osgood, Page, Parks, Parker, 
Patton, Patterson, Dutee J. Pearce, Phillips, Pick- 
ens, Franklin Pierce, Pierson, Pinckney, Plum- 
mer, Polk, Pope, Potts, Ramsay, Reed, Reynolds, 


| Robertson, Schenck, Schley, Augustine H. Shep- 


perd, Shinn, Slade, Smith, Spangler, Speight, 
Standifer, Steele, William Taylor, Wiliam P. 


Taylor, Francia Thomas, Thomson, Tompkins, | 
| Trambull, Tweedy, Vance, Van Houten, Vinton, 


Waggener, Ward, Wardwell, Watmough, Web- 
ster, Whallon, White, Williams, and Wise—189. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The question then recurring on the amendment 
of Mr. Gordon, 

Mr. WILLIAMS asked for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. VANCE moved an adjournment; negatived 
ayes 71, noes not counted. 

The question was then taken by yeas and nays 
on the amendment offered by Mr. Gorpon; as 
follows: 

Y&AS—Messrs. John Q. Adams, Chilton Allan, 
Heman Allen, John J. Allen, Archer, Barber, 
Beale, Beaty, Campbell,Claiborne, William Clark, 
Clayton, Amos Davis, Davenport, Deberry, Fos- 
ter, Gamble, Gholson, Gordon, Griffin, Heath, 
Letcher, Lewis, Martindale, McComas, Pickens, 
Robertson, Spangler, Steele, William P. Taylor, 
Wilde, Williams, and Wise—33. 

NAYS—Messrs. John Adams, William Allen, 
Ashley, Banks, Barringer, Baylies, Bean, Beau- 
mont, Bell, Binney, Bockee, Boon, Bouldin, 
Briggs, Brown, Bunch, Burns, Bynum, Cage, 
Cambreleng, Carmichael, Carr, Casey, Chaney, 
Chilton, Chinn, Samuel Clark, Clay, Coffee, 
Cramer, Crane, Darlington, Day, Denny, Dick- 
erson, Dickinson, Dunlap, Evans, Edward Ever- 
ett, Ewing, Ferris, Fillmore, Forester, Fowler, 
William K. Fuller, Fulton, Galbraith, Garland, 
Gillet, Gilmer, Gorham, Graham, Grayson, Gren- 
nell, Joseph Hall, Hiland Hall, Thomas H. Hall, 
Halsey, Hamer, Hannegan, Hard, Hardin, James 
Harper, Harrison, Hathaway, Hawkins, Hen- 
derson, Hiester, Howell, Hubbard, Huntington, 
Inge, William Jackson, Ebenezer Jackson, Janes, 
Jarvis, Richard M. Johnson, Noadiah Johnson, 
Benjamin Jones, Kavanagh, Kilgore, King, Kin- 
nard, Lane, Lansing, Laporte, Luke Lea, Thomas 
Lee, Lincoln, Love, Loyall, Lucas, Lyon, Lytle, 
Abijah Mann, Joel K. Mann, Marshall, Mardis, 
John Y. Mason, Moses Mason, May, McCarty, 
Melntire, McKay, McKennan, McKim, McKin- 
ley, McLene, McVean, Miller, Milligan, Miner, 
Henry Mitchell, Robert Mitchell, Moore, Morgan, 
Muhlenberg, Murphy, Osgood, Page, Parks, Par- 
ker, Patton Patterson, Dutee J. Pearce, Phillips, 
Pierce, Pierson, Pinckney, Piummer, Polk, Pope, 
Potts, Ramsay, Reed, Reynolds, Schenck, Schley, 
William B. Shepard, Augustine H. Shepperd, 
Shinn, Slade, Smith, Speight, Standifer, William 
Taylor, Francis Thomas, Thomson, Trumbull, 
Turrill, Tweedy, Vance, Van Houten, Waggener, 
Ward, Wardwell, Watmough, Webster, W hallon, 
White, and Wilson—I161. 

So the amendment was negatived. 

Mr. BOON moved the previous question. 

Mr. FOSTER and Mr. MARDIS appealed to 
the honorable member to withdraw the motion, 
but. Mr. Boon not consenting, 


Mr. BURGES moved an adjournment 
ried—ayes 95, noes 86. ‘ 
So the House adjourned. 


Car- 


IN SENATE? 
Tuurspay, February 12, 1835. 


Petitions and memorials were presented by 
Messrs. SILSBEE, KING of Alabama, KANE, 
and GOLDSBOROUGH. 


The VICE PRESIDENT communicated a letter 
from the War Department, conveying a statement 
of the contracts made by the department for the 
year 1834. 


The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the 
Senate a memorial from the Legislative Council 
of Michigan .Territory, praying for the removal 
of the light-boat near Waugoshavee Point, to the 
mouth of the Detroit river, and for the erection of 
a light-house on said Point; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. POINDEXTER, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to which the following bills from 
the House of. Representatives were referred, re- 
ported the same; 

A biil authorizing the sale of certain lands be- 
longing to the University in Michigan, without 
amendment; s 

A bill authorizing the removal of the land office 
at Wapahkonetta, in Ohio, to Lima, in said State, 
without amendment; 

A bill for the relief of George Davenport, with- 
out amendment; ‘ 

A bill for the reliefof Robert Abbott and others, 
with an amendment. f 


Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Naval Committee, 
to which were referred the bills from the House of 
Representatives, for the relief of Mervin P, Mix, 
M. C. Perry, and E. R. Shubrick, reported them 
severally, without amendment. 


2 P 

Mr. SOUTHARD, from the same committee, 
made an unfavorable report upon the petition of 
the children of Berfjamin W. Booth, late a master 
commandant in the United States Navy. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, from the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims, made an unfavorable 
report upon the petition of Richard Andres. 

Mr. BELL, from the Judiciary Committee, made 
an unfavorable report upon the petition of John 
L. Wynn. 

Mr. BELL, from the same committee, made 
unfavorable reports upon the petitions of Henry 
H. Burr and John Howe. 

He also reported the bill from the House of Rep- 
resentatives for the relief of Francis B. Ogden, 
without amendment. 

Also, a bill authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to compromise the claims allowed by 
the Commissioners under the treaty with the King 
of the Two Sicilies, concluded in 1832; which 
was read the first time and ordered to a second 
reading. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, from the Committee 
on Manufactures, to which was referred the reso- 
lution relative to duties upon refined sugar, re- 
ported a bill allowing an additional drawback on 
sugar refined in the United States and exported 
therefrom; which was read the first time and or- 
dered to a second reading. i 

Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, reported a joint resolution, requiring a 
series of experiments tobe made to ascertain how 
far it is practicable to substract from the coins of 
the United States by chemical process, or by drill- 
ing; which was read the first time and ordered to 
a second reading. 

Mr. BLACK, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, made unfavorable reports upon the peti- 
tionsof John A. Webster and Samuel Hambleton. 

Mr. BLACK, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, made an unfavorable report upon 
the petition of the heirs of Andrew McClelland. 

Mr. SILSBEE, pursuant to notice, and on leave 
given, introduced a bill for the relief of John J. 
Putnam and Nathan Pratt. 

Mr. HENDRICKS, pursuant to notice, and 
on leave given, introduced a bill making appropri- 
ations to construct certain roads in the Territory 
of Michigan; which bills were read twice and 
referred, 


RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES OF THE 
GOVERNMENT. 

The following resolution was submitted by Mr. 
BENTON; which was read and ordered to. be 
printed: . 

Resolved, That the President be requested to 

cause information to be laid before the Senate, at 
the commencement of the next session of Con- 
gress, on the following points: 
1. The amount of revenue which may be re- 
duced on dutiable articles without affecting the 
„rotection intended to be continued by the aet of 
March 2, 1833, to domestic manufactures. 

2, The amount of net revenue which will prob- 
ably be received frorn customs from 1836 to 1842, 
inclusively. 

3. The amount of revenue which will probably 
be received from public lands for the same period, 
if no change takes place in the price of the lands. 

4, Theamount of revenue from the samesource, 
if the price of the refuse Jands should be reduced, 
and the lands should be so disposed of as to pro- 
mote the settlement of the country, and should 
cease to Be a source of revenue, except to defray 
the expenses of their management, and of extin- 
guishing the Indian titles. 

5. The tiraes and proportions in which the 
amount of stock held inthe Bank of the United 
States wiil probably be returned to the Treasury, 
if no act is passed by Congress for the sale of said 
stock. 

6. The probable amount of the expenditures of 
the Government annually to the end of the year 
1842. > 

7. The state of the fortifications; so as to show 
the number of forts of the first, second, and third 
classes, now constructed in the United States; the 
number heretofore proposed and recommended by 
the War Departmeni, but not yet constructed; and 


the number which would probably be necessary | 


to the complete and adequate defence of the lake, 
maritime, and guif frontier of the United States, 
and such points of the land frontier as may be 
believed to require permanent fortifications. 

8. The amount expended since 1816, in con- 
stracting forts, and the amount that would proba- 
bly be necessary to complete the construction of 
the entire system of permanent fortifications for 
the United States. 

9. The amount which has been expended since 
1816 in providing for the armament of the fortifi- 
cations; and the amount which would probably 
be necessary to complete the armament of all the 
fortresses required for the defence of the United 
States. . 

10. Theamount which would probably beneces- 
gary to construct an adequate number of 
and arsenals in the United States, and to supply 
the States, with field artilery (especially brass 
pieces) for their militia, an 
pistols for their cavalry. 

11. The amount expended since 1816 on the 
gradual increase of the Navy, on navy-yards, and 
dock-yards; and the amount necessary to be ex- 
pended on each of these objects, to place the naval 
defence of the United States upon the footing of 
strength and respectability which is due to the 
security and to the welfare of the Union. 

12. And that the President be requested. to cause 
to be communicated to the Senate, at the same 
time, any other information connected with the 
revenue and expenditure of the Government, and 
with the defence of the Union, which shall come 
within the scope of the foregoing inquiries, on 
which, in his judgment, shall be necessary to be 
communicated, 

REDUCTION OF DUTIES. 


The following resolution, submitted on Monday 
by Mr. CALLIOUN, was taken up and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be directed to report to the Senate, at the com- 
mencement of the next session of Congress, what 
duties under twenty per cent. ad valorem, a8 pro- 


15 


armories |: 


d with side-arms and || 


$ 


| vided by the sixth section of the act of the 2d of 
March, 1833, entitled ‘* An act to modify the act 


i pealed consistently with a due regard to the manu- 
facturing interest; and an estimate of the probable 
amount of the reduction. 


| DEBTS OF THE POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


| Mr. HILL’S resolutions relative to the validity 

| and binding nature of the debts of the Post Office 

; Department, were, on his motion, postponed to 

and made the special order for Tuesday next. 
POST OFFICE AFFAIRS. 


The resolution submitted some days since by 


7 

j 

f y A $ 

| posing duties on imporis,” can be reduced or re- 
| 

t 

t 


| Office, was also taken up, and on his motion it 
| was made the special order for the same day. 


OFFICERS COMMUTATION. 


| The resolution submitted on Tuesday by Mr. 
HILL, calling upon the Secretary of the Treasury 
for information, whether the evidence of payments 
of commutation have been lost, and whether there 
| is reason to believe the officers who received their 
‘ commutation were not entitled to it, &c., was 
i taken up and agreed to. : 


i 

| 

| _ THE CUMBERLAND ROAD. 

| _ The bill making appropriations for the continua- 

i tion and repair of the Cumberland road, was read 

| the third time and passed. 

\ DUTIES ON RAILROAD IRON. 

| The Senate proceeded to consider, as in Com- 

| mittee of the Whole, the bill authorizing a remis- 

sion of duties on all railroad cars and car-irons, 

which were ordered prior to the Ist January last. 
Mr. HILL asked that some good reason might 

| be given by the committee why the bill should 


ass. 
p Ni TYLER said he thought the bill explained 
itself, ` 

Mr. HILL said his objection was, that he did 
not know why these large companies should be 
exempt from the payment of duties rather than 
individuals. 

Mr. TYLER said this was a subject in which 
the public had a direct interest. It was not simply 
for the benefit of the large companies. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN said he saw no 
reason for the remission of duties upon these arti- 
' ticles, or that they should be refunded if they had 


| been paid. Our iron establishments were quite 


: sufficient to supply all the demand for those arti- 
! cles, as he had been informed by a manufacturer, 
‘and ata reasonable price. Why then should we 
prefer the foreign manufacture to our, domestic 
establishments. He moved that the bill be laid 
on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


THE HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the joint resolution reported by the Li 
Committee, authorizi 
dred copies of Carey 
gr 
reason why this bill should pass. 


Mr. KING, of Georgia, expressed a wish that 
the bill might be permitted to lie on the table until 


& Lea’s History of Con- 


| the Senate, relative tot n 
thorized by Congress, could b ad. It was essen- 
i tial, to enable us to act understandingly on this 


| subject, that the information called for should be 
' obtai With regard to 


ned; it was indispensable. 1 reg 
ithev ;) it migh 


many others w 


alue of this work, (Mc. K. said 7 
fa good and useful work, and it might be, like 
e had purchased, totally useless 


‘and worthless. 
Mr. POINDEXTER enlarged upon the 


|l of the work; he said it could not progress 
out the patronage of the Government. 


merits 


i 


of the 14th of July, 1832, and all other acts im- | 


Mr. SMITH, relative to the affairs of the Post | 


brary } 
ng the purchase of five hun- | 


ess. i 
Mr. HILL asked the committee to give some | 


‘the information called for from the Secretary of | 
he amount of printing au- > 


tbe! 


with- |: 
It was of i; 


great utility to every statesman, because it con- 
t] tained the whole history and proceedings of Con- 
gress and the Government in a condensed form, 
and genilemen could not afford to purchase it for 
their private libraries. 

Mr. BENTON said, thatabout seven years ago, 
the Senate purchased one of those worky called a 
Political Register, and he took occasion to look 
: into it to examine it closely, and found’it to bea 
complete exemplification of the suggestio falsi and 
suppressio vert. Many things were omitted which 
members said, and many things were put into 
their mouths which they never did say. So far 
as he himself was concerned, (Mr. B. said,) it 
contained a general libel onhim. He locked over 
the Register of the last session, and he believed 
‘| that in the matter that there appeared under his 
name, there was not one paragraph which was 
| not more or less a downright falsification of what 
he said, and there was hardly a sentiment in it, or 
a fact stated in it, which he actually said. There 
were two papers in this city, the Telegraph and 
National Intelligencer, both of which, three or four 
years ago, were very obliging to him. They both 
uniformly published his speeches, and whenever 
he desired alterations to be made in them, they 
did it very obligingly; and whenever he wanted 
to improve them, (and he did not hesitate to say 
that he did improve them,) they cheerfully con- 
sented toit. But within the last three years, both 
those papers had entirely changed their conduct 
towards him. One of them, the National Intel- 
i ligencer, refused, out and out, to publish one of 
| his speeches against the Bank of the United States, 
Yes, sir, they refused to publish his main speech. 
on the ground that it was too long, and when he 
afterwards offered to abridge it, they totally refused 
to publish it, while they published everything that 
was said on the other side. The Telegraph did 
the same thing, and the gentlemen on the other 
side not only saw the notes, but the proofs too. 

With respect to the proposition now before the 
Senate to buy these books, he perceived there the 
name of one of the employees of the Bank of the 
United States, and he had received information 
from Philadelphia that these persons were busily 
engaged last winter in keeping and fomenting the 
panic which was in a course of preparation and 
performance. He was opposed to this proposi- 
tion, because, among other reasons, this History 
of the Congress of the United States by Cary & 
Lea, was a history of Congress by the Bank of 
the United States. This was all he had to say on 
|| this subject at this time. But with regard to this 
| business of printing in the Senate, it exceeded all 
| the other abuses of the Government, including the 
Post Office, put together. In 1819 the expenses 
for printing amounted to fifteen thousand dollars; 
while last year, he believed, it amounted to one 
hundred and fifty thousand dollars! And propo- 
|| sitions for single jobs passed here, almost without 
|| opposition, incurring an expenditure equal to the 
} 


whole sum paid in 1819. He took the opportu- 
nity now to give notice that as often as proposi- 
tions were introduced here for extra jobs, he would 
be brought to his feet, and on the subject of this 
great and crying abuse, he would show them to 
the country in ail their enormity. And also show 
, that, while we were seeking to remove the mote 
| from the eye of others, we would not perceive the 
: beam in our own. 

| Mr. KING, of Georgia, said that, where prop- 
‘ sitions had been made to purchase works, in 
he always purchased them with his 
ut the value and usefulness of 
sh like a sprite, if a proposition 
ke the expenditure for 


‘this way, 
own money. B 
them would vani 
ii should be introduced to ma 
them out of our own pockets. He did not know 
the value of this work, as he before remarked. 
i But he did know that it would be very expensive. 
: Honorable gentlemen agreed that suck works were 
necessary to us in the discharge of our legislative 
duties. If they were so, he would be willing to 
vote money enough to purchase a sufficient num- 


i 
is 
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per for our purpose, He would go as high as 
fifty copies to be placed in the Library. And surely 
this was a liberal number. If the resolution was 
thus modified, he would support it. He was not 
in favor of purchasing them for the members to 
be taken home and used for their individual pur- 
poses. We had already engaged in a work for 
which we were to. pay four hundred and twenty 
thousand dollars, at least, and which had it not 
been for the commendable zeal and care of the 
committee last year, would have cost the Govern- 
ment at least three millions. 

« Mr. HILL said he had made some calculation of 
the cost of books and maps and printing ordered 
at a single session of Congress, leaving out several 
items of former purchases, which have been sup- 
plied to present members. 

lam told the printing alone ordered to be ex- 

_ ecuted by the printer of the Senate at the last ses- 
sion of Congress, amounts by computation to the 
enormous sum of $120,000. 

This is more than ten times the amount of the 
printing ordinarily directed by this body in other 
times, when the Senate was not at war with the 
Executive, and when the printer was friendly to 
the Administration and the voice of the people. It 
amounts. to an average of $2,500 to each of the 
forty-eight members of the Senate. 

Besides this, there were ordered and paid for, 
according to the statement of the Clerk, printed 
and laid upon our tables at the commencement of 
the session, the following articles: 


For newspapers.......- sssessseseeees $832 18 
George Watterston’s Statistical Tables.. 20 00 
Jonathan Elliot, for Directories........ 38 62 
William Cranch, Index to District Re- 

POF cee cesecersccccsecererereeses 500 00 
Thomas & Ho-nans, Pennsylvania Re- 
2 ee A ©) 
Jonathan Elliot, Debates on the Consti- 

tULION cae cecrceccercccsrcerecscecs 175 00 
Jonathan Elliot, Diplomatic Code...... 99 00 


Gales & Seaton, Register of Debates ...1,940 00 
Paid for selecting and arranging papers 


for Land Documents and State Papers. 1,250 00 
David A. Hall’s History of Bank of the 
United States... sscc cesses eeeenees 150 00 


To Ames & Son, paper for map 

of Narragansett bay........ $376 20 
William I. Stone, for printingdo. 320 00 
E. Gilman, joining do......... 100 00 


796 20 
John Kennedy, District Laws.......++ 3 00 
George Templeman, four copies Laws.. 112 00 


Gales & Seaton, for thirteen copies eight 
volumes State Papers, $11 25 each... 1,172 00 


$7,092 25 


This will add $145 75 for each member of the 
Senate, 

And still further: $50,000 annually for Gales & 
Seaton’s State Papers, and $50,000 expenditure on 
Clarke and Force’s Documentary History, would 
average to the two hundred and ninety-one Sen- 
ators, Representatives, and Delegates, for the 
year, $340 each; and would make in the whole, 
$2,985 75 to each member of the Senate, as the 
expense of books and printing for a single year. 

Of the items I have called over, one or two are 
deserving comment. One of the departments 
had procured as a matter of favor to that part of 
Rhode Island and Providence Plantations, and at 
a great expense, the survey, engraving, and fur- 
nishing, a map of Narragansett bay, a sufficient 
quantity to answer all ordinary purposes. This 
was not enough, Senators living in distant States, 
who had as little to do with Narragansett bay as 
they had with Winnipisseogee lake and bay, or 
any other distant water, must be furnished with 
additional copies of an unwieldy map; and $300 
more are expended in printing and furnishing an 
extra number of these for the forty-eight Sena- 
tors. : ? 

The thirteen copies or sets, eight volumes each, 
of Gales & Seaton’s State Papers, also call for 
comment. i was surprised at the. last session, 
when I was informed that the whole seven hun- 
dred and fifty copies of Gales & Seaton’s State 
Papers, furnished for Congress, had already been 

. disposed of, and that a purchase must be made 


of additional numbers to supply new members. 
The eight volumes purchased cost only about the 
sum of ninety dollars for each set; and when the 
twenty volumes come to be completed, if the pub- 
lishers shall not see fit to raise the price,—which | 
will depend on eircumstances,—theadded expense 
for.each rew member, for this one article, will 
be $225. 

This work of Gales & Seaton, it should be rec- 
ollected, originated in this manner: They at first 
published in their newspaper proposals for print- 
ing a Compilation of Congressional Documents. 
After several ineffectual attempts, at last a res- 
olution passes, per fas el nefus, both Llouses of 
Congress, authorizing a subscription of seven hun- | 
dred and fifty copies, embracing a period of time 
down to 1815. This subscription of Congress 
obtained, it is believed not a single additional sub- 
sciiber was sought for or procured. 

Afterwards an additional resolution is passed, | 
extending the time, and limiting the extension to 
eight additional volumes. The price paid in each 
instance is fixed to the price paid to the printers | 
of Congress for the ordinary printing of the two 
Houses. This price is from twenty-five to fifty 
per cent. higher than the same work would cost 
in Philadelphia, in New York, in Boston, and in 
several other places. And the money thrown 


away in price overpaid on this work of Gales & || 


Seaton, and that of Clarke and Force, willamount 


to between two-and three hundred thousand dol- |! 


lars! 

1 will state the items of three contracts on which 
from two to three hundred thousand dollars are 
absolutely thrown away, made by resolutions 
which have, in some way—those interested can 
tell how-—been carried through Congress, when 
perhaps one member in ten did not understand 
either their tendency or extent. They are as fol- 
low: 


Gales & Seaton’s American State Papers, 20 vol- 
ums, 750 copies, probable cost $10,000 each 
VOLUME. se susroceuessseresoe $200,000 

Clarke and Force’s Documentary Hist- 
ory, 30 to 40 volumes, calculated to be 
confined to the cost Ofe... se...i o.e e e. 400,000 

Duff Green for printing Land Laws, in- 
dependent of other printing ordered 


exclusively by the Senate, 16 volumes, 60,000 || 


$660,000 
Two, if not three, of the last named volumes, 


I am informed, will be a reprint of the very vol- || 


umes to be executed by Gales & Seaton ! 

The art of working through Congress resolu- | 
tions or acts, favorable to those whom they are 
intended to benefit, could not be better exemplified 
than in those directing the publication of books by 
the pet printers and publishers for both Houses 
of Congress. Gales & Seaton, it is understood, 
printed for Congress seven hundred and fifty 
copies, and received of Congress entire pay for 
preparation and composition and distribution of | 
the types, using the. same types and composition 
to print for themselves seven hundred and fifty , 
other copies. 
members of the Twenty-First and ‘T'wenty-Second | 
Congress shall be supplied with the books; the 
consequence is, before this work is half way | 
through the press, the seven hundred and fifty | 
copies are all taken ap; the $200,000 appropriation 
is all run through; and at each successive session 
of Congress, to supply new members, the Secre- | 
tary of the Senate or Clerk of the House is obliged | 
to go to the publishers and pay them just what | 
price they ask for additional numbers. Thirteen 
sets of these additional numbers were bought for 
the Senate last session, and I am told from one 
hundred and twenty-five to one hundred and fifty | 
additional sets of the same work were required for 
the House of Representatives. 

The resolutions require that the members of the 
Twenty-First and Twenty-Second Congress shall | 
be supplied; with just as much propriety might 
the resolution provide that members of the First 
Congress, or members of forty years ago, should 
be supplied with Gales & Seaton’s State Papers, 
as that members of the Twenty-First Congress, 
who were here four years ago, should be sup- 


plied. And I would not be at all surprised here- 


= 


The resolution requires that the |! 


li never returned here. 


after, to find members of each and every Congress, 
or the ‘heirs and legal representatives”? of mem- 
bers of Congress coming in here and claiming for 
„each, copies of these State Papers, or the value of 
such State Papérs, “ with interest” for the whole 
time of delay. 

It will be seen that the resolution despatches at 
once the seven hundred and fifty copies; and the 
new Congresses of two terms more will nearly or 
: quite consume the additional seven hundred and 
fifty copies, for which Gales & Seaton get pay, as 
if printed at their own expense, while the greatest 
half of the expense of printing has been paid by 
| Congress. 

It was admitted on all hands at the last session 
i that Congress had been. taken in by the bargain 
i which had been made with Ciarkeand Force for the 
; Documentary History; and it was thought to bea 
| momentous affair to procure the assent of those 
gentlemen to such terms as would limit the whole 
expense of this printing to four hundred thousand 
doliars! But the gist of the matter did not then 
appear. The act of Congress which authorizes 
the contract with Clarke and Force directs the dis- 
tribution of those volumes fo the members of the 
| Twenty First and Trwenty-Second Congress, in the 
same manner as the State Papers are distributed; 


j! and this too when not even the first volume of the 


So 


Documentary History has yet been printed. 
! that Clarke and Force’s first seven hundred and fifty 
| copies have all been disposed of to old “members 
| and others before the existence of the Twenty- 
i Third or present Congress; and if this Congress 
| or its successors obtain any, it must be by pur- 
chase of the extra copies; and Clarke and Force, 
| long before their work shall be completed, will 
have made sale, at their own price, of double that 
number which the act of Congress had provided 
for. The members of Congress who were not 
j here when the act passed, who are no longer 
members, and who have no stronger claim to 
them than any and every man, woman, and child- 
“from snowy white to sooty,” in the country, 
l are to be supplied with their twenty, thirty, or 
forty volumes of Documentary History of the 
| Revolution. The restriction to four hundred thou- 
sand dollars for the seven hundred and fifty copies 
virtually amounts to nothing, if we do not put a 
| stop to furnishing members of Congress with all 


' the books that have been furnished their prede- . 
Í eessors. If that practice continues, there can be 
no limit either as to numbers or amount of ex- 
pense. Gales & Seaton and Clarke and Force may 
just as well print two thousand, or three thousand, 
as seven hundred and fifty copies; and both are 
quite as safe in estimating the amount they will 
finally take from the Treasury, in the one instance 
ata half, and in the other at a whole million of 
dollars, as at two hundred and four hundred 
thousand dollars each. 

Mr. President, the gift and distribution of books 
to members of Congress, even of such books as 


i| appertain to our duties as legislators, are of little 
i 


advantage to the public interests. Ihave heard of 
members of Congress offering their books for sale 
in this city, and disposing of them at one-tenth or 
one-twentieth theircost. [am told thereare books 
now on sale at one or more places in the city fur- 
nished by members of Congress for that purpose. 
i If the friends of this mode of distribution doubt 
t 

f 


i the fact, they have it in their power to disprove 
iit by appointing a committee to investigate the 
matter. But, sir, in the main, the books are car- 
ried to the homes of the respective members, and 
i Having occasion recently to 
i look into the volumes of State Papers on the sub- 
| ject of foreign relations, and containing the several 


|| treaties and negotiations with France, it was more 
ii than a week before I was able to procure the use 


of the two volumes on those subjects. If books 
i are procured at all for the use of members, they 
| ought to be retained in the Library, to be used by 
! the successors, as well as by the present members 
| of Congress. In such an event, a small number 
would answer all our purposes; and we should 
not have occasion to spend the millions which 
| have been, and are to be, lavished on pet printers, 
whose best recommendation to the favor of Con- - 
| gress seems to have been their violence as parti- 
sans and editors of newspapers opposed to the 
great body of freemen of the United States, and to 
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that 
have elected. 

Sir, the money thrown away in extra patronage 
to printers and publishers within this District 
who are opposed to the Administration—the money 


| 
| 
if 
| 
i 
f | 
aid them over and above what would have been | 
| 


States. 

I hope this resolution will be arrested by a 
decided majority of the Senate, and that no other 
resolution of a similar tenor will be permitted to 
Dass. 


There was another resolution laid on the table | 


the other day, for furnishing Gales & Seaton’s 
Debates to the new members. 

On inquiry of the Secretary of the Senate, I. 
find the quantity of Registers of Debates already 
published is twelve volumes, and that the cost of 
these twelve volumes is fifty-six dollars. 
are, I believe, four new members of the Senate to 
be supplied, and the whole amount of cost under 


this resolution will be two hundred and twenty- |; 


four dollars 


The argument heretofore urged in favor of |! 


similar resolutions has been, that the old members, 
having themselves been supplied, would discover 
themselves to be both selfish and ungenerous now 


to vote against supplying the new members. As i 
I acknowledge no validity or |i 


applied to myself, 


propriety in that argument. Í have invariably 


voted, whenever I had opportunity, against any © 


and every proposition for supplying myself with 
books; and the acceptance of those books has in 
no instance been with mea voluntary act. 

Now, Mr. President, whether the proposition 
be to furnish a member with books costing one 
dollar or one hundred thousand dollars, I contend 
against it here, and at all other times, so far as it 
shall be prudent to contend. l contend against 


the practice of voting books for our own indi- |; 


vidual use—books which are regularly carried 
away at the end of each session of Congress, and 
which are never, or rarely everused here, for any 
public purpose whatever. 
l need not advert, Mr. 
parative worthlessness of the vol 
resolution proposes to procure. 
so much old lumber—much less valuable than 
volumes of old newspapers that make any preten- 


President, to the com- 


sions at all to a fair and impartial detail of events. | 
The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Benton} has ; 


showed the great injastice which has been done 


to the proceedings and speeches in the Senate in i 


these volumes. Iscarcely need inform the Senate, 
that the volumes proposed to be purchased em- 
brace no part of the three last sessions of Congress. 
There might be some little pretence of their use- 
fulness, if they embraced fate proceedings and 
debates. But they do not reach within about three 


years of the last proceedings of Congress. To | 
purchase them now, must accommodate only the 


printers, who are paid their own price, ‘They are 
hardly worth one-tenth of the price paid for them, 
and would sell at auction scarcely above that price. 

If it be proper, in any place, 
sion, to resist the purchase, for the pri 


members of Congress, of books, or other articles | 
which may be convenient to them, by taking and | 
money in the public | 
Jace, and on this | 


appropriating therefor the 
treasury, it is proper, in this p 
occasion, to contend against it. There will be the 
same reason, at the next session of Congress, and 
at all succeeding sessions, to purchase these books, 
as there is now; and will be no less invidious for 
old members then to oppose it, than now. 


| salary of the collector for the district of Sandusky, 


|, ground, that if this alteration was made, others o 


| $1,500 


There ;' 


umes which the |, 
They are like | 


and on any occa- | 
vate use of | 


i 
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When Mr. HILL had concluded, the hour for 
the special orders having arrived, on motion of Mr. 
CALHOUN, the resolution was laid on the table. 

CUSTOM-HOUSE OFFICERS. 

The Senate then resumed, as in Committee of 
| the Whole, the consideration of the bill fixing the 
' number and salaries of the custom-house officers 
' of the United States. 

i Mr. BIBB offered an amendment increasing the 
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from $400 to $606. 
Mr. S{LSBEE opposed the amendment, on the 


a similar class must also be made. The commit- : 
tee (ne said) had regulated these salaries as well as | 
they could be at present. 


fered to progress, without being overloaded with 
amendments. 

| Mr. KING, of Georgia, thought if this amend- 
' ment prevailed it would destroy the whole bill. | 
‘He thought the sum sufficient, where the duty i 
| required was so little. Bata small part of the iim 
| was necessarily occupied. 

After some further remarks by Mr. SILSBEE, | 
the question was put, and the amendment rejected 

Mr. ROBBINS then proposed to raise the salary 
‘ of the collector at Newport, Rhode Island, from 
to $1,800. 

Mr. SILSBEE objected; and after some little | 
discussion between Mr. ROBBINS and Mr. SILS- 
BEE, the question was put on the proposed 
amendment, and decided in the negative. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH rose, he said, to pro- 
poseanamendment. His honorable colleague and 
himself had received complaints and memorials in 
regard to the proposed changes at the port of Bal- 
‘tmore. He moved to strike out “ten” and insert 
“ fourteen’? as the number of permanent inspectors; 
and that ‘‘ two” be inserted instead of *‘ six,” for 
; temporary inspectors. He believed there was no 
port in the world where the vigilance of inspectors 
| was more needed than at Baliimore, as the pecu- 
| Jiar situation of the place afforded opportunities | 
_ for evading the laws. 

Mr. SILSBEE said he thought no district in the 
country was better provided for than Baltimore. 
He then went on to show that other places, equally 
exposed with Baltimore, were placed on the same 
footing, even where the revenues were greater. 

The debate was continued at some length by 
! Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH and Mr. SILSBEE; 
after which, the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WRIGHT then offered an amendment as 
' an additional section to the bill, authorizing naval 
officers each to depute a clerk, who might sign 
papers in the absence of the officer. 

No objection being made, the amendment was 
agreed to. 

Mr. KENT then propose 
as to allow the collector at 
stead of $800. è 

Mr. SILSBEE objected. 

The question being put, the amendment was not 
agreed to. 

Mr. PORTER prop 
of the district of Teche 
the Senate rejected the prop , i 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, said, he perceived by | 
the bill the six districts of Georgia were reduced ; 
to three. He proposed adding a fourth, at St. į 
| Mary’s. He felt jealous of the sister State, South | 
` Carolina, which had been suffered to retain all her 
|| districts, her nullification notwithstanding. 
| The amendment was rejected. 
On motion of Mr. PORTER, 
amended by inserting the word 
| «© Mobile,” in the fourth section, 
office rent to the collector at Tech 

Mr. KNIGHT proposed to equalize. aries | 
of the collectors at Newport and Bristol, giving | 
$1,650 to each; but some objections being made, 
he withdrew his motion. 

Mr. SHEPLEY then offer 
ments with regard to salaries o 
the State of Maine. 


‘| 
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d so to aménd the bill | 
Georgetown $900 in- 
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osed to allow the collector 
$700 instead of $300, but 
osition. 


the bill was. 


inorder to allow 
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Mr. CALHOUN hoped the bill would be suf- |: 


‘s Teche” after | 


lize the salaries | 


Mr. S. said he was not in favor of high salaries, 
but when he considered the extensive sea-coast, 
and the frontiers bounded for more than six hun- 
dred miles by the British possessions, he -felt as 
though justice was not done to the State. The 
shipping of Maine was confined in a great measure 
to the coasting trade, but the committee in their 
estimate had confined themselves mostly to the 
revenues of the ports. Besides the coasting trade, 
a large number of fishing veseele were constantly 
passing and repassing between our ports and those 
of the British provinces, and it was highly neces- 
sary that all those vessels should be inspected. In 
order to have this done, the Government must pay 
he officere enough to enable them to devote their 
‘time to the business. The northern ports, of all 
| others, were the most favorable for smuggling, and 
should be strictly guarded. 

The debate was continued at some length be- 


i! tween Mr. SILSBEE, Mr. TOMLINSON, and 


Mr. SHEPLEY. 

The question was then put; and the amend- 
ments rejected. 

Mr. NAUDAIN offered someslightamendment; 
which was rejected. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, and 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

On motion of Mr. CALHOUN, all the orders 
previous to the bills reported by the select com- 
mittee on executive patronagé were. postponed, 
and he then gave notice that to-morrow, at one 
o’clock, he would move to take up the bill to re- 
peal the four years’ law. : 

Mr. KENT moved that, for the balance of the 
session, the standing hour of meeting of the Sen- 
ate shall be eleven o’clock, which was disagreed — 


i to. 


The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, February 12, 1835. 


Mr. BANKS, from the Committee of Claims, 
raported a joint resolution authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to settle the claim of O. H. 
Dibble; which was read twice, and ordered to be 
engrossed. 

Mr. McKINLEY, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported a bill to establish branches 
of the Mint of the United States; which was read 
twice ang committed. 

Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, reported a bill granting a bounty in lands 
to the organized militia-men, mounted militia-men, 
and rangers, who defended the frontier during the 
late war with Great Britain; which was read the 
first time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS moved that the bill be re- 
jected. i ' 

Mr. W. wished to assign, in a few words, the 
reasons why he was opposed to the passage of 
this bill. It would create hopes and expectations 
which the true interests and policy of the Govern- 
ment would never permit to be realized. It pro- 
| posed to grant a bounty, in lands, to a class of 
: troops regularly employed by the Government, in 
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a contingent service, and who, in consequence of 
he peculiar duties required of them, were allowed 
a per diem allowance of one dollar each. If the 
principles of the bill were adopted, there would 
be at least one hundred thousand applications to 
| this House for similar donations of land. Hedid 
not see why the troops for which this bill provided 
should be entitled to more pay than the other mi- 
ho were engaged in the public service. He 
i believed that the militia on the Atlantic border, 
| during the late war, performed more arduous du- 
| ties than any other troops in the service. If, there- 
ore, this bounty was to be extended, the militia 
| generally would be as much entitled to it as those 
who were embraced in the bill. He repeated, that 
if the principles of the bill were recognized, it would 
have a tendency to induce at least one hundred 
thcusand applications for a similar bounty in lands. 
It was for the purpose of cutting off the delusive 
hopes which might be thus created, that he had 
been induced to make the motion that the bill be 
rejected. $ 
Mr. CASEY said he would not trespass upon 
the time of the House by entering into an exami- 
nation of the claims of those persons who were 
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intended to be benefited by the bill. The subject 
had been brought to the consideration of the House 
by a memorial.of the Legislature of Hlinois. It 
had been some time before the Committee on the 
‘Publie Lands, fully matured, and a lengthy report 
on the subject accompanied the bill now under 
consideration. 
fitted to take its usual course—that it would be 
réad a second time and committed, and, together 
with the report, printed. It would not be difficult 
to show the difference between the class of troops 
referred to- by the gentleman from North Carolina 
[Mr. Wittiams] and those who were embraced 
in the provisions of the bill, But he would not 
pursue the subject at present, in the hope that 
the bill would be suffered to take the usual course, 
and, that at the proper time, it would come up for 
discussion. 

Mr. CLAY said the gentleman from North Car- 
olina [Mr. Witiiams] seemed disposed to treat 
this measure most unceremoniously. The pro- 
visions of the bill were certainly not so shocking 
as to require its instantaneous rejection. The gen- 
tleman was wholly mistaken in supposing that this 


bill would encourage the numerous applications | 
from other portions of the militia to which he had 


referred for a similar bounty in lands. There was 
a most essential difference between the ordinary 
militiamen and that class of troops embraced in 
the bill. The former. generally served but three 


months, and perhaps, in a single instance, six | 


months, while the laiter were bound to serve 
twelve months, and did serve for that period. 
They served as long as a portion of the regulars, 
who received ù bounty, as well as he recollected. 
He contended that the mounted rangers had an 
advantage over the infantry. They were bound, 
as he understood, to furnish their own horses, 
arms, and provisions. Nor had the former any 
advantage over the regular troops. 

Mr. C. said the House was not now called upon 
to determine the merits of the bill. The only 
question was, whether the proposition was so pal- 
pably absurd und monstrous as to cause the House 
to refuse to entertain it atthe threshold. He was 
not prepared to say how he shoald eventually vote 
upon this measure. Let it be examined and 
matured, and if it should be deemed proper, let 


us (said Mr, C.) not withhold from the meric- | 


orious. citizen soldier that which he may be justly 
entitled to. 
would be read a second time and committed. 

Mr. CHILTON expressed a hope that a bill, 
so meritorious in its character, would not be so 
cavalierly disposed of by rejecting it on its first 
reading. While he would be opposed to extend- 
ing the provisions of the bill to all those who were 
engaged in the service durirg the late war, he 
would be extremely gratified"if those in indigent 
circumstances, who had fought the battles of the 
late war, could receive a bounty in land, for the 

urpose of securing to themselves, and their fami- 
jes, a home, which they were unable to purchase. 


The bill wag not as explicit in its character as he į 


could desire. When, however, it should come up 
ultimately for consideration, the House could fash- 
ion it to suit its fancy, and at the same time do 
justice to those who were concerned. Mr. C. 
concluded by a warm eulogittm upon those who 
were engaged in sustaining the honor and glory 
of the nation in the late war. 

Mr. VINTON was glad that the motion had 
been made to reject the bill. It was time for the 
House to take care of the public lands as well as 
the other public property. ‘This bill, if he under- 
stood it, proposed to give a bounty in lands to 
almost every person who was engaged in the 
public service during the late war. 
who had remained in the service fiiteen days, and 
who were regularly discharged, would be entitled 
to the proposed bounty.. Not. only the rangers, 
but the militia, were to be provided for. He would 
ask whether these rangers were promised any- 
thing more than what they had received? Were 
they not acquainted with the character of the ser- 
vice in which they were engaged? Were they 
required to do any other service than that agreed 
upon; and were they not paid according to con- 
tract?. Upon what ground, then, could. any one 
come here and ask, in addition to the. sum paid 
these troops, that they-should be allowed each a 


He hoped the bill would be per- | 


He hoped, therefore, that the bill ; 


Even those | 
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| Assembl 


| granted to the United States Rangers. 


A bounty of one hundred acres of land was given 
to the soldiers of the Revolution. This, too, was 
to be located in a savage wilderness. The land 


which this bill proposed to give would be located || 


in the very heart of a rich and civilized country. 
One hundred acres of land thus located was worth 
five times as much as that which had been given 
to the soldiers of the Revolution. Was this just 


or proper? Fle hoped the bill would be immedi- į 
j ately rejected, for the reasons assigned by the gen- 
teman from North Carolina, (Mr. Wicirams.] | 
Let this biil be entertained and laid over to the | 


next session, and we should most assuredly have 
thousands of petitions from the militia engaged in 
the service during the Jast war, for the benefit of 
its provisions. 


war. 
that station, from sickness alone, as infinitely 
greater than those experienced by the mounted 
rangers, who were engaged in a service calculated 
to invigorate and strengthen thesystem. For the 


seasons which he had assigned, he trusted the | 


House would promptly reject the bill. 

Mr. SPEIGHT viewed the motion of his col- 
league (Mr. Wititams] as an unfortunate one. 
The bill had been reported by one of the com- 


! mittees of the House, and we were called upon to 


reject it, when many of us did not know what 
were its details. The motion also operated to ex- 
clude all other necessary morning business. He 
thought the bill ought to be committed. 


regard to their rights and interests connected with 


the public domain, still there was no person more | 


ready to do entire justice to those brave men who 
had served the country in the wild West. He 
would go one step further, and make provision 
for the troops stationed at Norfolk at the period 
alluded to by the gentleman. from Ohio. He 


i doubted whether a portion of the public domain 


could be betier disposed of than by distributing it 
among those destitute and meritorious individuals 
who had, during the late war, shouldered their 
muskets and defended the country. 

Mr. REYNOLDS remarked that there seemed 
to him to be a view of this subject which had not 
been yet presented to the House. The General 
of the State of illinois addressed a 
memorial, praying for a bounty, in land, to be 
This me- 
morial was addressed to the Congress of the United 
States, and was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. They have reported the present 
bill. Heconsidered that a memorial, coming from 
one of the free and republican States of this Con- 
federacy to this honorable body, should receive a 
different treatment. Common respect toa State 
would, in his humble opinion, guaranty a course 
entirely different. If the Old Boy himself were 
depicted in the bill, itshould not be treated in this 
manner, and be rejected thus unceremoniously; 
but as the bill, and the subject-matter of which it 
treats, are just and right, it ought like other prop- 


| ositions emanating from a respectable source, go 
| to the proper committee, oy take the ordinary 


course. : 

Is itright thatthe claims and petitions of citizen- 
soldiers, who sustained in the war with Great 
Britain the honor and character of their country, 
be rejected withoutinvestigation? Citizens that left 
their homes and families and entered the service 
of their country to fight its battles against the 
enemy, should their-claims for a bounty in land 
be thus treated in the Congress of the United States? 
Citizens who, in sustaining the liberty, honor,and 
prosperity of the country, had fought and bled 
under the stripes, such as we see presented before 
us, are their claims to be rejected in the Congress 
of the United States without a hearing ? 

[Mr. R. referred to the United States flag, sus- 
pended in the Hall of Representatives.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, (who 
made the motion to reject the bill on the first read- 
ing,) begged to explain that he made the motion 
under a rule of the House, which was recognised, 
and did not consider it ‘‘ disrespectful’? to the 
House, or to the claims, to make the motion. 

Mr. REYNOLDS observed that he had not 
thought, or treated, the honorable member from 


He referred to the sickness which | 

revailed among the troops a dur ; 
p led amorg the troops at Norfolk during the | 
He considered the dangers encountered at | 


While | 
he was the decided advocate of the old States, in ! 
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claim with disrespect. 
his character, and he had no such notidn of him; 
but he did sincerely believe that the motion was 
wrong. T 

Mr. R. would repeat that, should the claims of 
the soidier, who defended the honor and character 
of the country, and who advanced its prosperity, 
be rejected without examination, we will not see 
the brave soldiers so ready to volunteer their ser- 
vices. If their claims be rejected in this manner, 
we may again Lear of burnings and the destruc- 
tion of property by theenemy. This Capitol may 
be visited again with the fire of the enemy, should 
the claims of the soldiers be rejected thus hastily. 

If this treatment be visited on the soldier, who 
will defend the country? If such course be pur- 
sued, he feared he would hear, in another war, of 
tue destruction of the Capitol again—a thing, he 
hoped, which never would again take place. The 
honorable member from Ohio [Mr. Virron] 
remarked, that the militia and other troops re- 
ceived the compensation which the Government 
agreed to give them. Mr. R. said, this may be the 
notions of the gentleman, who has been raised 
under the rigid system of contracts, where there 
was no liberality observed. This was not the 
course which was pursued by this House. A lib- 
eral and generous policy was observed on all occa- 
sions. 

Mr. R. would refer the House to various cases 
brought before it, wherein more was asked than a 
rigid performance of a contract. Justice and 
equity should be administered to all, whether their 
claims were founded on a contract or not, or even 
if the claim exceeded a contract, if it were just and 
equitable. Look at the claim of Kilgore, from 
Canada, who claimed pay for more than a con- 
tract. He claimed pay for services far exceeding 
a contract, and which contract it seemed to Mr. 
R. was founded in treason. Claims even of this 
character were soberly and candidly investigated 
in this House; and should not the present bill be- 
fore the House receive the same consideration ? 

Should the bill be of the character represented 
by the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Critron,] 
it still ought not to be rejected in this manner. 
The bill was intelligible and easily understood. It 
would not fall within the definition of metaphys- 
ies, such as the gentleman (Mr. Curiron] de- 
scribed it, that neither the speaker nor his audience 
understood the subject which they were dis- 
cussing. 

The bill, if it was not rightin form or substance, 
could be altered and changed to suit the views of 
the majority of the House. Almost all bills ex- 
perience changes and alterations in their passage. 
This could be so changed as to make it night. 

The object of the bill was to grant a bounty in 
land iri proportion to the bounty which the sol- 
diers of the regular army received. This bounty 
was to be given to the United States rangers, in 
proportion to their services, and in relation to the 
bounties given other troops. 

This is so reasonable, and at the same time so 
just, that he could not believe the House would 
reject it at all; but he hoped the House would retain 
the bill; change it if necessary, and finally pass it, 
so as to embrace all troops that served in the late 
war; and give them a bounty in land in propor- 
tion to their services, and in proportion to the 
bounty given other troops. 

Mr. C. ALLAN said, let the merits of this bill 
be what they might, the course proposed by his 
honorable friend from North Carolina was a very 
unusual one. The Dill was brought into the 
House in the usual way, through the ordinary 
organ, one of its standing committees. Jt was 
evident that they were not then prepared to act so 
definitively as proposed; for no two members who 
had addressed the House, understood the bill the 
same way, and every one had given it a different 
interpretation. For himself, he was not disposed 
to reject this bill without any consideration, though 
he was not prepared to say how he should finally 
vote upon it, The subject was an important one, 
connected with a large class of meritorious citizens 


| of the country; and did not the House from day 


to day, and hour by hour, patiently consider bills 
involving the interest of single individuals, and 
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would it reject a proposition for so large a class | 
as that embraced in the present bill, on its first | 
presentation? He hoped his worthy friend would 
not press his motion, but allow the bill to take the | 
usual course, by referring it toa Committee of the | 
Whole House, where its principles and provisions 
would undergo,the most mature deliberation. He | 
again repeated, that he could not then say how he | 
should finally vote on the measure. 

Mr. STEWART said, with a view of putting 
an end to what, in its present situation, was an | 
unprofitable discussion, if the motion were in i 
order, he would move to lay the whole subject on | 
the table. 

The CHAIR pronounced the motion out of | 
order. | 

Mr. ASHLEY wished to say a few words in | 
reply to the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Vixron.] ; 
Mr. A. believed that no troops during the late 
war had been engaged in severer duties or per- 
formed harder service than the rangers engaged 
for twelve months in protecting our frontier. It 
was true they were paid a dollar per day for their 
services; but as stated by the gentleman from 
Alabama, {M. Cray,] they had to furnish their 
own horses and their own clothes, and any person | 


| 
| 


at all conversant with the services they performed, : 


would at once come to the conclusion that that || age 5 
| House, if it thought proper, to reverse its own 


amount was not more than was paid tothe regu- 
lar troops or infantry of the United States. 


keep them in goog condition, and in case of one 
of them becoming disabled, or being lost, they 
had either to procureanother at their own expense, | 
to hire one, or to go on foot. 
honor of commanding some of those men at that 
time, and from his ‘own experience, he could aver 
that their expenses amounted to as much, and 
generally to more than their pay. He believed 
there were three times as many rangers, propor- 
tionate to their numbers, lost on the frohtier, as 
there were of any other class of troops in the ser- 
vice of the United States in that quarter. Now, 


inasmuch as these men did perform services as. 


arduous and as dangerous as if they formed a part 
of the regular troops in the army of the United 
States, and inasmuch as the regular infantry re- 
ceived each a quarter section of iand for their ser- ` 
vices, he was of opinion that the men embraced 


in this bill were fairly entitled to the same bounty, ;; 


although it was not in their contract. 

Mr. A. said, though he was opposed to the 
immediate rejection of this bill, and in favor of 
the principles of it, there were several of its pro- 
visions to which he did not assent, and at ihe 
proper time he intended to submit some amend- 
ments to it for the consideration of the House, 
but he thought it due to the subject, that the bill 
should be printed and properly considered and 
” disposed of. 

Mr. EWING said a few words which were not 
distinetly heard by thereporter. He was under- 
stood to be opposed to the motion to reject the 
bill. i 
Mr. LINCOLN desired to say a few words in 
explanation of the vote which he should give on 
the motion of the gentleman from North Carolina, 
(Mr. Wintians.] He did not propose to discuss 
the merits of the bill. He referred to its pro- 
visions, and contended that it would afford a pre- 


cedent which would authorize every soldier of the |; 


last war to expect similar gratuity, Indeed, the | 
bill was broad enongh to include the whole. A 
single ranger who had served three days, wouid 
beas much entitled to this bounty as those who 
had served one year. Such a bill should never 
pass this lous’. Hit should, it would be a war- 
rant to every militia man who was in the service | 
in the fate war, to come forward and demand one 
hundred and sixty acres of land, although ali that 
had been promised was previously paid. He did 
not believe that the public domain would be sufi- 
cient to satisfy the demands which would be cre- 
ated by the passage of this bill, Lest it might be 
construed into a precedent, and encourage appli- ; 
cations and hopes which must eventually prove 
futile he submitted whether it was not proper that 
the bil shondd be rejected at itg present stage. 
The remarks of Mr. L. were here arrested bya 


t 
$ 


motion of Mr. WATMOUGH, to proceed to the ;! 


consideration of the erders of the day; which was | > i n 
i! call of the House was in order. 


carried. 


‘i the previous question, 


|| BOON, 


The || 


former had to furnish their own horses and to |: baie 4 
i: decision of the Chair. 


Mr. A. had the ' M essrs.PATTON, MILLER, FOSTER,CAGE, | 
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PAY OF THE NAVY. 

Mr. WATMOUGH asked the consent. of the 
i House to take up the bill to regulate the pay of 
the Navy. He was desirous that the substitute 
| which had been prepared for the original bill and 
| amendments, should be adopted, and the bill or- 
| dered to be engrossed. 
| The motion was objected to. 


| THE DEPOSITE BANKS. 

| The order of the day was the bill to regulate 
| the deposite of the public moneys in certain local 
i banks; and the question pending thereon’ was 
moved yesterday by Mr. 
| Mr. PATTON moved a call of the House. 

| The CHAIR again decided the motion not to 
| be in order, upon the same grounds as on yester- 

ay. 

{The same question of order arose in the House 
yesterday. The Cuar decided the motion for a 
| call of the House before it was ascertained whether 
| there was a second to the previous question which 
| had been demanded, to beoutof order. In making 
: this decision, the Speaxer declared that he con- 


f sidered the motion in order, but- he felt bound to 
|; conform to the decision of the House upon the 


‘same point at its last session. It was for the 
decision.]} 
Mr. PATTON thereupon appealed from the 


Mr. BRIGGS asked for the yeas and nays; 
‘which were ordered. 
A long discussion on the point of order ensued. 


SUTHERLAND, MERCER, E. EVERETT, 
S. JONES, HEATH, and H. EVERETT, 
were for reversing the decision of the Chair, and 
Messrs. SPEIGHT, MASON of Virginia, and 
HALL of North Carolina, were in its favor. 

The question was taken by yeas and nays, and 
the result was—yeas 91, nays 113. 


YEAS—Messrs. W. Allen, Baylies, Beaumont, 
: Blair, Bockee, Boon, Brown, Burns, Bynum, 

Carmichael, Carr, Casey, Chaney, Samuel Clark, 

Clay, Coffee, Cramer, Day, Dickerson, Dickin- 
son, Dunlap, Ferris, Forester, William K. Fuller, 
i Galbraith, Gillet, Joseph Efail, Thomas H. Hall, 
Halsey, Hannegan, Joseph M. Harper, Harrison, 
' Hathaway, Hawkins, Heath, Henderson, How- 
: ell, Hubbard, Huntington, Inge, Richard M. 
Johnson, Noadiah Johnson, Cave Johnson, Ben- 
jamin Jones, Kilgore, Lane, Lansing, Lucas, 


Lyon, Lytle, Joel K. Mann, Mardis, John Y. | 
Mason, Moses Mason, jr., May, Melntire, Mc- | 
Kim, McLene, McVean, H. Mitchell, Robert ; 
Mitchell, Morgan, Muhlenberg, Murphy, Osgood, | 
Page, Parker, Patterson, Franklin Pierce, Pierson, ; 


Poik, Pope, Ramsay, Reynolds, Schenck, Augus- 


tus H. Shepperd, Shinn, Smith, Speight, Standi- | 
fer, William Taylor, Thomson, Turrill, Vander- : 
poel, Van Houten, Wagener, Ward, Wardwell, ; 


Webster, Whallon, White—91. 


NAYS-—-Messrs. John Q. Adams, Heman Allen, | 
3. J. Ailen, Anthony, Ashley, Banks, Barber, : 
Barnitz, Barringer, Beatty, Bell, Binney, Briggs, | 
Burd, Burges, Cambreleng, Chambers, Chilton, ; 
= Claiborne, William Clark, Clayton, Clowney, 
Darlington, Amos | 
Davis, Davenport, Deberry, Denny, Dickson, | 
Evans, Edward Everett, Horace Everett, Ewing, || 
Fillmore, Foster, Fowler, Philo C. Fuller, Fulton, |! 


Cerwin, Crane, Crockett, 


: Gamble, Garland, Gholson, Gilmer, Gordon, 
Gorham, Graham, Grayson, Grennell, Griffin, 
Hilard Hall, Hamer, Hard, Hardin, James Har- 

: per, Hazeltine, Hiester, William Jackson, Ebene- 
zer Jackson, Janes, Jarvis, Henry Johnson, Sea- 
born Jones, Kinnard, Laporte, Lay, Lea, Lee, 
Letcher, Lincoln, Leyall, Abijah Mann, jr, Mar- 
tindele, Marshall, McCarty, MeComas, McKay, 
McKernan, MeKinley, Mercer, Miller, Milligan, 
Miner, Moore, Patton, Dutee J. Pearce, Phillips, 
Pickens, Pincknev, Potts, Reed, Rencher, Robert- 
son, William B. Shepard, Slade, Spangler, Steele, 

Stewart, William P. Taylor, Philemon Thomas, 
Tompkins, Trumbull, Tweedy, Vance, Vinton, 

- Watmough, Frederick Whittlesey, Elisha Whit- 

tlesev, Wilde, Williams, Wilson, Wise, Young 

—113. 

So the House determined that the motion for a 


The motion for a call of the House was then 
put, and negatived, without a division. 

The question then recurring on the motion fer 
the previous question— 

Mr. GRAHAM appealed to the honorable mem- 
ber from Indiana to withdraw his motion for the 
previous question. 

Mr.-BOON said though he did not wish to be 
obstinate, he could not withdraw the motion. The 
discussion on this bill was arresting all the other 
business of the country, and he thought~had 
already extended to a sufficient length. 

The question was then taken by tellers; and 
there were—ayes 97, noes 105. 

So the House refused to second the call for the 
previous question. 

The question being then on the engrossment of 
the bill, 

Mr. BINNEY said he was desirous of proposing 
certain amendments, which, however, did not con- 
flict with the general principles of the bill, but, as 
he believed, tended rather to improve and render 
it more acceptable to many who were in favor of 
its passage. He was aware that the House was 
very desirous of passing to the consideration of 
other important business; and he coincided in the 
wish that the question should be taken this day. 
He should therefore endeavor to economise the 
time of the House, so far as he could with a due 
regard to perspicuity. He had said that the 
amendment he was about to propose did not con- 
flict with the principles of the bill. Those princi- 
pies he wished to be understood, were such as 

e could never bring his mind to adopt. This 
|| consideration, however, did not debar him from 
making a reasonable effort to render them more 
consistent with his own views of right, and of the 
true interests of the country. The objections 
which he entertained to the bill in its present 
shape were its insecurity—its partiality, and its 
tendency to political influence. In relation to the 
first of these points, its insecurity, he contended. 
that he had the warrant of experience. The sys- 
tem of using the State banks for the depositories 
of the public treasure had been tried and failed— 
egregiously failed, and that under circumstances 
remarkably similar to the present. The honor- 
able chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means had said that this was ‘‘ no longer an 
experiment.” In regard to its first trialhe granted 
it was not an experiment; but in relation to the 
present, he differed materially from that gentle- 
man. It was, he conceived, as much an experi- 
ment now as it was when it was first so denomi- 
nated. It had been tried but one short year, and 
we were now told it had succeeded, and must 
i| continue to succeed. The experiment, on its 
‘| former trial, not only for one, for two, or for three 
i| years, but for three years and a half, had the 
|| same apparent success. Atthe end ofthat period, 
|| in less than six weeks, it was exploded, and the 
'| currency of the country was left for more than a 
‘| year in the most deplorable condition. To con-. 
| tend that this experiment was tested in the short 
i 
H 
i 


time in which it had been in operation, with the 
recent trial of a like experiment, and its failure in 
three and a half years staring in our faces, was to 
him preposterous. Not only did he contend that 
|| the experiment had not been fully tried, but it had 
not been fairly begun. Its result was only post- 
poned. The causes conducing to this postpone- 
ment were, first, the refusal on the part of the 
! Bank of the United States to obey the mandate 
i| from the Treasury Department to call in its circu- 
| lation—her refusal to proceed with the work in 
|| which she had begun. It was this spirit of oppo- 
| sition—factious opposition if you choose—to the 
|| virtual command of the department to call in her 
(| circulation which formed one principal cause of 
i| the postponement of the effect of the experiment. 
o The other cause to which he referred was the 
!! celebrated and salutary panic of 1833, which in- 
| duced a curtailment of one-fourth of our imports, 


i eters : 
! and the substitution of returns in specie. Mr. 
| 


\ 


! B, next called the attention of the House to the 
‘| similarity of the circumstances existing in 1813 
| and in 1833. There was, he believed, at the former 
neriod as much specie in the country as at the 
latter. After pursuing this subject at some length, 
i| he referred to the losses said to have been sus- 
‘| tained by the Government by its places of depos- 


lites. He contended that it had, properly speak- 


« 
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ing; lost nothing by the Bank of the United States. f 


Mr: B. then went into an examination of his sec- 
ond proposition, that the operation of the present 
system was partial towards various portions of 
the country. 
length, on the possibilities of the fiscal agents of 
the Government being used for political effect; and 
concluded by enumerating the advantages to be 
secured by the provisions of his amendment. 

Mr. PATTON said he was in favor of the prin- 
ciples of this bill, and was desirous that it should | 
be adopted; and he was determined, so far as his | 
own action was concerned, that.every member of 
the House should be enabled to present such 
amendments. as he should think necessary, in 
order to make it as perfect as possible, and in 
some he might himself concur. Mr. P. said he 
should not enter at large into the question. He 
agreed with the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
(Mr. Binney,] that the question of the Bank of j 
the United States was finally settled. The question 
now was, what were we todo? There were other 
great questions brought into this discussion. “The 
most important was that of executive encroach- 
ment in relation to the removal of the deposites, 
again alleged by those who had before fought the 
battle and lost it. Mr. P. was ready to enter the | 


contest again with any one, and to maintain, as |} 
he had maintained before, that the conduct of the jj 


Executive upon that occasion was neither an | 
encroachment upon the powers of that House 
nor an invasion of the Constitution, but was in 
exact conformity with the principles of the Gov- 
ernment as established in 1789. 

But the question was whether, the Bank of the 
United States being about to expire as the fiscal 
agent of the Government, there was any necessity 
of making regulations for the disposition of the 

ublic deposites, and what those regulations should 
ba Much had been said about the experiment 
that had been made. Mr. P, denied that it was 
an experiment, for it had existed and had been 
going on from the foundation of the Government 
to the present time, State banks had been so 
employed from. 1789, not only down to 1816, but 
down to the present moment. In 1811, when the 
Bank of the United States had been in operation 
for twenty years, and when judgment of death was 
about to be pronounced against it by Congress, a 
report was made to that Flouse showing that one 
third of the money of the country was in State 


banks. ‘That of twenty-one deposite banks eleven | 


of them were chartered State banks. In many of 
the States, Massachusetts, Connecticut, and Rhode 

Island, there was no branch of the United States 

Bank. He referred to the authority of Mr. Gal- 

latin to prove that all the money of the country 

was deposited in State banks, except at Norfolk. 

He also referred to the speeches of many gentle- 

men on both sides of the question at that time, | 
showing that in the event of the bank going down, 

the use of State banks for places of the public de- 

posites was contemplated.. If then this system 

was an experiment, it was an experiment made in 

1789, and continued to be used down to 1816. 

Mr. P. entered into a review of the circumstan- 
ces attending the recharter of the present Bank of | 
the United States, and quoted the opinion of Mr. 
Wesstrer, Mr. Cray, and other gentlemen then 
in Congress, and read an extract from the report 
of Mr. Gallatin to the Senate of the United 


` States in 1811, in favor of the recharter of the 


United States Bank, to show that he believed State 
banks might be safely used by the Treasury. 
Whether we regarded this as a political or a mere 
financial question, it must still be a question be- 
tween theestablishment of the Bank of the United 
States and the State banks. He thought the de- 
velopment of the last three or four years, and the 
last year especially, had proved the dangerous in- 
fluence of the former institution. He once thought 
the charges brought against it overrated, but he 


- thought so no longer. From the State banks 


nothing was to be feared; their profits were dis- 
tributed and disbursed over the whole country; | 
they were under the control of the State govern- 
ments, and their being in a continual state of ri- 
valry towards each other would all tend to keep 


_ them within proper limits. 


He also dwelt, at considerable || 


Much had been said about the influence the State | 
of New York would derive by the passage of this | 


bill. Mr. P, said it was to the city and not to the | 


| Treasury the control over the deposite banks, he 


| than ten dollars, for he thought it better to leave 


| endured from the question of the Bank of the 


| a contract made by the Congress of 1816 with that 


j amendment to the bill when the proper time should 


! secure. Such a provision was equitable, and he 


| he thought that could be devised would be by a | 


State this application should be made. That city 
had great influence,and would always possess it, 
from her immense commercial advantages, and 
nothing could stop her course. 

With regard to giving the Secretary of the 


did not believe itever was, or ever would be, used 
as an engine of political power, or that it could to 
any great extent. Besides, the power of Congress 
could at any time interpose to prevent his exercise 
of any undue influence. At the proper opportu- 
nity it-was his intention to offer an amendment to 
the clause prohibiting the employment of any 
bank as a place of deposite for the public moneys 
that issued notes in 1833, of a less denomination 


the matter to be acted upon when the time should 
arrive, according to the circumstances that might 
then exist. He thought it wrong thus to bind 
their successors, and the evils the country had 


United States had grown out of what some called 


institution. There was no necessity for passing 
this clause to restrict the State banks, and they 
were not required to do it. It was trammelling, 
and unnecessarily trammelling, the bill. 

Mr. P. concluded by again declaring his inten- 
tion to vote for the bill. 

Mr. E. EVERETT said he wished to offer an 


arrive. He expressed his approbation of the sev- 
eral amendments of the gentleman from Pennsy!- 
vania, (Mr. Bryney.] He last year voted against 
the bill, for he regarded it as part of an illegal 
system in violation of the existing Jaw chartering 
the Bank of the United States. He said, if the 
amendments of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{Mr. Binney] were adopted, he should vote in 
favor of the bill. He was opposed to placing so 
much power as that of selecting the deposite banks 
in the will and discretion of the Secretary of the 
Treasury. He was aware of the difficulty of the 
case, but his plan, he thought, would obviate it, 
and that was to place the money in those banks 
that would pay most for its use, all other things 
being equal, and taking care that it be perfectly 


hoped would ke adopted, and he should offer it 
hereafter to the consideration of the House. 

Mr. WILDE rose to appeal to all parties, the 
friends of the amendments in particular, to bring 


the question to a close. There were only sixteen | 


days of the session remaining, and the present 
discussion was arresting all the business of the 
country. Every speech made in favor of the 
amendment was virtually in favor of the previous 
question. The House had showna disposition to 


permit the question to be taken directly on the | 


several amendments, and he hoped the discussion 
would terminate. 

Mr. GRAHAM offered an amendment pro- 
viding that four per cent. per annum should be 
paid for the use of the public moneys by the banks 
in which they were deposited, and that the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury keep a proper book of ac- 
counts,&c. Mr. G. advocated his amendment in 
afew words. 


Mr. McKINLEY expressed a hope that the | 


question would be taken on the amendment at 
once. 

Mr. POLK asked for a division of the question 
on the amendments proposed by Mr. Binney, and 
replied to the argument used in favor of requiring 
interest from the deposite banks. To select those 
banks which would give most for the use of the 
public moneys, would in almost all cases be select- 
ing the worst bank. Mr. P. reiterated his remarks | 
made the other day, showing the impracticability | 
of enforcing interest upon so fluctuating a capital | 
as that would be, which might be placed ina bank 
to-day and called for to-morrow. The only plan | 


sinking fund, regulated at each session of Con- 
gress. At present there was only about half a | 
million in the Treasury, and by the end of the 
session there would remain very little. As soon 
as the contingency existed of a positive unex- 
pended balance in the Treasury, it would be time | 
enough to provide for it. _ 

Mr, FILLMORE stated that the unexpended 


the banks there, did produce an interest of from 
four to five per cent. 

Mr. GRAHAM again urged the propriety of 
his amendment, and asked for the yeas and nays; 
which were not ordered. 

The amendment of the gentleman was then put 
and negatived, without a division. | 

The first clause of Mr. Biyney’s amendment 
to the third section of the bill, distinguishing 
private from public funds, was then agreed to, 
without a division. 

The second clause of the amendment having 
been read— 

Mr. McKINLEY made a few remarks thereon. 

Mr. JONES moved to strike out one-fourth, 
and insert one-fifth of the amount of specie, &., 
to be kept in the vaults of the banks. Äi 

Mr. BINNEY accepted the modification, 

Mr. POLK explained why the provision had 
been made in the bill by the committee; and 
thought it should not be changed. At the time 
when the Bank of the United States was con- 
sidered the safest institution in-the country, it had 
only six millions to meet forty-two millions—the 
amount of its liabilities only one-seventh. 

Mr. PARKER and Mr. McKIM made a few 
remarks on the amendment. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said if this amendment 
were adopted, it would virtually defeat the whole 

ill. 

Mr. BINNEY asked for the yeas and nays; 

which were ordered. a 
l Mt CRAMER moved an adjournment. Nega- 
tived. 

The question was then taken on the second 
branch of the amendment; which was agreed to— 
yeas 109, nays 99. . 

Mr. POLK asked leave to introduce a resolu- 
tion proposing to make the bill under consider- 
ation and another bill in relation to the transfer 
of certain books, &c., from the Bank of the United 
States, the special orders for twelve o’clock each 
day, except Saturdays, until the same should be 
disposed of, and providing that petitions should 
be received as usual on Mondays. 

Objection being made, ; 

Mr. POLK moved a suspension of the rules, to 
enable him to offer the resolution. Fle was de- 
sirous that those bills should be disposed of to- 
morrow. 

Mr. BEATTY moved that the House adjourn. 
Carried—ayes 90, noes 86. 

So the House Wjourned at a quarter to six 
o’clock. 


IN SENATE. 
Frivay, February 13, 1835. 


Petitions and memorials were presented by 
Messrs. BENTON, TOMLINSON, and LINN 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN presented a memo- 
rial of the Cherokee delegation, complaining of 
the decision of the War Department in their case, 
and praying the interposition of Congress for their 
relief; which was referred to the Committee on 
indian Affairs. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. POINDEXTER, from the Committee on 
Publie Lands, to which was referred the bills 
from the House for the relief of Samuel Doxey, 
and for the relief of Sutton Stephens, reported the 
same, the first without, and the last with an amend- 
ment. 


Mr. POINDEXTER, from the same com- 
mittee, to which was referred the petition of the 
settlers on the public lands near Michigan City, 
praying for certain preémption rights, reported 
unfavorably upon the same, and the committee 
were discharged from the further consideration 
thereof. . 

Mr. NAUDAIN, from the Committee on 
Claims, to which was referred the bills from the 
House for the relief of Thomas Beaufort and ` 
Shubael Conant, reported the same, severally, 
without amendment. 

Mr. HENDRICKS, from the Committee on 
Roads and Canals, to which was referred the biil 
making an appropriation to construct certain roads 
in Michigan Territory, reported the same without 


balances belonging to the State of New York, in 


amendment. 
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Mr. HE j 
to which was referred the bili in addition to the 


act for the continuation and repair of the Cum- | 
berland road, reported the same without amend- | 


ment. : 

Mr. SILSBEE, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to which was referred the bills from the 
House for the relief of Stephen Smith and others, 
reported the same severally without amendment. 

M 
reported a bill to regulate the pay of the Navy of 
the United States; which was read the first time 
and ordered to a second reading. 


Mr. PRESTON, from the Judiciary Committee, | 
to which was referred the bill from the House to i 
he punishment of consuls, commercial | 
d others, reported the same without į 


prescribe t! 
agents, an 
amendment. 

Mr. PRESTON, from the same committee, to | 


which was referred the bill changing the time of ; 


holding the district courts of the United States | 
in Western Virginia, held at Clarksburg, reported | 
the same without amendment. 


GEOLOGICAL INVESTIGATIONS. 


Mr. WAGGAMAN submitted the following | 
resolution: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be re- 
vested to communicate to the Senate the report 


| 
rece erson, ed y I 
alogical and geological investigation authorized | 


by an act of Congress at the last session. 
AMERICAN DIPLOMATIC CODE. 
The joint resolution authorizing the purchase 


of fifty copies of the American Diplomatic Code, HT 
for the use of the Senate, was taken up for con- || 


sideration; and, on motion of Mr. HILL, was laid 
on the table. 


4 


NDRICKS, from the same committee, f 


ived from the person charged with the miner- |; 


COLONEL GAD HUMPHREYS. 


The bili to settle the accounts of Colonel Gad 
Humphreys was taken up, considered as in Com- 
“mittee of the Whole, and, on motion of Mr. 
WHITE, was laid on the table. 
COMPENSATION, ETC., OF CUSTOM-HOUSE 

OFFICERS. 


The bill fixing th 
the custom-house 0 : 
to alter certain collection districts, came up on a 
third reading. 

Mr. SILSB 
prescribing the 3ist 
when the bill is to ta 
to. 

The bill was then read the t 


| 


EE moved to fill a blank in the bill, ! 


REPRESENTATIVES OF COLONEL JOHN LAW- trie 
be 


1i where 


RENCE. , 
The bill supplementary to the act for the relief 


of the representatives of Colonel John Lawrence, i 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole, :: 


“when it was opposed by Mr. HILL, who asked 
the yeas and nays upon its passage; which were 
ordered. 


After some remarks from Mr. FRELING- |; 


HUYSEN, the bil was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading, by the following vote: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Bibb, Black, Clay, Ew- 
ing, Frelinghuysen, 
Kane, Kent, King of Ala 
Linn, McKean, Moore, 
Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, R 
Smith, Southard, Swift, Tipton, 
ler, Waggaman, Webster, W hite—32. 

NAYS—Messrs. 
Cuthbert, Grundy, 
gum, Morris, Ruggles, Shepley, 
Wright—13. 

CHARLES J. CATLETT. 


The bill for the relief of Charl 
considered as in Committee of the Whole, 
after some remarks from Messrs. TY LER,N 


bama, Knight, 


and 


e number and compensation of | 
fficere of the United States,and | 


December next as the period |. 
ke effect; which was agreed | 


hird time and passed. I 


| LINN, 


Benton, Brown, Calhoun, | 
Hill, King of Georgia, Man- © 
Tallmadge, - 


es J, Catlett was -i 


AU-: 


DAIN, WEBSTER, and KING of Alabama, | 


‘the hour of one having arrived,) 
Mr. CALHOUN move 
the table, with a view to proceè 

the day; which was agreed to. 
THE POUR YEARS’ LAW. 


The Senate then proceede 


Committee of the Whole, the bill to limit the 


d to lay the bill upon. 
d to the orders of | 


d to consider, as in : 


| BENTON 
Goldsborough, Hendricks, || 
eigh, i; 
Naudain, Poindexter, : 
abinson, Silsbee, | 
Tomlinson, Ty- ` 
l: will be given in a few days. 


| terms of certain officers, commonly called the four 
| years’ law. 

| Mr. CALHOUN rose to make a few remarks. 
| He had not anticipated any particular objections 
| to the bill before the Senate. Eight years ago it 
would be remembered a bill passed through that 
body (the Senate) for restricting executive pat- 
| ronage; it was termed the four years’ bill; it was 


| an act which imposed the most solemn obligation 


r. SOUTELA RD, from the Naval Committee, | on the present Administration. He would revert 


| to the strong feelings which overthrew that Admin- 


principles then professed and held up as the basis 
of our free institutions he feared had been. too 
i soon forgotten. That Administration was accused 
_ of extravagance; of building up the power and 
increasing the influence of the Federal Govern- 
ment. One of the first acts that marked the com- 
| mencement of the Administration was the Panama 
| question. Then there was some slight indications 


| that the four years’ law would be perverted by the |f 


| removal of printers and the like. So very sensitive 
| were the party now in power, at that time, that 
| they were instantly aroused to action. The sub- 
| ject of executive patronage was then committed 
i by the Senate to an able committee, who reported 
| thereon. This committee was composed of the 
| honorable Senator from Missouri, [Mr. Benton, ] 
Mr. Macow, of North Carolia, the distinguished 
individual who presided over thatbody, [Mr. Van 
Buren,}] Mr. Warre, Mr. Finzey, Mr. Dicnin- 
son, Mr. Houmes, Mr. Hayne, and Mr. Jounson. 
| Mr. C. then requested his colleague (Mr. Pres- 
ron] to read some extracts from the report of that 
committee. After the reading Mr. C. resumed: 
! such were (said he) the principles that had been 


i 


| held up to the people; such were the hopesthat had 
| been excited, that if those then in power were ex- 
| pelled, and their opposers put ingtheir places, these 
principles should prevail. On the faithful fulfil- 
ment of such pledges much depended. If they 
were neglected the public would loseall confidence 
in its servants; the people would cease to be in- 
| terested in public affairs. He would repeat, how 
i had these pledges been redeemed? The Senator 
(Mr. Benton] had complained that of the four- 
| teen years he had been on that floor, during the 
first seven he could obtain nothing as a favor from 
the Government. But the last seven, he had wished 
to employ in retaliation. That spirit had spread 
throug 
| Wavea 


fter wave had spread over the land. And 


would be the result? He would tell the Senator 
| that although he might be acquitted before those 
who were interested; although he might be ac- 
quitted by the present generation; yet he must be 
d before another tribunal, before posterity, 
he would be condemned unless he retraced 
. his footsteps. 

The debate was furthe 
BENTON, SOUTHARD, CALH 
‘DEXTER, KIN 
CUTHBE 
HENDRICKS, and FRELING- 
ds the close of the day, the 


r continued by Messrs. 
OUN, POIN- 


| BOROUGH, 
HUYSEN. Towar 
| discussion was excee 
esting, and became pers 
and CALHOUN, toa 

terminated in repeated calls to order. \ 
from any remarks upon the course which the de- 
bate took; butasit 
and, as much interest i 
it, a report, as accurately as it can be prepared, 


At half-past five o’clock, 
The Senate adjourned. 
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| istration and put the present one in power. The | 


h every department of the Government. |; 


if that course was pursued, he would ask what | 


G, of Alabama, WEBSTER, | 
RT, LEIGH, BIBB, GOLDS- || 


dingly animated and inter- | 
onal between Messrs. || 
degree which : 

Weabstain : 


has produced great excitement, | 
has been felt with regard to | 


I 
|! of specie which the de 
to keep on hand. 

The SPEAKER said the motion would be re- 
ceived, and would regularly come up for consid- 
eration when the bill should be taken up. 

Mr. GALBRAITH, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, reported a bill for the relief of Rob- 
ert Allison, a lieutenant in the revolutionary war; 
which was read twice and committed. 

Mr.-CARR, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of John 
Bartlett; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. CHINN, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported a bill authorizing the 
circuit court for the District of Columbia to hold 
an extra term for the trial of criminal causes; 
which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. FULTON, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of John Cowper; 
which was read twice and committed, 

Mr. FULTON, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of Thomas Beauchamp; 
which was read twice and committed. 

Unfavorable reports upon various petitions, &c., 
were made by Messrs. KAVANAGH, BRIGGS, 
GALBRAITH, CHAMBERS, FULTON, 
HOWELL, and CLAY, from their respective 
committees. 

Mr. E. WHITTLESEY moved that the Na- 
tional Temperance Society be permitted to have 
the use of the Hall of Representatives on Monday 
evening next. | 

It was objected to. e 

Mr. W. then moved to suspend the rule of the 
House, in order that he might be enabled to sub- 
mit the motion; which was agreed to—yeas 117, 
nays 37. 

The motion was then submitted, and agreed 
to—yeas 103, nays 41. 

THE PUBLIC DEPOSITES. 

Mr. POLK, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, reported the following resolution; and the 
question being taken, it was disagreed to—two- 
thirds not voting in the affirmative: 

Resolved, That the bill No. 563, entitled a bill 
régulating the deposites of the money of the Uni- 
ted States in certain local banks, and the bill No. 
564, entitled a bill to repeal so much of the act 
entitled an act transferring the duties of Commis- 
sioners of Loans to the Bank of the United States, 
as requires the Bank of the United States to per- 
form the duties of Commissioner of Loans for the 
several States, be the standing order of the day, 
for this day at one o’clock, and in each succeeding 
day at ‘twelve o’clock, Saturday excepted, until 
disposed of, and that until the hour of twelve 
o’clock, on each day, the business of the House 
shall proceed in the order prescribed by the rules 
of the House; but it shall be in order to present 
titions and memorials on Monday. 

Mr. CONNOR, from the select committee ap- 
pointed at the last session to examine into and 
report the situation of the Post Office Department, 
made a detailed report. 

| Mr. C. moved that the report be Jaid upon the 
4 table and printed. 

Mr. C. remarked that the documents accompa- 
nying the report were voluminous, and that twe 
of the members of committee had undertaken to 
collate them, and dispense with such as were 
unimportant. The remainder he moved to print, 
together with the report. 

‘Mr. GARLAND asked for the readi 
|| report. : f 
I Mr. CONNOR had no objection; but the report 
| lengthy, and would probably be followed by 

of equal length. 
AND withdrew his motion. 
re then ordered to 


posite banks were required 


1 


| 
4 
i 
1 
H 
ji 

H 
i 


| pe 


ng of the 


; was 
“ a counter one 


H 


Mr. GARL 
The report and documents we 
be printed. x 
Mr. E. WHITTLESEY, from the minority of 
d the views of the minority 
hich was laid on the table 


int twenty-five thou- 
ogether with 


d ten thousand copies. 
le, lies over one day. 
AMENDMENT OF THE CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. GILMER moved to take ap certain joint 
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resolutions, heretofore submitted by him, pro- 
osing an amendment to the Constitution of the 
nited States, in relation to the election of Pres- 

jdent.and Vice President, and for other purposes. 

He did not wish to discuss them at present; but 

desired that they should be read a second time, 

and postponed to a particular day. 

< The motion was objected to. 

-" Mr. GILMER moved to suspend the rule. 

. Mr. DICKUNSON demanded the yeagand nays; 

which were ordered, arid were—yeas 150, nays 56. 

The resolutions were then taken up, read a sec- 
ond time, and, on motion of Mr. GILMER, their 
further consideration was postponed to Thursday. 
next, and made the special order for that day. 

Mr.. HANNEGAN, by consent, laid on the 
table an amendment to the foregoing resolutions, 
providing that Senators in Congressshall be elected 
directly by the people, by general ticket, in each 
State. 

PETITIONS, ETC., PRESENTED. 

Petitions and memorials were presented, on 
leave, by Mesars. HUBBARD, J. Y. MASON, 
ARCHER, and ASHLEY, and appropriately 
referred. ` 

LUCY BOND AND HANNAH DOUGLASS. 

Mr. YOUNG, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, reported, without amendment, the 
bill from the Senate for the relief of Lucy Bond 
and Hannah Douglass. 

BOUNTY LAND. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, (with the consent of Mr. 
Lixcoun, who was entitled to the floor,) witb- 
drew his motion to reject the bill reported by Mr. 
Casey, from the Committee on the Public Lands, 
entitled “a bill granting a bounty in lands to the 
organized militia-men, mounted militia-men, and 
rangers, who defended the frontier during the late 
war with Great Britain.” 

' The bill was then read a second time, 

Mr. CASEY moved that it be committed toa 
Committee of the Whole House, made the order 
of the day for to-morrow, and, together with the 
report, be printed. 

Mr, WILLIAMS was satisfied that the bill 
could not be acted on at the present session; and 
he therefore moved to lay the bill on the table. 

Mr. CARR demanded the yeas and nays on the 
motion; which were ordered, and were—yeas 131, 
nays 86. 

So the bill was ordered to lie on the table. 

VIVA VOCE VOTING. 

` Mr, REYNOLDS moved to proceed to the con- 

sideration of the resolution offered by him on the 


24th December last, providing that in elections of 


officers for the House, the vote should be taken 
viva voce. He thought the subject should be dis- 
posed of. 

The motion was objected to. 

On motion of Mr. EVANS, the House pro- 
oe to the consideration of the orders of the 

ay. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- |} - 


lowing communications; which were appropri- 
ately disposed. of: 

From the Secretary of War, containing informa- 
tion in relation to the Delaware breakwater; 

From the Secretary of War, in relation to a 
road on the northern frontier of the State of 
Maine; ' 

- From’ the Secretary of War, enclosing a re- 

survey, plan, and estimate, for building a light- 

rouse on Brandywine shoal, in the Delaware 
ay; 

From the Secretary of War, covering a report 
of all the contracts made by the War Department, 
for the year 1834, made pursuant to law. 

HARBOR OF MACKINAW. 
A memorial from the Legislative Council of 


Michigan in relation toa light-house, light-vessel, | 
e 


and theimprovement of the harbor of Mackinaw. 
SENATE BILLS. i 

The following bills from the Senate were read 
twice and committed: - 

A bill making an appropriation for building a 
light-house at Mobile Point, and placing a buoy in 
Mobile bay; 

A bill in addition to an act for the relief of the 
legal representatives of George Hubbert, deceased; 


A bill to change the organization of the General 
Post Office; á 
_ A bill for the continuation and repair.of the 
Cumberland road, in the States of Ohio, Hlinois, 
and Indiana; and 

A bill to fix the number and compensation of 
the officers of the customs, and to alter certain 
collection districts. 


BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills were read a third time and 
assed : 
A bill for the relief of Enoch Blaisdell; 
A, bill granting pensions to certain persons 
therein named. 
A bill grantinga pension to John F. Wiley, and 
increasing the pension of George Fields; 
A bill granting a pension to William Slocum; 
A bill granting a pension to William Wilges; 
A bill for the relief of Samuel M. Asbury; 
A bill granting a pension to Francis F. St. 


therein mentioned. 
A bill granting a pension to Joseph Mead; 
A bill granting a pension to Luke Voorhise; 
A bill granting a pension to Colonel Gideon Mor- 
an; 
A bill granting a pension to Benjamin Leslie; 
A bill granting pensions to William Baden and 
James Harrington; 
A bill for the relief of John Aston; 
A. bill for the relief of Ephraim F. Gilbert; 
A bill granting a pension to Isaac Carter; 
A bill granting a pension to John Gerodelle; 
A bill for the relief of Samuel Shelmerdine; 
A bill for the relief of Thomas Morton; 
A bill to increase the pension of Origen Eaton; 
A bill granting a pension to John W. Cox; 
A bill for the relief of Joseph Swartwood; 
A bill granting an arrearage of pension to Ed- 
ward Wicholson; 
A bill for the relief of Abraham E. Boutwell 
and David Pearson; 
A bill granting a pension to Robert Lucas; 
A bill for the relief of George McFadden; 
A biil for the relief of Simeon S. Morrill and 
Theophilus Beekman; 
A bill for the relief of George C. Seaton; 
A bill granting a pension to Larned Swallow; 
A bill granting a pension to John Bryant; 
A bill granting a pension to Noah Miller; 


the pension roll; 

A bill for the relief of Benjamin Holland; 

A bill for the relief of William Keller; 

A bill granting a pension to Justus Cobb; 

A bill granting a pension to Labert L. Van Vel- 
kenburg; 
A bill granting a pension to Isaac Eckright; 
A bill for the relief of William C. Beard; 
A bill for the relief of Jacob Stewart; 
A bill for the relief of Elijah Blodgett; 
A bill for the relief of Thomas Simpson; 
Penn for the relief of ‘hankfal Randall; 
A bill for the relief of Colonel Daniel Newnan; 
A bill for the relief of Peter Triplett; 


W eaver; i 

A bill for the relief of John Dal, of Maine; 

A bill for the relief of Simeon Meachum; 

A bill for the relief Joseph ‘Filbert; 

A bill for the relief of the widow and heirs of 
Samuel! Southerland; 

A bill for the relief of Timothy Jordan; 

A bill for the relief of Daniel Page; 

A bill for the relief of Walter Phillips; 
|| A bill for the relief of Ehzabeth May; 
| A bill for the relief of Jared Buckingham; 

A bill for the relief of Solomon Case; 

A bill for the relief of the widow of Noah Chit- 
tenden; 

A bill for the relief of Colonel William Law- 
rence; 

A bill to provide for paying certain pensioners 
| at Jackson, in the State of Tennessee; and 
A bill from the Senate to provide for further 
|, compensation to the marshal for the district of 
Delaware. 

The bill to provide additional compensation to 
the marshal of the district of South Carolina, was 
ordered to be engrossed, and read a third time. 


} 


fi 
4 


|| valuable consideration. 


uir; | 
A bill for the relief of the invalid pensioners 


| of the Government. 


A bill for the relief of Peter Doxtatorand Jacob | 


RELIEF OF CITIZENS OF ARKANSAS. 
The bill for the relief of citizens of Arkansas 


-who lost their improvements in consequence of a 


treaty with the Choctaw Indians, was taken up. 

An amendment reported from the committee to 
this bill, and also one offered by Mr. HARDIN, 
were adopted. 

Mr. VINTON opposed the passage of the bill. 
He considered it tantamount to giving a reward 
for the violation of the laws. 

Mr. SEVIER (the Delegate from Arkansas) 
defended the justice of the provisions of the bill 
with great animation. He contended that those 
who remained upon their lands in defiance of the 
orders of the Government had been paid, while to 
those who obeyed, and went off, this just remu- 
neration was denied. The Government had taken 
these improvements and transferred them for a 
Its refusal to pay the 
claims of those citizens, he could look upon as but 
little better than highway robbery. If ever there 
was a claim which appealed most strikingly to the 
justice of the House, he conceived this to be the 
one. He dwelt on the merits of those individuals 


| who act as the pioneers in the settlement of our 
| frontiers, denominated squatters. There were many 


of them his particular friends. The bill was de- 
signed to render them sheer justice, and he hoped 
it would be passed. 

Mr. BURGES said he knew the sportive feel- 
ings of the gentleman from Arkansas, or he should 
regret to hear any action of the Government com- 
pared to highway robbery; but that gentleman 


| defended the system of “ squatting’’—(a by-word, 


by the way, which had obtained currency here, 
but which he did not remember to have ever used 
before)—as meritorious, and as having been re- 
warded by the grant of lands from the early days 
It was very true, when the 
savages hung upon our frontiers like a cloud— 
when the war-whoop resounded, and the toma- 
hawk and sealping-knife were drinking the blood 
of their victims, we did give the public lands to alt 


| those who put their lives in their hands and acted 


as pioneers in opening the wilderness to our citi- 


i zens. But now, in profound peace, when the 


danger from the savages was gone by, and the. 
settler had nothing to do butto take up the public 


| property at the public expense, the case was widely 
| different. 
|, tlers had made large improvements—large cotton 
‘ plantations, &c., because there was no obstruction 
A bill placing Captain Cole, a Seneca Chief, on || t 


He understood that some of these set- 


to their settlement. Would the gentleman pretend 


! to compare these men with the hardy pioneers of 
| the West, who planted and defended their habita- 
|| tions in peril? 
| the most singular that had ever been presented. 


He considered the bill altogether 


Ele denied the justice of the claims which it coun- 


tenanced. 
Messrs. EWING and ASHLEY addressed the 


| House in favor of the bill. 


Mr. HARDIN proposed another amendment, 


i by adding to one of the provisions of the bill thes 
| words, “which is, by law, subject to entry.” 


Mr. MASON stated the views which influenced 
the committee to report the bill, and advocated, at 
some length, its passage. 

Mr. VINTON again rose, and stated the objec- 
tions he entertained to the bill, The persons here 
proposéd to be indemnified had gone on to the 
public lands without the sanction or color of law, 
and in direct violation of law. The lands in ques- 
tion had never been authorized to be sold or settled. 
If the principle sanctioned in the bill was to obtain, 
the Government had better give up the public 
domain entirely, as it was no longer safe in its 
custody. 

Mr. BURGES said he agreed with the gentle- 
man from Ohio, [Mr. Vinton, ] thet if the princi- 
ples of this bill were to be sanctioned, we had 


| better abandon the public lands altogether. We 


had subdued the natives who were its true and 
original owners. They had been driven across 
thegreat river of the West. They had gone to- 
wards the setting sun; and would reach the happy 
isles of the creed of their fathers before we could 
render them justice. It was high time, he thought, 
for this Government to compel some respect for 
the rules of moral honesty—that the public lands 
might be viewed as other property, and depreda- 
tions committed on it punished in like manner. 
One of the gentlemen had told us that he repre- 
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sented these people. So let him. 
jt was (‘like master, hke man.” 
beg of that genmiewan not lo cast reflections on his ; 
cousticuents. tie doubted whether he could name : 
a man among the intruders on the public lands 
frora the State of Ride Island. If there were any 
seitier from that State, he had doubtless pur- 
chased from somebody, If he had purchased from 
aland thief, he had purchased without knowing 
that it was stolen. Another gentleman (Mr. Ma- 
son} had said it was the policy of the old States 
to prevent their poor from acquiring the lands of 
the West 


Mr. BURGISS said he was very glad; he was 


of the gentleman from Virginia. 


should regret to hear it from one coming from the 
vicinity of the Potomac. Mr. B. said n was true 
the people of the East, by giving employment to 
their poor, in manufactures, did discourage the : 
migration of such as were too poor to purchase 
lands, as it was known they could not get land 
without plundering it; and he agreed with Adam | 
Smith, that of ail luggage the transoortation of | 
human beings was the most expensive. We of : 
the East (xaid Mr. B.) know we have many estab- | 
lished in the West who are now our friends, and | 
who were once cur neighbors. We rejoice in 
their prosperity, knowing, as we do, that they 
form a chain with us which binds the Union to- ` 
gether. But it was high time for the people of ` 
this country to set some value on the public lands. 
If it continued to be culled out and the best of it 
sacrificed to speculators, it would be frittered away 
to a shadow. If we could save enough of it to 
educate our children, one great object would be : 
gained; and this was the only object which could 
justify vs in laying our hands upon it, 

Mr. PARKER seid a few words in opposition 
tethe bill, If these individuals bad well-grounded | 
claims on the Government, let them be presented | 
here for payment in money. We had a key to |! 
the Treasury here, but none to the land treasury. | 
He was opposed to this system of voting one hun- | 
dred and sixty acres for every claim of one cent 
or one dollar. : 

Mr. CROCKETT said he would go as far as 
the President in his message proposed to go. He |) 
would give every citizen a portion of the public | 
lands who would settle upon it. No act of the ; 
President’s life pleased him so much as the avowal 
of this sentiment. He was in favor of the bill; 
but speaking had become 80 fashionable on that | 
floor, in this pressing stage of the business of the ; 
session, that he began to believe in the doctrine 
that silence was a virtue. 

Mr. UANNEGAN said he did not rise so 
much for the purpose of debating the merits of : 

the bill under consideration, as of replying to and | 
` repelling the unwarrantable and insidious asper- į 
sions so unjustly cast upon the western country by | 
the gentieman from Rhode Island, (Mr. Berces,] | 
aspersions for which no cause could be assigned, | 
no reason found in what was then pending before : 
the House, or had been previously uttered in de- | 


bate-—charges the most extraordinary that he had | 
ever heard uttered on that floor, and without the 
shade of provocation. Tothem, however, and to 
the gentleman from Rhode Island, he would not 
reply in the spirit that had dictated that gentle- 
man’s wanton reproaches upon @ race of people | 
about whom he knew nothing, and to whose | 
habits he would, in all likelihood, forever con-— 
tinue a stranger. 
been increased, when he reflected from what quar- | 
ter this attack came; from one whose sectional |; 
attachments, if we are to judge by what has often ;; 
escaped him, ure as strong as man ‘sy can be—one i. 
whose tongue was never silent when New Eng- |: 
land was assailed; whose eloquence had so often | 
stirred hie auditory, not only on that floor, but 
elsewhere, in repelling the thrusts made at the : 
land of “the Pilgrim Mathers.” 

For the love borne by the honorable gentle 
from Rhode Island to his native land, for his de- | 
fence of her, for his devotion to her interests, he): 
(Mr. L.} honored him. But, sir, is it notatrange | 
to hear from such a source a wanton violation of 
those very feelings in others, which he professes |: 


tleman ;: 


He supposed |: 
But he would : 
: own home, when, with cold, unfeeling levity, he 
: openly mocks at the attachment of others? 


: Virginia, (Mr. Mason,] “ that he would not have 


ena A ` ; i howeverit might answer the views of the honorable 
Mr. MASON said such was rot his sentiments. j: 
He had alluded to it as the language of the West. | 


‘to the same holy cause: Has she not her New 
i: Orleans, her Tippecanoe, her Thames, her Raisin, 


"To her they ever turn with fond affection, thank- 


: shine down on her free and green hill tops above, 
© and beautiful valleys below. And this pride, and 


this love, every true son she has will carry with |, 
‘him, through life, 


Mr. H. said his surprise had | ; n 0 
nl ed fi j intended so sarcastically to be felt in this House, : 
‘at the expense of my colleague, 


= the gentleman. 


_ yolence seeks for its gratification in the m 


to hold so sacred in himself? Can we eredit the 
sincerity of his professions -of attachment to his 


Can 
uch a man be sincere? Are not his professions 
alse and hollow ? i 


‘The invidious remark of the gentleman from 
Rhode Island in replying to the gentleman from 


expected so much of the demagogue from one so 
near the waters of the Potomac; that it was better 
suited to the West, where stumps were plenty,” 


gentleman from Rhode Island, in making his court 
to Virginia, was by no means calculated to heighten 


: g | him individually in the estimation of the House, | 
deligwted to hear that this was not the Janguage i H 
ke might do for =: 
the West, where such stumps were found, but he |. 


or to elevate his character before the country for | 
candor and justice. For the purpose of exposing | 
the injustice of the remark, so obvious to all, it | 


| wiil be unnecessary to institute any comparisons, | 
; resort to any appeal, make any reference to times, } 
| past or present. What the West was, all the world | 


knew; what her sons were, had been tried in the ; 
hour of difficulty, of danger, and of death. : 
Prompuy responsive to their country’s call in the | 


moment of her necessity, when girt around by || 


enemies, they had not, they would not, no, God | 
forbid that they evershould, stop to inquire whether | 
her cause was right or wrong, after the sword had i 
once been drawn, the standard unfurled, and the 
shrill bugle scunded the rally for her defence. To | 
the call of their whole country they had promptly | 
responded, as a body. In defence of their own | 
loved © West” as individuals, they would be | 
equally prompt, whenever occasion required aj 


tenance of her honor or her interesis. 

Who would have recognised to-day in the scorn- 
ful contemner of the habits and the customs of a 
large portion of the western people, the same 
individual who, on some former occasion, has so | 


1 

p 

. | 

sacrifice or a hazard at their hands, for the main- |i 

| 

| 

j 

j 

| 


l feelingly and beautifully pictured out of his own | 


New England, her smiling fields, her admirable 
institutions, her evidences of devotion to the com- 
mon cause of liberty in other times? And true it 
is she has them; her Bunker Hill, and her Benning- 
ton; and not these alone. But with equal pride 
cannot the West turn to her evidences of devotion | 


where the blood of her best, her noblest sons 
flowed freely out, an offering before the high altar 
of the whole, the common country? The hour | 


i will never come when her sons shall look with | 


coldness or indifference on those fields, or regard | 
with feelings other than those of holy pride, the į 
oft-repeated instances of her attachment to the | 
cause of liberty and the Union. What! (said Mr. | 
[l.,) is it a reproach to have sprung from the i 
« West,” that ‘ West’? whom her sons love so 
well, whose very name stirs up their hearts, 
quickens their pulses, as the name of a fond 
mother in whose lap they have been nurtured? 


fu! to God that their eyes had opened first in her 
unsullied retreats; that first they had seen the sun į 


and the waters roll on their way through her rich 
the dearest of all cherished 


affections, the deepest imbedded in his heart. He 
will carry it to every country—to every clime— 


‘where destiny may cast him. It will cease—it | 


vill be lost—and lost only when the grave closes 
over the last throbbings of earthly attachment. 
The remark of the gentleman from Rhode Island 


when he treats him as the specimen of the people 
he represents, and with indecent levity, aims to 
excite a transitory mirth by the infliction ofa 
deadly wound, not upon his (Mr. Ewixe s} feel- 


ings, but the character of those from amongst 


: whom he comes, is what I had not expected from i 

be consistent | 
i 
i 


It would seem to 
only with the workings of a heart whose 


of others. 1 would offer no rebuke to the gentle 
man from Rhode Island; his years are many, his 
hairs are white, and thinned by time—mine are 
the reverse—the contrast checks In me that 


[Mr. Ewine,] | 


male- || 


[i 
it 


li 


| demands for food and raiment? 


expression of feeling which swells almost too high 
for control. But that intended sarcasm carried 
with it a compliment the highest that | would ask 
at the hands of mortal man. I would ask no 
more than to be regarded as the personified delin- 
eation of the courage, the generosity, the honor, 
and the chivalry of that people in the midst of 
whom I first drew breath, and surrounded by 
whom I have grown to manhood. 

A few remarks concerning the people whom the 
honorable gentleman from Rhode [sland is pleased 
to designate as “land robbers,” ‘* thieves,” 
‘* depredators,’’ whose offences, morally, fall noth- 
ing short of the crime of larceny. lt requires no 
little stretch of imagination to recognise, under 
these epithets, that industrious portion of our 
community in the West, numbers of whom have 
emigrated from New England, and who, being 
without the means of purchasing, have become, 
with their families, the actual occupants of small 
portions of the soil, for which they ask no other 
favor than a preémption right, at the minimum 
price of the Government. Far different are the 
feelings by which they have been led to make for 
themselves a home, their families a shelter and a 
subsistence. Ít is their aversion to the very crimes 
of which the gentleman speaks that has induced 
them to leave the older and the compactly settled 
portions of the country, where even industry is 
pinched too often by want, and to brave the ex- 
posures, the severities, and the hardships, incident 
to the life of him who goes into the bosom of the 
forest, depending upon his axe for the roof that 
must shelter, and upon his rifle for the food that 
mast furnish, not him alone, but those to whom 
nature has given the dearest and holiest claims 
upon his exertions and his existence. They have 
gone to avoid the miserable condition of the thou- 


, sands who are now lingering about the purlieus of 


the large cities, pressed by want, struggling with 
famine and cold, the honesty of whose hearts has 
been crushed, the firmness of whose integrity has 
finally bowed before the fierce influence of hunger 
and necessity; and who have been forced to sus- 
tain existence by continued depredations upon the 
persons and property around them, and living 
alone by plunder and pillage, have sunk into all 
the excesses of crime. ‘These same miserable 
outlaws, had their lot been cast amongst the class 
so bitterly contemned by the honorable gentleman 
from Rhode Island, would have presented a far 
different picture of humanity—one more-gratefal 
to the heart that looks with benevolence upon the 
race of human kind. 

With all the attachment borne by the gentleman 
from Rhode {sland for his own State, and the high 
opinion he has of the condition of her working 
population, I think the contrast between their 
condition and that of the backwoodsmen—the 
squatter, to use that word which sounds, as the 
gentleman says, so horrid to his ears—will present, 
even to his view, a picture more favorable to the 
atter. Take the class who labor for subsistence 
n the large manufacturing institutions, and what 
does that labor produce to them, at the end of each 
week, more than will barely answer the pressing 
Successive years 
of labor will find them still the same—no increase 
of stores—no addition of comforts; far less of 
wealth or substance. The scanty pittance is ex- 
pended, week by week, as it is earned. Wearied 
with his endless drudgery, and its misesable rec- 
ompense, the laborer of years at last turns his 
eyes to the far-off West—that land of promise, 
whose harvests, fametells him, are golden—whose 
lands yield almost spontaneously to the wants of 
man. He seeks in her bosom the truth of the tale 
that has lured him, the reality of the vision that 
has flitted so often over his doubting senses. Is 
that vision confirmed? Is that tale the tale of 
truth? Has the land of promise been reached, 
and its harvests found ripening in the head? Wait 
the lapse of a few, a very few short years, and then 
seek the answer of the pilgrim himself. He will 
give it you beneath his own roof—he who sought 
the land of the stranger on foot, with scarcely the 
means of a dinner in his pocket, will furnish forth 
the comforts of his habitation. Humble it may 
be to the dweller in cities, but with comfort it 
abounds, and within is peace, and health, and 
plenty, and without, the eye 1s greeted by the 
bountiful and waving crop, and the grazing herds 
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may be traced through the distant glade. It is 
his own, all his own, the fruit, the iabor of his 
nands,and with cheerful delight he gazes over his 
farm, and feels, with honest pride, the independ- 
ence of a freeholder. However kind may be the 
recollections with which memory visits the parent 
land, that memory is unclouded with regret, for 
he has exchanged toil for rest, penury fur plenty, 
servitude fur freedom. If Rhode Island, as often 
happens, has been his early home, the change is 
even greater, the cause of his rejoicing still more 
increased, for the high instrument, the paramount 
law which secures and guaranties his rights as a 
man, his privileges and his protection as a citizen, 
is no longer a royal charter, a grant carrying with 


tt the degrading evidence of a monarch’s rule, the | 


humiliating admission that his kingly condescension 


had more wisely provided for freedom than free- | 


men themselves could. No, he has exchanged the 
government of this charter for a constitution formed, 
perfected, adopted in all its parts, by the people 
themselves, created at their will, based upon their 
confidence, and sustained by their affection, an 
honored and living commentary upon the great 
principle of human equality. 


It is such men as I have described that have | 


this day fallen under the denunciations of the hon- 
orable gentleman from Rhode Island, and whom 
he thinks it would be discreditable to represent 
on this floor. For my own part, I am proud to 
acknowledge that such are many of my constit- 
uents; and I apprehend they would lose but little 
by any comparison that might be instituted be- 
tween their moral condition and that of the people 
of Rhode Island, or elsewhere. The very industry 
which they practice in,acquiring for themselves a 
home, is a sufficient compensation to the Govern- 
ment for her land, as it increases their attachment 
to her, by extending their interest in the soil. 
What constitutes the wealth, the reliance, the 
boast of any nation, but its population? What is 
the great and paramount object of all Government, 
if itis not the promotion of happiness and security 
among its people? Of all Governments that have 
existed, ours professes in the highest degree, and 
is beyond doubt, in the outline, best calculated to 
promote the end desired. Yet with all its advan- 
tages, much of the machinery may be, and is, 
practically misapplied. 

We are doing what no good Government be- 
sides has ever done, and what it is to be hoped 
will soon be eradicated from our system—we are 
making the public domain of the country a matter 
of speculation and profit upon our own citizens, 
for the purpose of increasing the Treasury spoils 
that are annually divided out on this floor. In- 
stead of this course, were we to portion in limited 
parcels the whole domain as it might become set- 
tled by the class of people against whom the anath- 
ema of the honorable gentleman has been directed; 
were we to divide it amongst all the industrious 
poor of the whole country willing to become its 
tenants, and reap its harvests, how much would 
not the sum of human happiness be raised? How 
immeasurably would the true wealth of the nation 
be increased? 

But to this the honorable gentleman from Rhode 
Island, and tbose who act with him on the main 
question involving the public lands, have an objec- 


tion so deep—to the selfish politician so strong— |; 


that, notwithstanding the covert under which they 
would foan hide the true cause, no occasion passes 
without its exhibition. And this cause, and this 
alone, I do from the bottom of my heart believe 
has prompted. the open and violent assault of the 
honorable gentleman to-day apon a whole race of 
people. It is the fact that political power and 
strength is gliding too rapidly from the East to the 
West, The population of the latter, growing in 
number, and directing all their energies to the de- 
velopment of the many resources kindly provided 
by nature, presents a scene of advancing power 
that has kindled up the jealousy of some in the 
eastern section, who can view only the dark side 
of the picture—their own downfall in the pros- 
perity of others. Sir, it will be all in vain; no 
checks can now restrain the growing prospects 
of the great valley of the West. Her march is 
steady, sure,and onward. 


Against the very kind suggestions of the gentle- 


man, that the proceeds from the sales of the public 
lands should be taken and distributed amongst the 


“are intended, l have borne and can bear every tes- 
i! timony that honest industry deserves. 


j own children with her own means, and we will | 


i into them a pure love of the free institutions of 
| their country; a readiness to defend them when as- 


ij ment, transmitting the information called for by | 


different States, for the purpose of educating all | 
the children of the country, I would beg ieave to 
protest on many accounts. One reason, however, 
will be sufficient at this time. I do not wish te see 
Rhode Island raising the means for the education | 
of her children out‘of the soil of Indiana. Let ! 
her raise those means at home; let her educate her 


7 
i 
i 
i 
| 
i 


educate our children in the same way. We will 
teach them the proper duties of the citizen; instil | 


sailed by outward foes; aye, or by intestine traitors; | 
a just regard, too, for the feelings of all mankind: in | 
a wordawe will teach them all that man should 
be; just so much and no more; and it will be well 
for the fume of Rhode Island should the same | 
course be hers in times to come. i 

Mr. Speaker, I have done. The rhetorical | 
flourish of the gentleman in behalf of the poor | 
| Indian requires no answer; its use for sympathy, 
or ornament, in setting off a speech, however it 
| might suit, were the Indians concerned in the 
‘matter before the House, is now of little avail 
| either way, being entirely out of place. 

To the merits of that class, for.a portion of 
whom the benefits of the bill under consideration 


The bill 
itself has my hearty wishes for its success, and | 
shall most cordially have my vote. 
| Mr. HUBBARD said, from some remarks 
| which fell from the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Mason,] he was induced to believe he had not 
fully understood the subject.. If the views taken 
by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Vinton] were 
correct the bill should certainly be rejected. In 
order to give gentlemen a further opportunity for | 
investigation, he moved the House adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and 
The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
SATURDAY, February 14, 1835. 


Petitions and memorials were presented by 

Messrs: EWING, KANE, and LINN. 
-MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message was received from the President of | 
the United States, by the hands of Mr. Donexson, 
his Private Secretary, calling the attention of Con- 
gress to a bill for the relief of Benedict Alfred and 
Robert Brush, which obtained the form of law | 
without having actually passed the Senate; which, 
j on motion of Mr. TOMLINSON, was referred to 
| the Judiciary Committee. 

Tne VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
| ate a communication from the Treasury Depart- 


| a resolution of the Senate, relative to the claim of 
| the owners of the brig Despatch. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on Claims, 
to which were referred the biils from the House 
| for the relief of Theodore Owners, and for the re- 
lief of the legal representatives of Aaron Smith, 
deceased, reported them severally, without amend- 


ment, 
! Mr. ROBBINS, from the Library. Committee, 


ito which was referred the bill from the House 
making provision for the purchase of a fac simile 
of General Washington’s accounts, reported the 
same without amendment. . 

Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on Claims, 
ito which was referred the petition of George 
Kyles, reported unfavorably upon the same; and 
the committee were discharged from the further 
| consideration of the petition. 

RESOLUTIONS. 

The following resolution, submitted yesterday | 
by Mr. WAGGAMAN, was considered, and j 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested | 
to communicate to the Senate the report received | 
from the person charged with the mineralogical 
and geological investigation authorized by an act 
of Congress at the last session. 


Mr. TOMLINSON submitted the following 
resolution: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 


i 
i 
i 
i 
| 
i 
i 


| instructed to inquire into the expediency of making 


an appropriation for the preservation of Black 
Rock harbor on the northerly side of Long Island 
Sound. 

COLONEL JOHN LAWRENCE. 

The bill in addition to the act for the relief of 
the personal representatives of Colonel John Law- 
rence, deceased, was read the third time, and 
passed. 

LAND TO POLISH EXILES. 

On motion of Mr. POINDEXTER, the Senate 
took up for consideration, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill supplementary to the act of last 
session, granting a township of land to certain 
exiles from Poland; and after some remarks from 
Mr. P., on motion of Mr. KING, the bill was 
laid on the table. 


REORGANIZATION OF JUDICIAL DISTRICTS. 


On motion of Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, the 
Senate took up for consideration the bill to con- 
solidate the third and fourth judicial districts of 
the United States; when, on his motion, the bill 
was postponed to, and made the special order for, 
Wednesday next. : 


REPRESENTATIVES OF COLONEL ROBERT 
JEWETT. 

The Senate considered, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill for the’ relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Lieutenant Robert Jewett, late of the 
Virginia Continental Line. 

After some remarks from Mr. LEIGH, in sup- 
port, and by Mr. HILL, against the bill, it was 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


RELIEF OF THE DISTRICT CORPORATIONS, 


On motion of Mr. TYLER, the Senate took up 
the bill for the benefit of the Corporations of Wash- 
ington, Georgetown, and Alexandria; when, on 
his motion, it was postponed to, and made the 
special order for, Thursday next. 


SPECIAL ORDER—~FOUR YEARS’ LAW. 


The Senate then resumed the consideration, as 
in Committee of the Whole, of the bill to repeal 
that part of the act of 1820 limiting the terms of 
certain offices, commonly called the four years’ 
aw. 

Mr. EWING rose and said, the question before 
the Senate was one of the utmost importance; 
and one that was deserving a most serious consid- 
eration. He should not feel himself bound to 
sustain the bill from the importance of the first 
and second sections, but the third involved prin- 
ciples of the most momentous consequences. He 
had not heard anything said against that part of 
the bill, that calls im question the constitutional 
powers of the Executive. Thethird section treated 
upon those powers of the Executive which had 
been claimed as derived directly from the Consti- 
tution. If the President did hold these powers 
from the Constitution, then the bill came in con- 
tact with the Constitution itself. He did not be- 
lieve, however, that the Constitution gave the 
power of removal from office to the Executive, - 
He did not deny that the power might be conferred 
by Jaw; but only contended that it was not a con- 
stitutional privilege. The subject was not a new 
one, now for the first time set forth. It had been 
long ago fully discussed by both Houses of Con- 
gress, and very recently in the Senate, though 
without coming to a decision. The section under 
consideration would test the opinion of the Senate. 
on that point. The Constitution vested all execu- 
tive power in the President; butthe term executive 
power, was ambiguous, undefined, and loose in its 
construction. It had long been a question for 
debate among statesmen, men of the greatest tal- 
ents and profoundest sagacity. What was execu- 
tive power, he would ask? How far did it extend? 
If it was intended to vest all power in the hands 
of the Executive, then it should have been more 
clearly defined, and not been left uncertain and 
doubtful. Among the monarchies of Europe the 
executive power of the Kings was unlimited; but 
the framers of our Constitution did not look to 
Europe for patterns and models by which to build 
up the institutions of a free people. By the phrase 
executive power, they did not intend to confer on the 


‘President the power of appointment and removal. 


Neither was it so understood and expressed by 
writers and books on executive power, 
Mr. E. referred to the opinions of Necker and 
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the patriots of the French Revolution. The same 
branch of Government (said Mr. E.) ought not 
to have the power of willing and acting; that the 
Executive ought not to judge, but to fulfil the de- 
cisions of others. 
possess all the powers (said Mr. E )necessary for 
executing the laws, but often needed the assistance 
of Congress. If he did, he could raise money to 
support the administration of the laws. But for 
this no one would contend. So the Constitution 
declares that all legislative power shall be vested 
in Congress. This expression was equally strong 
with that which declares that all executive power 
should be vested in the President. But that all 
legislative power was not vested in Congress was 
evident from the fact that the Constitution required 
the sanction of the President upon all laws; and 
also gave him the veto privilege. Hence it was 


probable that no powers were conferred, unless | 


particularly specified; that the authors of the 
Constitution first stated the general proposition 
where the executive power should be placed, and 
then went on to specify wherein it should consist, 
not, like children, to load it with useless repeti- 
tions, bat to define and limit the extent of execu- 
tive power. 


powers, not defined by the Constitution, belonged 
to the President. Whereas the very reverse of 
that was true. The Executive possessed only 
those particularly specified by that instrument 
He contended that the different departments of 
Government ought not to be entirely separate and 


independent of each other. He would make an | 


exception of the judicial branch; it was not neces- 
sary to connect that with the others; but the ex- 
ecutive and judicial departments ought not to be 
separate and independent of each other. 

He would next proceed to the power of remov- 
ing from office. lt was claimed as correlative to 
appointing to office. The power of repealing 
laws did not belong to Congress without the sanc- 
tion of the President. The concurrence of all 
the parties who made the law was necessary to 
repeal ity the President could not appoint to office 
without the consent of the Senate; and by the 


same reasoning as before, the removal could not |! 
be made without the concurrence of the Senate. |; 


If the nomination of a new candidate was rejected 


by the Senate, the incumbent should still continue |/ 


to hold his office and exercise its duties. In 1789 
it was fally discussed whether the President had 
the power of removal or not, derived from the 
Constitution; many gentlemen who had assisted i 


in framing the Constitution, participated in that || 
out equally divided be- |; 


discussion; they were ab 
tween the two opinions. 1 
excitement of debate, the popularity of G 


eneral i 


Washington drew overa majority to the side of | 


executive power. 

Mr. KANE said he did n 
this discussion at length. Soon after the forma- 
tion of this Goveroment, those who had the power 
—the first Congress—decided that the President 
had the power of removal from office, as a neces- 
sary incident to the executive power. 
ion (he said) had been practically acceded to for 
near half a century, and he should not take up 
time to discuss it,and more especially as the ques- 
tion was not presented by the bill before the Sen- 
ate. The first section only repealed the law of 
May, 1820, limiting the ter 
Where did this repeal leav 
moval? Precisely where it was before, and placed 
the tenure of these officers where the practice of 
all past time had placed it—d ependentupon Execu- 
tive pleasure. The secon 
disbursing offi 
cation of the officer. Here is removal by law, 
but no limitation is ‘imposed thereby upon the 
preëxisting power of removal in the Executive. 
The third and last section admits in general terms 
the right of the President, without consulting the 
Senate, to remove. And yet it requires the Presi- 


dent to lay his reasons therefor before the Senate. | 


existed, he thought was 


This, if no other reason : 7, 
egainst the bill. 


sufficient to induce him to vote 


Admitting toits fullest extent the power in the | 


President which he can exercise under the Consti- 
tution, without any 
people tbrough the ballot-boxes, or to the impeach- 


ing power, yet the bill requires the President to 


The President did not even | 


Those who claim these powers for | 
the Executive went upon the supposition that all |: 


But during the heat and |: 


ot mean to enter into |; 


‘This decis- || 


| 
| 
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| 


m of certain officers. i 
e the question of re- |! 


d section provides that | 
ces shall be vacated upon the defal- | 


responsibility except to the : 


| give his reasons for exercising his constitutional i 
| powers to the Senate, to which, in this respect, he 
1s not confessedly responsible. What shall we do 
with these reasons when we get them? Shall we 
take the course which was taken with the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, when helaid his reasons for 
removing the deposites before Congress? Shall 
we resolve that the executive has violated the Con- 
stitution? That wecannotdo; because we admit 
by this bill, he has the right to do the act, and that 
he can do it regardless of the Senate. If he had 
| no other reason for the vote he was about, to 
| give, this palpable inconsistency would be suffi- 
cient. ; 
Mr. BIBB said he agreed that the executive 
power resided, and should reside, in the President; | 
but, at the same time, he believed that Congress | 
had power to regulate it. He thought the Presi- | 
dent possessed no other executive powers than | 
those particularly specified in the Constitution. H ; 
more were granted, he would have an unlimited, į 


| other branches of the Government. Mr, B. allu- 
| ded to party distinctions and political strife; which 
he contended were necessary for the healthy ad- 
ministration of public affairs, as much so as the 
winds, the waves, and tempests were to ‘purify 
| the ocean. No great reforms could be effected 
| without the influence of party to carry iton. Mr. 
: B. went on at some length in his remarks, and ji 


H 
if 
t 


boundless power, capable of absorbing all the || 


‘finally concluded by disclaiming all ambitious 
' motives and desires of sharing in any further polit- 
| ical projects. 

Mr.Sii EPLEY opposed the bill at some length. 


| 
„Mr. CLAY, said that at the last session he | 


presented resdlutions respecting the power of | 
removal by the Executive. He still deemed the |! 
| subject of momentous importance, opening a wide | 
i field for discussion; but he did not propose to i! 
i debate it now. But he would present his views | 
in the shape of an amendment to the section of the |! 
bill which relates to the power of appointment by ;' 
the President. Although he did not formally offer | 
it as an amendment, he desired that.it might lie | 
It is as follows: “That in all in- | 
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hopes that some gen atio 
party would have undertaken to show that it did 
exist. One gentleman over the way (Mr. Kane] | 


l 


f: 


H 
li 


‘had only peeped out at it, and the other (Mr 
| Snerre] would not touch it at all. Why not?! 
| Why not take up the Constitution and di cuss it? |; 
| Why thus diffident in coming out and giving their |} 
reasons for the existence of a power the practical |) 
operation of which was to give the Executive an || 
influence over an army of men which was not |! 
equalled in ancient Rome? If this power exist, |i 
let gentlemen show it. And when we come here | 
on Monday, he hoped some of the leaders of the |; 
Administration patty, some of the honorable gen- || 
tlemen then in his eye, would come prepared to |, 
show that the power existed and was rightfully © 
exercised. | 
Mr. BUCHANAN said he was sorry to see. 
that the honorable gentleman from Kentucky | 
appeared disposed so frequently to pay his com- i| 
‘ pliments to him ` ; i 
i Mr. CLAY interposed, and remarked that he 
' did not mean the honorable member from Penn- | 
| sylvania; but if he chose to come out upon the 
i question, bis respect for that gentleman would in- 
: duce Wim to listen to him with great pleasure. He 
i might have turned bis eye toward the honorable 
i gentleman, but in truth he meant the honorable 
| member from New York, who sat in the same 
| range. z 
i Mr. BUCHANAN resumed. He had nothing | 


li farther to say, except that when the honorable 
i 


ii 
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| 
| 
| | 
| 
i 


| 


thought himse 


i ent. 


gentleman from Kentucky should come out and 
show that a practice which was coéxistent with 
the Government .itself,.and. which had: been: exer- 
cised by Mr. Madison, was unconstitutional, he 
would undertake to show, in his humble manner, 
that it was constitutional, and that it was a prac- 
tice under which this country had flourished to an 
extent unexampled in the world. 

Mr. SHEPLEY said that the gentleman from 
Kentucky did not understand him correctly. He 
said that he would not now discuss. a question 
which opened so wide. a field, because there was 
not time for it. He did not and would not shun 
an inquiry into the correctness and constitutional- 
ity of a practice which was exercised under every 
Administration of the Government, from its or- 
ganization down to the present time. : 

The Senate then adjourned. ` 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, February 14, 1835. 
Mr. J. Q. ADAMS, on leave, presented several 


| petitions for the abolition of slavery in the District 
| of Columbia. 


Mr. J.Q. ADAMS then said, while he had 
possession of the floor he hoped the ILouse would 
indulge him. for a few moments in making a brief 
explanation in refererce.to a matter personal. to. - 
himself, and of considerable interest also to the 
House. , 

It would be recollected that on that day last 
week he offered a resolution to the Flouse on the 
reference of certain documents to: the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, with instructions to report 
forthwith on that part of the President’s message 
relating to the state of our affairs with France. In 
the course of the remarks he made at that. time, 
the expression escaped him, that the other branch, 


lof the Legislature, after deliberating fully and 


thoroughly upon the subject-matter of these rela- 
tions, had ultimately come to the determination 
unanimously to “ dodge” the question. The House 
would recollect that the moment he used the word. 


| the Speaker arrested his remarks, under the rule 


of the House forbidding any member thereof. to 
refer to anything that had tuken place, or might 
be taking place, in the other branch of the Legisla- 
ture. By doing so, the Speaker, Mr. A. bad no 
doubt without any intention, had deprived him o 


i the means of giving an explanation at the time. 
| He was, therefore, silenced, and took his seat. 


But it struck him then as a very hard case to be 


| arrested upon a mere simple rule of the Flouse, 


which was violated every day by: almost. every 
member, viz: a single reference to the proceed- 
ings of the other branch of the Legislature; and he 
if called upon to ask the Speaker 
privately why it was that he was so arrested under 
that rule, when other members were allowed the 
indulgence every day in almost every debate that 
took place. The Speaker then informed Mr. A. 
that it was not the simple reference to the pro- 
ceedings in the other branch which had induced 
him to stop Mr. A., but that he thought the use 
of the term “dodge,’? with reference to their pro- 
ceedings, was disrespectful, and that it was on ' 
that account alone he had done so. It was the 
manner of the allusion, and not the allusion itself 
upon which the Speaker thought proper to arrest 
Mr. A.’s remarks. ‘Thus he was precluded from 
making, as he wished, an explanation at the mo- 
ment, and for which he now rose to make. 

id he disclaimed all intention 


Mr. A. then sai i 
whatever, in the most positive and explicit terms, 
e not only intended 


of being disrespectful. H onl t 
nothing disrespectful, but it was his intention to 
have recommended the House to do. the same 
thing. His object was that the House should 
have deliberated upon the subject, and he should 
then have recommended it to“ dodge”? the ques- 
tion as the Senate had done, at least for the pres- 
Ele wished to make this explanation; for he 
had been given to understand that several individ- 
ual members of the other branch of the Legislature 
had felt themselves hurt at the expression used 
by him. He reiterated, therefore, In the most 
positive and explicit manner, that, he was far, 
very far, from intending anything disrespectful to 
the House or to the Senate, by the use of the 
term “dodge.” He thought then, and he, still 
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. thought the duty of every committee to do, report 
às soon as possible upon any matter’ referred to 
them. Efe wished the House to show the coun- 
try that they were not sleeping upon a matter 
involving the rights, the interests, and the honor 
of the country. That was his intention, and this 
explanation he desired to make. 

‘There was another matter of much more import- 
ance, to which he would also briefly advert. In 
that great commercial emporium, the city of New 
York, he had been informed that great excitement 

_ had. arisen, not from the action of, but in conse- 
quence of the debate that took place in, the House 
on this day week; and mainly from the remarks 
he was understood to have made—or, as it was ex- 
“pressed, upon the stand he was supposed to have 
taken. He had seen, from the newspapers, that 
the holders of French goods and wares in the 
cities of New York and Philadelphia had advanced 
their prices upon those goods, in conséquence of 
what he had said. He regretted that any such an 
effect should have been produced, and he should 
hardly have believed it possible; for he supposed 
that the mercaants of New York, Philadelphia, 
and all the other commercial cities in the country, 


would draw their inferences, with respect to the | 


proceedings of this Government, not from what 
was said by any one individual member—much 
jess from what was said by Mr. A.—but from the 
action of the House. Whatever, upon that day, 
might have been his partial propensity, or what- 
ever might have been most erroneously repre- 
Sented to have been his views and wishes, he should 
have supposed that the merchants of those large 
cities would have looked to what the House did 
upon his motion, and not upon what he had said. 
He would remark, that it appeared he was not 
supported by any party in the House; for, so far 
from agreeing with him,-they actually rejected 
his motion bya very large majority, without even 
giving him the opportunity of taking the yeas and 
nays. That fact was as widely diffused abroad 
. as his remarks of that day, and he was, therefore, 
at a loss to conceive how it was possible for such 
an effect to have taken place, either from what he 

said or from what the House did. 

In conclusion, (said Mr. A.,) E wish to give this 
notice, if such notice must be given, to all the 
merchants throughout the Union, that there is not 
the least danger, not the slightest danger, of any- 
thing that can lead to a war, from this House, or 
from the other branch of the Legislature. I say 
this, sir, upon my own responsibility to the nation; 

_ and I tell them that in the present state of affairs 
there ia no danger of any sort, that anything will 
be done by this or the other branch of the Legis- 
lature, which can by any possibility have a ten- 
dency to create a rupture with France. I say 
this, that they may quiet and jranquilize them- 
selves upon this supposed danger. And I say it, 
that they may immediately set about reducing 
their prices upon the lute-strings and silk ribbons, 
and all those elegant ornaments, so needful to 
adorn the fair visitors of fancy balls; for God for- 
bid that I should do or say anything that should 
be the means of taxing the ladies for ornamenting 
their persons. 

Mr, A. here concluded, and the petitions were 
referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. C. JOHNSON offered the following res- 
olution , the consideration of which was postponed 
until Monday, 16:h February: 

Resolved, That the report of the Recorder and 
Commissioners for the adjustment of land titles in 
the State of Missouri, under the acts of the 9th 
July, 1832, and the 3d March, 1833, be referred 
to the Secretary of the Treasury, and that he 
report to the next session of Congress: 18t, as to 
the correctness of the principles adopted and acted 
upon by the Recorder and Commissioners ag set 

` forth in said report; 2d. That he report, also, to 
the House the names of the several claimants in 


tion under the Spanish regulations, and the several 
acts of Congress upon that subject. 


Mr. PLUMMER offered the following resolu- 
tion; which, under the rule, lies over one day: 

Resolved, That the President of the United 
States be requested to cause to be communicated 
to this House the construction which the proper 
department or departments of the executive branch 
of the General Government placed upon the 
twelfth section of the act of March 3d, 1803, reg- 
ulating the grants and providing for the sale of 
lands of the United States, south of Tennessee; 
the act of March 1st, 1817, enabling the people of 
the western part of Mississippi Territory to form 
a constitution and State government, and the 
treaties of Pontotoc and Washington, made with 
the Chickasaw tribe of Indians, so far as relates to 
the rights of the inhabitants of each township to 
the sixteenth section for the use of schools, and 


the rights of the government of Mississippi to five || 


per cent. of the proceeds of the sale of the lands 
for purposes of internal improvement within that 
district of country ceded to the United States by 


i the aforesaid tribe of Indians, at the treaty of 


Pontotoc creek, nade on the 2d day of October, 
1832, and whether, in the opinion of the Execu- 
tive, this treaty-making power of the United States 
has or has not placed a specific performance of 
the compact made with the people of Mississippi, 
beyond the contract of the General Government, 
and whether any legislation of Congress is deemed 
necessary to enable the Government to carry into 
effect, in good faith, either tie provisions of the 
act of 1803, relating to the eighteenth section, and 
the act of 1817, relating to the five percent. onthe 
stipulations contained in the aforesaid treaties with 
the Chickasaws. 


On motion of Mr. NNEGAN, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of making 
Michigan City, on Lake Michigan, in the State of 
Indiana, a port of entry. 

On motion of Mr. POPE, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a post route from Jef- 
ferson town, Jefferson county, Kentucky, to Shel- 
byville, Shelby county, Indiana. 


Mr. SEVIER, by consent, offered the following 
resolution; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be in- 
structed to report to this House the report of Mr. 
Featherstonhaugh, the geologist, employed in 
virtue of the act of June 28, 1834, appropriating 
the sum of five thousand dollars to be applied to 
geological and mineralogical surveys and re- 
searches. 

Mr. C. ALLAN, from the Committee on the 
Territories, reported the following resolution: 

Resolved, That this House will on Friday, the 
20th instant, take up and consider bills relating 
to the Territories. : 

Mr. POLK moved to amend the resolution by 
substituting Tuesday for Friday; which was 
agreed to: 

Mr. VANCE moved to amend the resolution 
by including as one of the bills to be considered 
on that day the bill fixing the northern boundary 
lines of the States of Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois. 


The amendment was discussed by Messrs. | 


VANCE, C. ALLAN, ASHLEY, ALLEN of 
Ohio, WHITE, LYON of Michigan, and VIN- 
TON. 

The debate was arrested by a motion, made by 
Mr. McKIM, to proceed to the orders of the day. 

Mr. WILDE moved to reconsider the vote 
adopting the resolution offered this day by Mr. C. 
JOHNSON. 

After a few remarks by Messrs. C. JOHNSON, 
ASHLEY, and CLAY, the motion to reconsider 
was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. ASHLEY, the farther con- 
sideration of the resolution was postponed to 
Monday next. 

Mr. CLAIBORNE, frcm the Committee of 
Elections, reported the following resoiution: 

Resolved, That Robert P. Letcher having been 
duly returned asthe rightful member of the House 


é : oe 1 
said report, whose claims are entitled to confirma- | 


; fifth congressional district of Kentucky, isentitled 


F 


| ent session; and that Thomas P. Moore having 


| last. session of Congress. 


Mr. HARDIN said the House would recollect 
that at the last session he entertained the opinion 
which he now did, that Mr. Letcher was entitled 
to his seat in this body. The House had, how- 
ever, come to the conclusion that owing to the 
difficulties which the question presented, it could 
not decide which of the gentlemen was the choice 
of the people. The question was submitted to the 
voters of the district, not to examine the record, ` 
because that would have been absurd, but that it 
i should be decided by anew election. As both of 
the gentlemen were detained here by the order of 
i the House, it was his opinion that both should be 
paid. He was in favor of paying both or neither. 

e therefore moved to amend the resolution so as 
to compensate Messrs. Letcher and Moore for their 
attendarice, under the order of the House at the 
last session. : 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, concurred en- 
tively in the views of his colleague, [Mr. Harn. ] 
He thought both the gentlemen ought to be paid, 
as proposed. 

Mr. WILDE demanded the yeas and nays on 
the amendment; which were ordered. 

Mr. CLAY was of opinion that both gentlemen 
should be paid. He thought, however, that the 
j claims should be considered separately. As the 
committee had reported this resolution, he was op- 
posed to throwing any embarrassment in the way 
| of its passage; and ifa similar resolution should 
be proposed in favor of Mr. Moore, he would also 
vote for such a proposition, 

Mr. McKIM renewed the motion to proceed to 
the consideration of the orders of the day; which 
was agreed to—ayes 87, noes 64. 


POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. BRIGGS asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to consider the motion submitted by 
him yesterday to print twenty-five thousand extra 
copies of the two reporte of the Post Office Com- 
mittee, together with the documents accompany- 
ing the same. 

Objection having been made, Mr. BRIGGS 
moved to suspend the rule; which was carried— 
ayes 114, noes 28. 

The motion-was then taken up, the question 
j being on an amendmeñt offered by Mr. SPEIGHT 
to substitute ten thousand for twenty-five thou- 
sand copies. 

Mr. SPEIGHT said that when he yesterday 
suggested that ten thousand copies of the reports 
and documents should be printed, he was not 
aware that they were so voluminous. The print- 
ing of the number he had proposed, could not be 
accomplished in any reasonable time. The reports 
and documents could not be embraced in a single 
volume; and as every newspaper in the country 
would publish such portions of the reports as 
would suit their purposes, he would modify his 
| amendment by substituting five thousand for ten 


li thousand copies, 


Mr. BRIGGS said, if he was called upon to 
vary his motion, he should be disposed to increase, 
rather than lessen the number of copies. He’ 
would do this for the very reason assigned by the 
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. Speieny] for 
reducing the number which that gentleman had 
originally proposed, namely, that the newspapers 
would publish such portions of the reports as 
would answer their purposes. By a course of this 
Kind, the entire matter contained in the reports 
would never reach the people of the United States. 
Mr. B. referred to the universal concern which 
was felt on this subject. The people looked with 
intense interest for the report of the Committee of 
this House. It had been charged that the affairs 
of this department had been heretofore misman- 
aged. At the instance of the chairman of the 
Committee on the Post Office, [Mr. Connor,] who 
was a. friend of the Administration; the House, 
at the last session, appointed a select committee 
to sit in the recess, for the purpose of investiga- 
ting the affairs of thisdepartment. This commit- 
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tee met in September and had been laboriously i 
engaged in the discharge of its duties up to yes- į 
terday. The results of their labors had been | 
reported to the House, and the question now was, 
how could the country be best made acquainted 
with these results? {fle knew no other way than 
the one which he had proposed. It was nota 
sufficient reason, that because this investigation 
was voluminous it should got be extensively cir- || 
culated in thecountry. In relation to the contents |! 
of the reports, he knew butlittle. He had merely || 
geen the result to which the majority of the-com- | 
mittee (who were friendly to the Administration,) || 
had arrived—a result which the majority declared 
has given them pain and filled them with astonish- |! 
ment. The people would look with anxiety for this || 

i 


report. He had more calls for it from his constitu- 
ents than for any other document which had been 
presented to the House. He repeated, in conclu- 
sion, that if he should vary his motion, it would ij 
be to print a still larger number of these papers | 
than what he had originally proposed. - 

Mr. E. WHITTLESEY did not think that the 
documents would be found to be as voluminous as 
had been supposed by the gentleman from North 
Carolina, {Mr. Sreienr.] A sub-committee had 
undertaken to examine and select such parts of | 
these documents as might be necessary to be | 
printed. This duty was not as yet performed; | 
but he felt warranted in saying that a large mass | 
of the documents would be found unnecessary, 
and would be thrown out by the sub-committee. | 
The principal facts were conceded in both reports. 
This would super-ede the necessity of printing all 
the documents. As to the number of the reports 
which should be printed, that was a matter for the 
House to decide. He had no suggestions to make 
upon that point. In conclusion, Mr. W. said he 
trusted the House would not prematurely enter | 
upon a discussion of the reports. | 

Mr. PYNUMasaid he should consider himself a | 
degraded wretch were he to attempt to withhold | 
information from the people. But the fact must 
be apparent to all that a species of extravagance 
had obtained in this House in relation to the print- | 
ing of documents which was wholly unauthorized | 
and improper. He had, on divers occasions, op 
posed the printing of an extra number of docu- 
ments, not one half of which were ever sent from | 
the Capitol. If the number of the reports in ques- ; 
tion, which had been proposed by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, (Mr. Brieas,] should be 
ordered, not more than two-thirds or one-half of 
them would ever be sent out to the people. Ani 
inspection of the-folding-rooms of the House | 
would convince any gentleman that he was not ; 
mistaken in this particular. 

If gentlemen were anxious to put a stop to a 
prodigal expenditure of the public money, this 
House was the place which should form the start- 
ing point. The Executive Department had been 
charged in this House witha wasieful expendi- 
ture of money, when it was an incontrovertible 
fact that this body was more justly liable to such 
a charge. Those who ‘were the most clamorous 
against the Executive, in this particular, were 
themselves the peculiar advocates of extravagant 
and uncalled-for appropriations on this floor. We 
are the trustees (said he) of the people. They 
will not look to us for the information contained in | 
these reports. They would look to the public 
prints, Besides, if the proposed number of the 

` reports should be printed, a few may obtain them. 
k: would hardly be a drop in the bucket, compared 
with the circulation that would be given to them 
in the newspapers. We could not print a suffi- 
cient number to enlighten the public. If we did 
so, we must incur an expense which would be | 
condemned by all. 

Mr. B. repeated, in conclusi f ; 
men were disposed to attempt reformation, this 
House was the place to commence. Thereʻap- | 
neared to be a greater disposition for extravagance | 
bere than elsewhere. He could not vote for the 
proposition of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
{Mr. Brieas.] Much thelarger proportion of the 
documents laid upon the tables of members, were 
never sent from the Capitol. They fell to the lot | 
of the little pages of the House. Theonly reason | 
which could be assigned for publishing so large a 
number of these reports, was, that it would givea 
good job to the printers of the House. 


on, that if gentle- 


| matter contained in the reports. 


| which we were disposed to impart to others. 


| left the city. 


Mr. CONNOR regretted that the concluding. 
remarks of the report of the committee had been 
lugged into this discussion. He doubted very 
much the propriety of the publication which had | 
been given to them in a morning paper.. Before 


| any inferences were drawn from the extracts which | 


had been published, it was peculiarly proper that 
the House shonld be in possession of the whole 
facts. He alluded to the probable amount of 
It was true that 
many of the documents would be cast cff as unne- 
cessary to be published. The great mass of them, 
however, must necessarily accompany the report. | 
The committee were desirous that every ground 


i upon which they had formed their conclusions 


should be distinctly understood. The committee 
had performed their duties honestly and faithfully, 


i although the results had not been in accordance 
H with their wishes. 


Mr. BRIGGS modified his motion by proposing 


to print five thousand copies of the report, together 


with the documents, and twenty thousand copies 
of the report without the documents. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY said, if the proposition of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Brieas] 
referred simply to the printing of the reports, he 
should say nothing on the subject. The motion 
to print the documents was, however, distinct; 
and if it was viewed in reference to an expenditure 
of money, was one of importance. While we 
were looking elsewhere to see if the public money | 
had not been improvidently squandered, it would 
perhaps be proper that we should reserve to our- 
selves, to some extent, a portion of the counsels | 
It | 
was at all events just that the House should be | 
informed of the magnitude of the documents which 
accompanied this report. The sub-committee, to 
which reference had been made, would exclude 
but a small portion of them. Those necessary to 
be published would form, in his belief, certainly 
two, and perhaps three, volumes of the ordinary į 
size of congressional documents. The number 
which had been proposed to be printed, would cost | 
a considerable sum of money. Ifit was intended 
to send these documents home to every reader, so 
that the whole people may derive from them the 
facts which are ordinarily to be found in the news- 
papers, if that is the object, as is argued by the 
honorable member from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Briags,] it would be necessary to print five hun- 
dred thousand copies instead of five thousand | 
copies. If this was the object, the number pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Massachusetts, as 
had been remarked, would be but a drop in a 
bucket. He was not opposed to printing a reason- 
able number of these documents for distribution. 
He believed the object of printing an extra num- 
ber of copies would be as essentially attained by 
publishing two thousand- as any other number. Jf 
the House thought it a judicious expenditure of 
the public money to order a large number, they 
could do so. 

Mr. BURGES referred to the importance of the 
reports. The people, he contended, should be 
made acquainted with their contents. How were 
they to procure this information? Were they to 
look for it in the newspapers, or should they not 
rather look to the types of this House to furnish 
them with it? The papers would never publish 


| the whole of the reports and documents. They 


would, as has been said, publish only so much as 
would suit their particular views. The truth 
elicited by the reports could only be furnished to 


the people by publishing the volumes. He thought 


the gentleman from New York [Mr. Bearpsey] 


had overestimated the length of the documents: 
This was, however, immaterial. He did not think 
that the House should withhold from the people 


| desirable information from the paltry considera- |! 


tion that by so doing it would be a saving of their 
own money. He could not accord in the state- 
ment that a large portion of our documents never 
It was true that there were some 
trifling reports and bills which were never looked 
at, and, as a matter of course, not sent away. 
He was opposed to all attempts to save money, 
where they were intended to stifle inforraation, or 
withhold it from the people. In conclusion, he | 
proposed to print five thousand copies of the re- 
ports and documents, and thirty thousand copies 


i : : 
| no member who. desired to inform the people on 
| the subject, could object to the number which ‘he 
had proposed. ; : 

Mr. LANE said, that believing, as he did, that 
the report was interesting and important—the re- 
sult of a laborious investigation by a committee of 
this House—a result to which the peopie looked 
with solicitude—he felt bound to vote for printing 
i the largest number named by the gentleman trom 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Briees.] 

it had been said by several honorable gentle- 
i men, that the newspapers would publish all that 
the people were interested in knowing, and there- 
fore any extra number of copies would be a use- 
less expense of public money. : 
| lt was well known that the newspapers would 
| publish such extracts as would suit their own 
views, and the result would be to confuse, not to 
inform the public. Justice to the people and to 
| the department, requires that the entire report 

should be exhibited. He wished that it was pos- 
sible to place it in the hands of every individual, 
thateach might examine and decide for himself. 
It had been said that the people would not read the 
report if placed before them. The people are not 
so indifferent about the administration of any 
department of the Government—much less so as 
to the administration of the General Post Office 
which addresses itself moreimmediately and more 
universally than any other to their feelings and 
interests. They will read it with care, and they 
can best judge of its course, who see its operations 
and feel its benefits. f 

Shall the important conclusions of this commit- 
tee go forth in the newspapers, unaccompanied: 
by the facts which indicate the origin, the prog- 
ress, and the extent of the evils that are men- 
tioned? Shall the responsibility of these evils be 
thus unjustly cast upon the persons administering 
the depariment, instead of the-tiue cause—che 
defects in the organization originally prescribed 
by law? The same errors have existed from the 
origin of the department. The immense increase 
of mail routes called for by the rapid improvement 
of our country, and incessantly urged by members 
of this House, have developed their injurious 
practical operation. The distinguished individual - 
who directs that department, has merely followed 
in the footsteps of his predecessors in office. 
Anxious to administer the department so as to - 
extend its benefits to every part of our country, 
the defective legal organization has prevented him. 
from keeping the immense business of the depart- 
ment under his own eyes. 

It should be clearly understood, and carefully 
remembered that these errors have’ been confined 
mainly to a subdivision—to the fiscal branch of 
the department. Whenever errors have been made 
obvious, I understand that they have been reme- 
died, as far as was possible, under the present 
laws. 

During the last two years most of the errors 
admitting correction have ceased to exist; and to 
those acquainted with the business of the depart- 
ment, in two of its most important divisions, it 19 
well known that‘an energetic and accurate system 
has been applied, that under proper legal pro- 
visions will enable the Postmaster General to place 
the department on that high ground suited to its 
importance. ERRES 

Enable the people to make these diserimina- 
tions. The friends of the Postmaster General, the 
supporters of the Administration, are those most 
interested in the wide circulation of this report. 

Shall it be said that a Democratic majority, 
whose leading principles are the correction of 
abuses, the simplification of public business, and 
its full exhibition to the people, object to the pub- 
lication of this report? He trusted not. | 

The inquiry had been made by direction of a 
Democratic majority of this House; the report had . 
been made by the Democratic majority of that 
committee; it exhibited abuses which had existed 
under every Administration. On that report it 
was our duty to act. Let the report go to our 
constituents, that they may, judge whether our 
conduct in reference to these abuses keeps pace 
with the professions by which we are pledged to 
į reform them. 

Mr. CROC 
tee on the Accounts of the House. 


KETT said I belong to the Commit- 
We yesterday 
an 


of the reports without the documents. He thought 


examined the accounts of this committee, 


TH 
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ascertained that it cost more than $25,000 to get 
this report. What use. would it be then if it was 
nat sent out? F want to see it in every neighbor- 
hood. I made charges four years ago against this 
Post Office Department. l was hissed, sir, for 
doing so. In the report of the committee, my 
charges are fully, and more than realized. A 
report on this subject, in another quarter, had 
been called factious. The people wished to have 
information from this House. | repeat, that the 
report made yesterday more than realizes all my 
charges against the department. I move to print 
fifty thousand cépies without the documents. 
‘They are unnecessary. Ido not want to leave the 
publication of the reports. to the hireling news- 
papers, which just. pick out enough to suit their 
purposes. 

Mr. H. EVERETT said the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Crocxerr] was mistaken, The 
whole expense of the investigation did not amount 
to more than $2,500. It had been made with the 
strictest regard to economy. 

Mr. STODDERT did not rise to say anything 
in relation.to the number of the reports which 
should be printed. He would never be if favor 
of excluding light from the people, The history 
of Congress, he believed, did not present a case 
like the present, where a committee, constituted 
as this was, in an extensive investigation, had been 
enabled to concur, so generally, as regarded facts 
and results, The reports contained an authentic 
view of the facts—the very evidence which the 
people would desire to see. The committee had 
extracted the kernel and thrown away the husk. 
He therefore thought it wholly unnecessary to 
print more than the usual number of the docu- 
ments accompanying the reports. If the gentle- 
man from Rhode Island was desirous of extending 
information on the subject to as many as possible, 
his object would be better answered by applying 
the amount which it would cost to print the five 
thousand extra copies of the documents, to the 
publication of an additional number of the reports. 

. Mr. BARRINGER thought a sufficient number 
of the reports and documents should be printed to 
supply the clerk’s offices and the publishers of 
newspapers in: the country. This could not be 
effected by a less number than five thousand copies. 

Mr. EVERETT, of Vermont, said he had 
understood that the expense of printing three 
thousand copies of the reports and accompanying 
documents would amount to about $10,000. 

Mr. HAMER said, if there was any business 
which ought to be done by human beings in the 
dark, it was not the basiness of legislation. Those 
who undertake to prescribe rules for the action of 
themselves and others, ought at least to have some 
light upon the subjects with regard to which they 
propose to legislate. 

it had become a very common thing to traduce 
the Post Office Department. It was fashionable 
to condemn it. There seemed to be a general in- 
clination. to bear it down. For one, he was not 
disposed to join in the general “hue and cry” 
against the department. Ele concurred entirely 
with his: honorable friend from-Kentucky (Mr. 
Jounson} in the observations he let fall the other 
day. He had known the Postmaster General 
long, and known him well. Ele had the most 
implicit confidence in his honor and integrity, both 
asa public man and privatecitizen, Entertaining 
this opinion of him, he would not condemn him, 
until he had the most unquestionable evidence of 
the impropriety of his conduct, 

Efe said he did not know, and therefore would 
noj say, but there might have been subordinate 
officers in the department, who were not honest. 
He would not say for he did not know, but these 
subordinates might have presented statements to 
the Postmaster General which had deceived him, 
and upon which he might have made orders that 
were detrimental to the public interests. But itis 
time enough to condemn him when we have heard 
the proof. ft was time enough for him to con- 
demn him, when he had heard the evidence and 
heard the defence, and the commentary upon that 
evidence. When the whole subject shall be pre- 
sented; the reports printed and laid on our tables; 
when we have had. time to read and- deliberate 
upon them, and have heard the department in 

- réply, then we should be prepared tu act. W hat- 


soever is wrong, said he, I shall be among the first 


to condemn. If anything is wrong, but has cir- 
cumstances connected with it which ought to be 
received as palliations, I shall insist upon those 
circumstances having due weight. But whatever 
is right, although alleged to be wrong, whether 
the charge be made by political enemies, or these 
who were political friends upon the surface, he 
would be prepared to defend to the last. 

What are we about to do here? We are asked 
to vote for the printing of fifty thousand copies of 
these reports, without knowing one word of their 
contents. They have not been read. All we 
know of them is, that they are against the depart- 
ment. Sir, 1 go against this system. 1 will not 
thus legislate in the dark upon any question. | 

What have we seen in another part of this 
Capitol? I speak of what I learn from the news- 
papers; everybody knows they are good author- 
ity. A report was made there by a majority and 
a minority of a committee. Before they could be 
printed and laid upon their or our tables, a bill is 
passed, which has come down to this House, to 
reorganize the whole Post Office Department. 
Thus passing sentence of condemnation upon it 
without an examination of the reports of their 
committee, or hearing one word in defence. Thus 
deciaring that the whole department is so rotten 
and corrupt that reformation is impossible; and 
it must, therefore, be thrown into the mill and 
ground over anew. The passage of the bil. is 
claimed by the party press of this city, and under- 
stood by the country, to be such a condemnation. 
Are we to follow this example? Is this the 
system to be established in this country? Sir, 
(said he,) I have the most perfect respect for the 
members of the committee who made these re- 
ports; but I will not legislate upon the report of 
any committee without hearing the other side. 
Have they not examined witnesses against the 
department without the persons implicated having 
an opportunity to cross-examine? May notmany 
things, seemingly wrong, be satisfactorily ex- 
plained by cross-examination, or by further testi- 
mony? Let us hear before we strike. Whoever 
heard of a great department of the Government | 
being reorganized without consulting the head of 
that department? If there be defects in its organ- 
ization, who so competent to point them out and 
suggest improvements as the man whose experi- 
ence has brought them repeatedly before him ? 

Does any one believe that if we order fifty thou- 
sand copies of these reports to be printed we shall 
receive them during the present session? Every 
man bere knows we shall not. Do we not know 
that the reports ordered to be printed by the 
Senate, at the last session, were travelling through 
the country during the whole summer? They had 
to be sent first to themembers, and then taken up, 
franked, and sent off by mail again to different 
portions of the country. thus aiding to burden and 


break down the very department which they as- |i 


sailed. it will be an immense expense incurred | 
for no real substantial benefit to the country. 
Weare all aware that abstracts of these reports 
will be circulated in the newspapers everywhere 
for the information of the people. Now, there | 


ought to be a sufficient number of the reports || 


through the several districts of country to enable 
any one to correct errors or misrepresentations 
that may creep into the abstracts. That is enough; 
all beyond that is unnecessary. 
vote for the smallest number proposed. 

Mr. REED was in favor of printing the largest 
number. He expressed his surprise at some of 
the remarks of the gentleman who preceded him, 
[Mr. Flamer,] who had appealed to ‘‘ hear before 
we strike.” Hoe would ask what course the gen- 
tleman would have the House pursue? A com- 
mittee had been appointed by the House to exam- 
ine the condition of the Post Office Department, ; 
and the result of its investigation should now be 
published to the country. 

Mr. SMITH said: Mr. Speaker, I think it was 
well remarked that it became this House to look 
well to its own extravagant expenditures at the 
moment when they are about to impute to other | 
departments of the Government extravagances of 
an extraordinary character. Sir, 1 ask the gen- | 
tlemen who propose to print the extra number of | 
these documents proposed, whether they have 


I shall, therefore, ji 


counted the cost? Has any gentleman who has 


t addressed the House in favor of so large a number ! 


made an estimate satisfactory to his mind of the 
amount of cost which he proposes to impose upon 
the country? Ihave made an estimate, which, to 
my mind, is satisfactory against the printing of 
| either number of documents proposed; I lay aside 
the number suggested by the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee {Mr. Crockett] as being wholly beyond 
the inclination probably of every other member of 
the House. I take the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, and invite the House to 
consider for a moment whether it be not of an 
extravagant character. 

I understand the preposition to be to print five 
thousand extra copies of each report, and the 
| several documents appended thereto. The House 
has already been informed by one of the honorable 
members of the Post Office Committee {Mr. 
Brarps.ey] that these reports and accompanying 
documents will certainly make two full-sized oc- 
tavo volumes, consequently this will make ten 
thousand volumes. Other gentlemen, however, 
have said that they will amount to three volumes; 
but I take the lowest estimate. Now, these ten 
thousand volumes will tost no less, upon an aver- 
age, according to the best information I have been 
able to obtain, than three dollars per volume; for 
asmaller number, say six orseven hundred, which 
is the ordinary number, the cost per volume will 
be near five dollars. ‘Take the number pro- 
| posed, in all probability the price cannot be re- 
| duced to less than three dollars per volume, and 
here it is at once a cost of $30,000. The gentle- 
man further proposes to print twenty thousand 
extra copies of the two reports alone, without the 
documents. It has been said that even these will 
make a volume of from one hundred and fifty to 
two hundred pages, and if we estimate the cost at 
only a dollar a volume, you will have an additional 
charge of $20,000, at the least, making an aggre- 
gate of $50,000 for the publication of one single 
report! © 

Sir, let me ask, are gentlemen prepared for this? 
Is the country prepared for this? Suppose even 
you go to the extent proposed, what good will be 
produced? Five thousand copies of the entire 
work, divided among the members of this House, 
will not net to them, after reserving the necessary 
; copies for the Capitol, more than ten sets to each 
member; and of the twenty thousand reports, the 
net amount of each member for his district will fall 
short of forty copies. Now then, after you have 
expended your $50,060 in the publication of this 
report, and you get forty copies of the report 
without the documents, and ten copies with them, 
for each district, put the question home to the con- 
stituents of any gentleman, and ask them whether 
they approve of such an expenditure under the 
pretence of furnishing such limited means of in- 
formation to their district? Whatever the motive 
may be, they will denounce it as an extravagant 
expenditure, 

But, say gentlemen, the information cannot be 
given through the newspaper organs. Why not? 
Does any gentleman doubt that all the material 
information in each of these reports will be fur- 
nished to the people through the newspapers? 
What is theobjection? Why, forsooth, that they 
will garble—to use the language of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts—that they will garble the re- 
ports, and present only such extracts as will suit 
their own individual feelings or purposes. But 
| the same gentleman has also told us that the report 
is of such an extraordinary character that itcomes 
with the concurrence of both branches—the major- 
ity and the minority of the committee. Why, Mr. 
Speaker, if the report be the result of so much 
| unanimity, where can be the danger or apprehen- 
sion that garbled statements will be made, and the 
people misled? The very character of the report, 
as represented by those in favor of the larger num- 
ber, precludes the possiblity of the danger sug- 
gested as an argument in favor of printing that 
| large number. 

But, again, sir; the report being in itself the 
result almost of unanimity in the committee, and 
it being agreed on all sides, that all that is now 
necessary is legislation, where can be the great 
utility of multiplying copies of this report at such 
an extraordinary expense to the Treasury? Let 
me submit this proposition to those gentlemen 
: who are for printing so large a number, since it is 
acknowledged on all sides that legislation only ia 
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now necessary. Whether it would not be better for 
this House to legislate and perform its own duty, 


and then distribute among the people the results | 


of our own labors, rather than distribute among 
the people information as to the mode in which 
we have performed those duties? Let the gentle- 
men do this, and [ will go with heart and hand in 
multiplying copies to any extent. But no; not- 
withsianding gentlemen are prepared to admit that 
there is a defect in the Post Office laws—notwith- 
atanding they are prepared to admit that legisla- 
tion is what is necessary—notwithstanding all 
agree that legislation must be the next step upon 
this subject, instead of going to work and legis- 
lating and supplying the needful for the best inter- 
ests of the people, they stop short by multiplying 
reports upon reports, exposing the necessity of 
such legislation. Sir, does this look like a com- 
mendable pursuit, for the best. interests of the 
people? It is withholding from the people that to 
which they are entided. 

But there is another objection to the printing of 
so large a number of these reports, and that is 
overburdening the mails, and thereby increasing 
the difficulties and embarrassments of a depart- 
ment you say isdefectivealready. You areabout 
to impose an additional tax upon it, in order to 
weigh it down; for it is a tax upon the Post Office 
Department to require it to distribute so large a 
number of heavy volumes throughout the coun- 
try. I respectfully ask if it be the intention of 
gentlemen to break down this department at all 
events, by imposing upon it additional burdens, 
while they, at the same time, admit it is already 
unable to sustain itselfnow ? Sir, the very expense 
of disiributing those volumes is, in itself, a suffi- 
cient objection; especially as there cannot be a 
doubt that all the information will come to the 
people through the ordinary channel—the public 
press. : 

Another reason has been given in favor of the 
proposition, that there is an extraordinary excite- | 
ment throughout the country upon this subject. | 
„That the people want information about it. Let 
me ask, sir, how has this excitement been pro- 
duced? Does not every gendeman understand 
perfectly well how statements are manufactured 
and worked up so as to produce excitement among 
the people? Need I remind then of the events of 
the preceding year? But, sir, call the attention of 
this House to any one department of the Govern- 
ment, and lay bare its extravagances; open the 
blinds and windows, and let the people look in 
fully and freely, and you will create an excite- 
ment. | fear not to say, that I do not helieve 
there is a single department of this Government 


which, if laid bare to the people, would not pro- jj 


duce excitement; yet gentlemen cry out upon the 
Post Office Department alone, and hold it up as a 
subject worthy of every exaggeration, while at the 
same time they seek to throw upon it the addi- 
tional burden and expense of distributing thousands j 
upon thousands of ponderous documents. Mr. | 
Speaker, suppose the people could be called to | 
the extravagance of our own Fouse in the matter 
of printing alone; think you, sir, they would not 
be excited? If they will turn to the sixth docu- 
ment, published at the present session of Con- 
gress, in which the Clerk of this House exhibits 
the expenditures of the House, they will discover. 
that up to the 30th of November, last year, the 
expenses of the last session of this very Congress, 
for printing alone, were $71,725, and the printing 
- ordered last session had not then all been com- 
leted! ` Prior to this time many additional thou- 
sand dollars have been expended to complete the 
printing ordered last session. Why, this amount 
is almost enough to place the Post Office Depart- 
ment high and dry, and beyond the reach of embar- 
rassment. Besides, what do we propose to effect 
by the distribution of these reports? I will not go so 
far as to say that we propose to do away with the 
possibility of legislating in reference to the Post 
Office Department at the present session; but all 
we do propose, is to lay open the enormities and 
abuses of that department, and to do this we are 
to expend an additional sum of $50,000, and then 
not able to furnish one out of five hundred to our 
constituents! Why, the extra expenses of the 
Post Office Department, about which gentlemen 
have been so much disposed to complain, have 


been, in à great measure, occasioned by the extra 


| been ardently engaged j 


| various branches of history an 


number of documents which this and the other 
House of Congress combined have ordered to be 
ye and distributed throughout the country. 

our mails are laden down with your extra doc- 
uments, and what is the necessary consequence? 
Why, that the mail contractor comes forward and 
complains, saying to the department, “ since 1 
‘entered into my contract the weight of the mails 
‘is increased four fold, and it is utterly impracti- 
“cable for me to continue carrying them for the 
‘sum agreed upon; I must therefore have an extra 
‘allowance, or else I shall be compelled to give up 
‘my contract; and if 1 do, no man can come and 
tdo it even at the extra sum.” Who isto blame? 
Not the Postmaster General. If the necessity 
exists, and if Congress, or either branch of it, 
persists in loading down the mails with hedvy, 
voluminous, and in most instances, useless docu- 
ments, extra allowances must be given to the mail 


| contractors for carrying them. Thus the evil 


falls back upon ourselves, and if the people of this 


country have not already reflected sufficiently | 


upon this subject, so as to understand it, the time, 
I trust, is not far distant, when they will so under- 
stand it; and in the same proportion as you over- 
load the mails with these extra copies of ponder- 
ous documents, will members of Congress them- 
selves be held accountable by the people, and the 
Post Office Department be acquitted, even if it be 
overwhelmed in bankruptcy. This would be no 
more than justice. 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I will reiterate that 
I am opposed to the printing of any extra number 
of these reports beyond the number specified by 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Bearnstey,]} 
who, as one of the committee, we may suppose is 
conversant in the matter, and who thought two 
thousand would be sufficient. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, said that there 
was no evidence adduced before the committee 


; that any extra allowance had been made in conse- 


quence of the mail having to carry an extra num- 
ber of congressional documents. 

Mr. SMITH said it was an inference drawn 
from facts that were known to every one. 

Mr. MERCER regretted that the gentleman 
from Maine had occupied so much time. Mr. M. 
said he should vote for the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts. He said he did not 
complain of the expense of printing because 
benefit resulted from it; but if the gentleman from 
Maine had attacked the gaudy drapery around the 
Speaker’s chair, fit only for a company of strolling 
players, or the expense of keeping up a large and 
useless hall, Mr. M. would have concurred with 
him; but he did not conceive the printing of use- 
ful documents for the information of the people, 
extravagance at all. [Mr. M. always speaks in 
so low a tone of voice, and so frequently varies his 
position, sometimes turning his back to the chair, 
that it is rarely the reporter can catch consecutive 
words enough to convey even the purport of the 
honorable member’s remarks. ] 

Mr. BURGES rose to repel the charge that this 
House loaded the mail to such an extent as to 
cause or to increase the derangements in the Post 
Office Department. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, did not rise, he 
said, to prolong the debate, for perhaps he also 
might subject himself to a similar lecture in regard 
to his duty that had been bestowed upon his friend 
from Maine. However that might be, Mr. M. 
had been in the habit of expressing his opinions 


| without much regard as to whether they suited 


the particular views of other gentlemen or not; 
he should do so on the present occasion. 

The proposition under consideration was to 
print five thousand copies of tlie report and ac- 
companying documents, and twenty-five thousand 
copies of the report alone. A member of the Post 
Office Committee has told the House that in all 
probability the whole will make three octavo 
volumes; another gentleman estimated them at 
five volumes. Take them at three volumes, this 
would make about fourteen thousand five hundred 
and eighty, giving to each member a little over 
sixty volumes. i res 
n collecting a public library 

and which should be an 
and it does contain the 
dlegislation of most 
together with all 


worthy of the nation, 
ornament to the country, 


civilized nations, and has in it, 


For a long time Congress had | 


the documents of our own country, and all -the 
works appertaining to every part of science, about 
twenty-two thousand volumes. Now, what were 
we about to do? To print fourteen. thousand five 
hundred and eighty volumes, or, in all probability a 
mach larger number, sufficient to line the. hall in 
which they were sitting, nearly as many as. the 
library they had been so long engaged in forming, 
to distribute al] over the number.. We were. told. 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts, that our 
constituents read all these documents, and that the 
gentieman’s own constituents read them. Now, 
Mr. M. would venture to predict, that the gentle- 
man himself had never yet read so many books 
printed by that IIouse as the document in quès- 
tion would amount to, He doubted if there was 
a member there who had patience to wade through 
such a mass of documents. Fle could see no 
utility in printing so large a number. While they 
were undertaking tò correct abuses in other de- 
partments of the Government they were themselves 
lavishing thousands in useless printing. Hecould 
see no practical utility whatever in publishing so 
large a number of these documents, except that 
of giving the printer a job that would last through- 
out the whole recess. No one was more willing 
than Mr. M. that constituents should have all the 
information possible upon every subject; but this 
was one which they would. obtain through. the 
ordinary channels, without putting the country to 
such an expense. He hoped the number would 
not exceed one, instead of five thousand; and he 
was sure that one thousand would furnish to every 
member as many copies as he could send to con- 
stituents who would read them. 

Mr. BRIGGS said if the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Many] intended to insinuate that Mr. 
B. had any such motive in view by his proposition 


| as that of patronising the public printer, the gentle- 


man was widely mistaken. Mr. B. had made the 
proposition from a deep conviction that the im- 
portance of the subject and the expectations of 
the people demanded it. Nor was he to be deter- 
red from persevering in it by the gentleman’s 
ringing the tocsin of party, by saying that the in- 
tention is to patronise the public printer. Mr. B. 
thought the number he had indicated few enough. 
A word in reply to the gentleman from Maine. 
The gentleman went into a cool, deliberate, and 
mathematical calculation, to show how much per 
document the printing would amount to; that it, 
would cost each of his and my constituents the 
enormous amount of nearly four mills a head! 
Another argument of the gentleman he: thanked 
him for: and if it was in Mr. B.’s power he would, 
tell it to the gentleman’s constituents. He hoped, 
however, the reporters would do it. The. gentle- 
man said, if the people of this country could look 
through the windows and see the expenses of 
every department in the Government, they would 
be excited. The gentleman said this in the sin-: 
cerity of his heart, and he thanked him for it. Mr. 
B. made some further remarks, and concluded by 
hoping the House would adopt his proposition. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, remarked, that 
in his opinion the gentleman from Maine (Mr. 
Smitu] was mistaken in saying that nothing more 
than legislation was necessary. Mr. J.’s opinion 
was, that abuses existed throughout the depart- 
ment, from, the time the present head came into 
office. No complaints were heard of the former 
administration of this department, but it was then 
ably and economically administered. The abuses 
arose out of the present administration of the Post 
Office, and the public would not be satisfied, nor 
would the abuses be removed by an act of Con- 
gress, but by the removal of the head of the Post 
Office Department. Mr. J. considered the present 
Postmaster General totally incompetant to dis- 
charge the duties of his office. Whether. the 
abuses arose from ignorance or incapacity, the 
effect was the same; the abuses could only be 
removed by the removal of incompetent officers. 
He was in favor of diffusing the information as 
widely as possible, so that the people might see 
how the thousands had been wasted; for, if not, 
and that House passed an act without giving the 
people an opportunity of looking into the matter, 
they might think the abuses sprung out of some 
defect of the existing laws, instead of from the 
mal-administration of the Postmaster General. He 
believed thatas long as that officer and his present 
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assistants continued in office, no matter what laws 
were passed, the abuses would continue to exist. 

‘With regard to the reports of the committee of 
investigation, he was in favor of the largest num- 
ber. ‘It was a document that ought to be distrib- 
uted throughout every part of the United States, 
in every congressional district, and in every coun- 
ty; and published in every village newspaper in 
the country. : 
~~ Mr. BOON said that he wished to say a very 
few words for Buncombe. He said that gentlemen 
on this floor had stated in their places that the 
subject under consideration was one. of great 
interest—that it had created much excitement 
among the people of the country. Grant it, Mr. 
Speaker, (said Mr. B.,) and I put it to honorable 
gentlemen to say whether the mere printing of the 
report made by the Post Office Committee will 
remedy the evils which are complained of. Sir, 
l represent on this floor an intelligent people, who 
will look to Congress for a correction of those 
abuses which are so much complained of, should 
they be found to exist, rather than the mere print- 
ing of a report having reference to the past. The 
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. Briecs] has 
told this House how vastly important it is that the 
people should have correct information on this 
subject. Mr. Speaker, I am myself emphatically 
a ‘‘ People’s”? man, willing at all times that they 
should have all necessary information on all sub- 
jects in which they may have an interest. But, 
sir, lam not in the habit of reiterating the fact, 
either here or elsewhere, least I might subject 
myself to the charge of being a political demagogue. 
If gentlemen are sincere in their professions on the 
subject of giving information to the people gener- 
ally, let them authorize the printing of a sufficient 
number of the report and accompanying docu- 
ments to have a copy put into the hands of each 
and every freeman in the United States. Any 
thing short of this would be partial in itsoperation. 
Tam willing, Mr. Speaker, thata reasonable num- 
ber of the report and documents together should 
be printed and sent among the people of the coun- 
uy. But I am not willing to vote for the printing 
of so great a number as has been proposed; nor, 
sir, am I willing to vote for the printing of a 
greater number of the report than that of the 
accompanying documents. While I am free to 
declare that I have the most unlimited confidence 
in the members who compose the Post Office Com- 
mittee, without any regard to political distinction, 
I cannot consent to vote for the printing and send- 
ing abroad a greater number ofthe report than of 
the proof upon which it is predicated; believing, as 
I do, that it would be an act of injustice on my 
part towards the much-abused head of the Post 
Office Department. : 

Mr. JACKSON, of Connecticut, considered 
that if there was any one department more than 
another upon which the people wished to be illu- 
minated it was that of the Post Office Department. 
Admitting, for the sake of argument, that much 
extravagant expenditure had been manifested in 
printing documents by that House, the objection 
could not, he conceived, apply to the case under 
consideration, because its object was to apply a 
remedy to almost universally admitted existing 
abuses, and it wasa question on which the people 
felt peculiar interest.. It was highly necessary 
that the people should understand what were the 
grounds of the complaints against the department. 
if founded upon mal-administration or corruption, 
to remove the officers; if, on the contrary, the 
abuses arise from the peculiar organization of the 
department, it was important that the-fact should 
be broughtto light. In every point of view, there- 
fore, he conceived the House could not stand justi- 
fied in refusing the. proposition of the honorable 
` gentleman from Massachusetts, and deeming it 
reasonable, he should, therefore, give it his cordial 
support. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL said he opposed the print- 
ing ofan extraordinary number of these documents 
as a waste of the public funds. He would be the 
last to oppose the promulgation of important. in- 
formation to the people; but, if thirty or forty 
thousand of these books—these large volumes 
were printed, how many would reach the great 
mass of the people by such means? He was for 
curtailing the enormous expenses of the Govern- 


ment, and he called on the friends of the Admin- H 


7 


istration, economy, and of retrenchment, to go 
with him in that curtailinent. . 

Mr. SLADE expressed his surprise at the oppo- 
sition which has been manifested to printing the 
report of a committee, organized and appointed 
by the friends of the Administration. 

Mr. CONNOR said the committee had been 
appointed by the House, and not bya party. He 
believed’ they had also discharged their duty, 
without reference to party or political feeling. 

Mr. SLADE still believed the majority of the 
committee were the friends of the present Admin- 
istration, and of the department whose conduct 
they were appointed to investigate. He spoke, 
also, of the expense of the publication of the doc- 
uments, which he conceived to be a minor consid- 
eration when compared with their importance. 

Mr. PEARCE also advocated the printing of a 
large number of copies of the reports and docu- 
ments. He deprecated the allusions which had 
been made to the profits which it might be sup- 
posed the public printer would acquire by the pub- 
lication. Ele spoke at some length on the import- 
ance of the dissemination of these reports among 
the people, who certainly demanded it. 

Mr. SMITH, of Maine, again addressed the 
House in explanation of his former remarks, and 
in reply to those of Messrs. Mercer, Bricas, 
and Burces. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY felt called upon, as a mem- 
ber of the committee, and especially after what 
had fallen from the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Wuirt.eser,] to saya few words. That gen- 
tleman and himself (he thought) could not differ 
essentially on the fact referred to; and he presumed 
there was some little misapprehension on the part 
of the honorable member from Maine, {Mr. 
SmitH,] so far as related to an increased expense 
on the part of the Post Office Department, in con- 
sequence of an increased weight of the mails by 
public documents. It appeared before the com- 
‘mittee that an extra allowance of $10,000had been 
made on the route from Philadelphia to Pittsburg, 
which allowance was made on the representation 
of the carrier alone; at least there was no other 
evidence whatever furnished to the committee that 
the Postmaster General had acted on any evidence 
but a letter from the mail contractor. Thatletter 
did not, nor did the evidence before the commit- 
tee, discriminate between an increase in weight by 
newspapers, letters, or packages. 

There was another case in which extra allow- 
ance was made, but not from the weight of the 
mailalone. It was the mail between Baltimore and 
Wheeling; that allowance was made, also, upon 
the representation of the contractor, sustained by 
petitions and letters from others. One ground 
assumed by the contractor, in that application, was 
anincrease of the weight of the mail on that route; 
but Mr. B. could not call to mind, at that moment, 
whether the increased weight was alleged to have 
been owing to the publication of documents by 
Congress or not. The evidence before the com- 
mittee showed that there was an increase, and the 
Postmaster General, unquestionably, relied upon 
the representations he had received to establish 
that fact, and accordingly made the extra allow- 
ance. Mr. Bdid not remember that, in relation to 
either route, there was any direct evidence to the 
fact of an increase in the weight in consequence 
of the publication of documents, or of any publi- | 
cations whatever emanating from this city. But 
there was some evidence—he would not say satis- 
factory—yet there was some evidence given before 
the committee to establish the fact that the weight 
of the mails had been greatly inereased on both 
routes, But the fact, whether there was such an 
increase or not, the committee regarded as quite 
immaterial, (he alluded to the report of the major- 
ity, for of the opinions of the minority he knew 
nothing;) the Postmaster General being, in their 
jadgment, unauthorized, under the act of Congress 
regulating the Post Office Department, to make 
an extra allowance of one single cent on any such 
ground. Entertaining that opinion, he paid very | 
little attention himself to the evidence which went | 
to prove or to disprove the fact of increased | 
weight. If it were proved to weigh five tons, as | 
the law stood, the-Postmaster General possessed 
no authority to make any extra allowance what- 


ever. 
While up, Mr. B. would makea remark or two i 


in consequence of what fell from the gentleman 
from Louisiana, [Mr. Jounson.] That gentleman 
ascribed all the abuses and embarrassments of the 
Post Office Department solely and exclusively to 
its present administration. Not to the President 
of the United States, nor to any other department; 
but Mr. B. understood the gentleman to say that 
the abuses and enormities were all chargeable to 
the present Postmaster General. Now, it was but 
justice to that individual, to the public, and to- 
the committee, to say, that to whatever conclusion 
the committee may have come, the suggestion 
made by the gentleman from Louisiana should 
not be allowed to go abroad without explanation. 
Mr. B. then took upon himself to say that the 
papers produced before the committee, the com- 
munications they had received, and the evidence 
adduced, all showed most clearly and satisfacto- 
rily, that many, and indeed most, of the irregular- 
ities now prevailing in that department, prevailed 
also under the administration of that department 
which preceded the present one. He would not 
go so far as to say that they existed to the same 
extent, and the same degree, that they existed 
now; but the irregular course then marked ‘out 
and adopted had been followed by the present in- 
cumbent; an irregular course clearly and decidedly 
so; and which, in Mr. B.’s estimation, had led to 
a very considerable, if not to the largest portion 
of the wasteful expenditure of the public money 
of which the public had a just right to complain. 
He particularly referred to the culpable practice 
of amalgamated bids, extra allowances upon con- 
tracts founded on such bids, and other excesses 
of that nature, each and all of which prevailed to 
a greater or less extent under the former as well 
the present Postmaster General. Mr. B. did not 
intend to cast the slightest reflection upon the 
purity of purpose of the present or the preceding 
incumbent of that office. All he intended to say 
was, that the abuses existed before, and had de- 
scended to the present time, though not to the 
same extent; for they were certainly aggravated 
in later years. * : 
Mr. LYTLE said that he objected to the course 
that the debate had taken. If he understood the 
question properly, it had reference merely to the 
number of copies which should be printed of this 
report; and yet it had taken a wide, and, in his 
judgment, an unwarrantable range. Gentlemen 


j had been discussing the merits of the report before 


that report was fairly before them. He should 
like to see it on the tables; and have time to read 
it, before he passed judgment on its contents, or 
expressed an opinion on the subject-matter to 
which it had reference. 

» Upon the question, then, of printing an unusual 
number of extra copies, Mr. L. said he consid- 
ered any debate unnecessary, if the declarations 
of the honorable gentleman from Louisiana were 
to be taken for granted—who, without any report 
before him, had undertaken to pass sentence of 
death on the department and its head-if they 
were really already convicted, he thought the time 
of the House would be misspent in deliberating on 
the question now before them, viz: the printing of 
the testimony by which the guilt or innocence of 


| the accused should be decided. Gentlemen assure 


us that the people are to be enlightened on this 
subject, and through the medium of this report; 
and yet they tell us, in the same breath, that the 
people understand the whole matter, and that 
Major Barry must be dismissed, and the depart- 
meot reorganized. That‘the “ whole country 
believes in his guilt,” and the mismanagement of 
his department. Why, sir, what stuff. is this? 
The people already enlightened! The culprit 


| already condemned !—and yet the House called 


on to pay the enormous expense of printing fifty 
thousand extra copies, to show, I presume, that 
it was fairly done. Why, sir, for one, l enter 
my solemn protest against the whole procedure. 
This is, indeed, a new and most unrighteous mode 
of action in such cases—passing sentence of death 
upon a man and his whole department by your 
speeches, and then printing fifty thousand extra 
copies of a report, by which, it is hoped, some- 
thing may be gleaned out of which these charit- 
able decrees or predictions may be justified. k 

Why, sir, (said Mr. L.,) the ordinary mode in 
this and in every Christian country, is to try first 
and-convict afterwards, ifthe testimony exacts or 
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warrants it; but the rule is now to be reversed 
for the first time in this country. Sir, I under- 
take to say you are now called on to criminate, 
by speeches and the circulation of reports, in 
unusual and extraordinary numbers, an individ- 
ual, before the very testimony is examined by his 
triers, who are, by this motion, to be made the 
organs of its publication and distribution. Why, 
Mr. Speaker, the humblest culprit arraigned at 
the judicial bar of our country, for crimes the 
most foul and atrocious, is indulged with the time 
and opportunity for a fair hearing and a full and 
complete defence, an ample examination of all the 
testimony against him, before the sentence of con- 
demnation is passed upon him. And is a high 
officer of this Government to be debarred the 
privilege allowed to the common malefactor? Say 
what you will, sir, the present proceedings against 
this department have the tendency necessarily to 
. produce the results | have named. Whether by 
accident or design, he is to be the victim. Friend 
and foe seem ready for the sacrifice, and he gets it 
from them all, right and left. Why, sir, not wait 
for tae printing and examination of the two re- 
ports of the Senate, which, before they were 
printed or read, (I mean by the Senators,) pro- 


duced a bill from that body; a bill which has been | 
sent down to us for the reorganization of that | 


department? I stand here as a sworn juror be- 
tween the country and the accused; and, for one, 
I will not act, by the God that made me, except 
on ample proof. Let us have it. Not‘only this 
report, but the two reports from the Senate. Why, 
sir, should we prejudge this case? Why act be- 
fore the proof is before us? Why attempt to 


forestall or prejudice the public mind? Why anti- | 


cipate a decision which may never be made by 
this body, when they have the time and means to 
investigate for themselves? 

These reports may be antagonist to each other, 
and yet, sir, you are called on to anticipate your 
future judgment, deliberately formed, by testi- 
raony you have not heard, and a system of con- 
duct which may lead to the most. unjust and vin- 
v ‘ive crimination of those who may be (as I 
believe them) completely innocent. Tell me not 
that the head of this department is not to be 
directly and immediately affected by this precipi- 
tate and ill-advised action of the House. f know 
better, sir.” You cannot alienate his personal and 
political identity in this determination. The object 
is, his removal, his political demolition. It shall 
not happen, sir, with my consent, without a full 


and fair trial. No, sir, I want all the documents— | 


I demand all the proofs—show me official dere- 
liction and I will vote for its radical removal. 
Show me corruption, peculation, defalcation, or 
negligence, and with all my heart I will join in 
the application to remove it—but I must first see 
and know it, before I attemptaremedy. Thereis 
one thing I must here add—that for the first time 
the Postmaster General has been personally the 
subject of accusation. During the whole of the 
last session (elsewhere, as in this body) he has 
escaped unscathed. His character has been held 
sacred. I avow openly; and with pride, my warm 
attachment to the head of this department. 
have known him long, and love and esteem, and 
revere his many estimable and exalted properties, 
and it was a matter of no ordinary compliment, 
that through all the bitterness of party feeling 
during the last session of Congress, as well as the 
present, when the hail storms of party malevo- 
ines and persecution beat about his department 
and himself as its representative, that his person 
was held sacred, that no harm approached him, 
that the full tribute to his individual merits was 
exacted by a knowledge of his worth, from the 
bitterest of his opponents; and I now dare and 
defy any man on or off this floor to impeach 
the personal or political integrity of William T. 
Barry. 

Notwithstanding (continued Mr. L.) the long 
services, unquestioned ability, and worth of my 


honorable colleague, (Mr. WuitrLesey]—than 


I 
i| but there are others which in due time shall be 


to accord the merit of usefulness and indefatigable 
zeal, honesty and energy of action as a.Represent- 
ative of my State upon this floor, one who has 
justly earned its confidence and high regard, and 
made me ready, al ways ready, toacknowledge his 
ability, and claim him with prideand pleasureasa 
colleague, however widely we may differ in some 
things—to day he-has surprised me by attempting 
to disprove the statements of the gentleman from 
Maine, [Mr. Sarru,] by showing in his way that 
there was no proof of the fact before the House that 
the burdens of the department were increased by 
the increase of extra printing during the last session 
of Congress, and therefore, that the statements 
were fallacious. Why, sir, it requires no proof, 
(said Mr. L.;) it is a matter that addresses itself 
at once to the common sense and understanding 
of every man upon this floor. Can there be an 
enormous increase of documents without the in- 


dispensable increase of cost for their circulation’ 


by the mail? It is amatter about which there can 
be no dispute. Add to the tonnage, and you must 
pay for the increased carriage. Multiply docu- 
ments, and you must provide means for their trans- 
portation. And thusit has been, sir, among other 
means that the department has reached the point 
of difficulty complained of. 

The trouble exists mainly, in my opinion, in 
the increased burdens imposed on the department 
by the legislation of Congress, one way or another, 
and its willingness and anxiety to meet the de- 
mands thus made on it. Sir, I appeal in a spirit 
of frankness to this body, if they have not, by 
their sysiem of legislation, contributed mainly to 
produce the state of things of which they now 
complain against the Post Office Department. By 
the application of what class of people have new 
mail routég been established, post offices created, 
contracts made, and extra allowances granted? 
My answer is, by members of Congress. (And 
I trust the catalogue will be forthcoming before 
long, exhibiting a list of all who`have thus kindly 
aided to the distress of the department they are 
now so ready to condemn and execrate.) 

Sir,*by the proposition now before you, we are 
called on to aggravate the evil which the document 
complains of that we send abroad. You starta 
diseased herald to report the malady of which the 
very messenger is the subject—one of a family of 
Jifty thousand. 

I am opposed to any new panic, therefore I shall 
vote against the printing now, and hereafter, of a 
single extra sheet of anything; especially where 
the design is to anticipate the action of the House 
and forestall public judgment. Such printing as 
is indispensable to the purposes of legislation Lam 
prepared to vote for, but no more. J have ever 
been opposed to this extravagant propensity of 
the House. Let any gentleman on this floor turn 
to the mass of well bound printed trash of the last 
session, and say if the load of such matter under 
which his shelves now groan, of panic speeches, 
memorials, reports, resolutions, and even names, 
will not compel him honestly to admit that there 
is to be found the true secret of at least one diffi- 
culty under which the department has had to labor; 


noticed. Let the House, I say, however, pause 
first itself, before it arraigns any other depart- 
ment of the Government. Sir, the extra printing 
of this House would cover all the extra allow- 


gress) of the Post Office Department for the last 
two years. I hazard the opinion. h 
abuses too of the franking privilege. One main 
object avowed in defence of this proposition 1s 
to supply the districts of certain gentlemen— 
yes, sir, to make Uncle Sam pay for the privilege 
of getting ourselves reélected by franking home 
any quantity of documents. My dayis over, sir, 
in that way, but I assure gentlemen that 1 never 
knew much good to come of it—you can’t frank 
to every elector in the district—one is as much 
entitled as another—and so far as my experience 


to whom no one more readily than myself is willing 
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goes, you make more enemies than friends by 
franking at all, for I never sent one document toa 
constituent that I did not receive.on an average at 
least one letter from another, complaining that he 
had been neglected; so that but little good is done 
in that way. 

í But, sir, in conclusion, I desire nothing but what 
is fair and just in the decision of the House upon 
this matter. Let us have an opportunity beforė 
we condemn pure and upright and hitherto honor- 
able men—let us compare with the increased busi- 
ness of this department, under the present head, 
the expenses, the defalcations, the practices, the 
uses and abuses of those who preceded him. I 
wish, sir, and hope that all these matters have 
come within the observance of the committee, and 
that as they are greatly regulated by precedent and 
contrast, we may expectto find less guilt than has 
been anticipated or hoped for, and an equal amount 
of integrity, fidelity, and official usefulness, as will 
compare with any precedent administration of the 
department. I have occupied the House longer 
than I wished or expected, and conclude by hoping 
that they will at least reduce the number proposed 
of extra copies. i 

Messrs. ELISHA WHITTLESEY and CRA- 
MER afterwards addressed the House, and Mr. 
HUBBARD moved the previous question; which 
was seconded by a.majority of the House, and 
taken, being on the motion, as modified and. 
divided, to print three thousand extra copies of” 
the reports and documents. The question was 
taken by yeas and nays; and decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 161, nays 47. 

The question was then also taken by yeas and 
nays on printing twenty thousand extra copies of 
reports without the documents; and passed in the 
affirmative—yeas 101, nays 93. 

The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, February 16, 1835, 


Petitions were presented by Messrs. TOMLIN- 
SON and TYLER. i 

Mr. WAGGAMAN presented a communication 
from the Legislature of Louisiana, together with 
a joint resolution praying a grant of land from 
Congress to that State for the purposes of public 
education; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. * f 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MANGUM, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to which the following bills from the House 
of Representatives were referred, reported the 
same, as follows: 

A bill for the relief of John Frazer & Co., with- 
out amendment; 

A bill for the relief of Richard Butman, with- 
out amendment; 

A bill for the relief of Riddle, Becktel, and 
others, without amendment. 

On motion of Mr. MANGUM, the Committee 
on Finance were discharged from the further con- , 
sideration of the petition of James Robinson. 

Mr. WEBSTER, from the same committee, to 
which was referred the bill from the House of 
Representatives making appropriations for the 
fortifications of the United States for the year 


1835, reported the same with an amendment. 
ances (occasioned chiefly by the action of Con- | E 


. Mr. McKEAN, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which the bill for the relief of Job Barton 
was committed, reported the same without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. TOMLINSON, from the same committee, , 


| to which was referred. the bills for the relief of 


John Herrick and Job Wood, reported them, 
severally, without amendment. 

Mr. BELL, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred the bill from the House of 
Representatives for the relief of Samuel Buller, 
reported the same without amendment. 
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Mr.. SHEPLEY, from the same committee, to 

which the bill from the House for the relief of 
. Thomas Clements was referred, reported the same 
without amendment. - 

Mr. LEIGH, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
the legal representatives of William Ramsey, de- 
ceased. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported `a bill for the relief. of John 
Dougherty. 

Both thelast mentioned bills were read the first 
time, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr, LEIGH, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, made an unfavorable report upon 
the petition of the representatives of Leonard 
Cooper, deceased; and the committee were dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the same. 

Mr. MOORE, from the same committee, made 
unfavorable reports upon the petitions of Margaret 
Riker,'the representatives of Elizabeth Goodwin 
and Margaret Leitch, of M. St. C, Clarke agent 
of the State of Georgia; of the heirs.of Samuel 
Clagett and George Richards; of Joseph Boggy, 
heir af Joseph Placy; of the heirs of James Davis; 
of the heirs of Thomas Wert; of the heirs of 
Francis Cazesu, and the heirs of Henry Irwin. 
LAND SCRIP TO HOLDERS OF UNLOCATED 

MILITARY LAND WARRANTS. 

On motion of Mr. POINDEXTER, the Senate 
took up for consideration the bill authorizing the 
issuing of scrip to holders of unlocated military 
land warrants; when, on his motion, it was post- 
poned to, and made the special order for, Friday 
next. 

PRINTER TO THE SENATE. 


Mr. PRESTON submitted the following reso- 
lution: 


That on Thursday next the Senate will proceed 


to the election ofa printer. 
REPRESENTATIVES OF LIEUTENANT ROB- 
ERT JE «ETT. 


The bill for.the relief of the personal represent- 
atives of the late Lieutenant Robert Jewett, was 
read the third time and passed. 


BRIG DESPATCH. 
On motion of Mr. SHEPLEY, the Senate con- 


sidered, asin Committee of the Whole, the bill | 


for the relief of the owners of the brig Despatch; 


and the same was ordered to be engrossed for a | 


third reading. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
The following bills from the House were sev- 


erally read the first and second time, and referred - 


to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill for the relief of Enoch Blaisdell; 

A. bill granting pensions to certain» persons 
therein named; 

A bill granting a pension to John W. Willey, 
and for increasing the pension of George Fields; 
A bill granting a pension to Wilham Slocum; 
A bill granting a pension to William Wilges; 

A bill for the relief of Samuel M. Asbury; 

A billgranting a pension to Francis F. St. Cuir; 

A bill for the relief of certain invalid pensioners 
therein named; 

A bill granting a pension to Joseph Mead; 

A bill for the relief of John Dal, of Maine; 

A bill for the relief Simeon Meachum; 

A bill granting a pension to Luke Voorhise; 

A bill granting a pension to Colonel Gideon 
Morgan; 

A bill granting a pension-to Benjamin Leslie; 

A bill granting a pension to William Badea and 
James Harrington; 

A bill for the relief of John Aston; 

A bill for the relief of Ephraim F. Gilbert; 

A bill granting a pepsion to Isaac Carter; 

A bill granting a pension to John Gerodelle; 

A bill for the relief of Samuel Shelmerdine; 

A bill for the relief of Thomas Morton; 

A bill to increase the pension of Origen Eaton; 

A bill granting a pension to John W. Cox; 

-A bill for the relief of Joseph Swartwood; 

A bill granting an arrearage of pension to Ed- 
ward Nicholson. ` 


-line of his constitutional duties. 


it 


A bill for the relief of Abram E. Boutwell and 
David Pearson; , 
A bill granting a pension to Robert Lucas; 
A bill for the relief of George McFadden; 
A bill for the relief of Simeon S. Morrill and 
Theophilus Beekman; 
A bill for the relief of George C. Seaton; 
A bill granting a pension to Larned Swallow; 
A bill granting a pension to John Bryant; 
A bill granting a pension to Noah Miller; 
A bill placing Captain Cole, a Seneca Chief, on 
the pension roll; 
Abil for the relief of Benjamin Holland; 
A bill for the relief of William Keller; 
A bill granting a pension to Justus Cobb; 
i A bill granting a pension to L. L. Van Velken- 
urg; 
A bill granting a pension to Isaac Eckingle; 
A bill for the relief of William C. Beard; 
A bill for the relief of Jacob Stewart; 
A bill for the relief of Elijah Blodget; 
A bill for the relief of Thomas Simpson; 
A bill for the relief of Thankful Randall; 
_A bill for the relief of Colonel Daniel Newnan; 
A bill for the relief of Peter Triplett; 
A bill for the relief of Peter Doxtator and J. 
Weaver; d 
A bill for the relief of Joseph Gilbert; 
A bill for the relief of the widow and heirs of 
Samuel ‘Southerland; 
A bill for the relief of Timothy Jordan; 
A bill for the relief of Daniel Page; 
A bill for the relief of Walter Phillips; 
A bill for the relief of Elizabeth May; 
A bill for the relief of Jared Buckingham; 
A bill for the relief of Solomon Case; 
A bill for the relief of the widow of Noah Chit- 
tenden; 
A bill for the relief of Colonel William Law- 
rence; and 
A bill to provide for paying certain pensioners 
at Jackson, Tennessee. 


RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES OF GOVERN- 
MENT. 
The resolution submitted some days since by 


Mr. Benton, calling on the President for certain 
information to be furnished at the next session of 


| Congress, was taken up for consideration. 


Mr. POINDEXTER said that the resolution 
was of a very extraordinary character. He had 
no objection to a call on one of the departments 
or the President himself for facts. But this call 
was much more comprehensive than any other he 
had ever seen. It called for speculative opinions. 
He would propose, if it was to pass, to add to the 
end of it, that the President be requested to fur- 


i nish a treatise on banking, and a history of his 


Administration. It would be quite as applicable 
as the subject-matter of the resolution. Mr. P. 
said he objected to the resolution, that it had a 


i tendency to remind the President of his constitu- 


tional duties, when he was bound to communicate 
annually to Congress information on all these 
subjects, To call for his opinions as to the ad- 
ministration of the Government, came within the 
Mr. P. said he 
never had seen such a resolution as this was, 
either here or elsewhere. At the organization of 
the Government, there was an opinion seriously 


held by the Democratic side of the House, that we | 


could not properly call on the President for his i; 
opinion on any measure involving the great inter- | 


ests of the country, and these were General Ham- 
ilton’s views on this subject. 

Mr. P. said he objected to this resolution on 
the ground of its being a proceeding sui generis. 
At present he moved to lay the subject on the 
table. 

Mr. BENTON rose merely to ask the yeas and 
nays upon this disposition of the resolution. 

Mr. POINDEXTER intimated his willingness 


i to call it up on Wednesday next, and Mr. BEN- | 


TON then withdrew his call, and the resolution 
was laid on the table. 


BLACK ROCK HARBOR. 


The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Tomuinson, on Saturday last, was taken up, con- 


|, sidered, and adopted: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 


| 


ii be instructed to inquire into the expediency of | 


making an appropriation for the preservation of 
Black Rock harbor, on the northerly side of Long 
Island Sound. 

JAMES L. STOKES. 


The bill for the relief of James L. Stokes was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole, and, on 
motion of Mr. POINDEXTER, was laid on the 
table. 

PAUL POISSOT. 


The bill for the relief of Paul Poissot was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole, and, on 
motion of Mr. PORTER, was laid on the table. 


LAWS FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The bill to provide a system of laws for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia was taken up, and considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. TYLER said the bill proposed to enact the 
system of laws reported by the District Committee 
two years ago. He said it was almost incon- 
ceivable in what a state of confusion the laws of 
this District were placed. lt would require too 
much prolixity to enter fully into an examination 
of them.. The cession of the District—these ten 
miles square—was made some thirty years since, 
and some of the laws now in operation here were 
a century in existence, some of which would put 
a Christian man to blush. Some of them, it is 
true, are dormant, but they can be awakened 
whenever an occasion presents. He objected to 
the District of Columbia being made a great slave 
mart. It is now a depot for the purchase of slaves 
from the surrounding country—the States of Vir- 
ginia and Maryland. The code of laws which is 
proposed to be enacted by this bill attempts the 
abolition of this practice of making the District a 
depot for the purchase and sale of slaves. The 
punishment of the black population here is under 
the existence of laws which are anything but 
justifiable, and require great amelioration. As to 
the judicial system, it cannot be in a worse situa- 
tion than that in which the committee found it. 
But that which is enough to break down the ener- 
gies of any system, is the system of administering 
the laws by the magistrates, which would be a 
curse in any country. A host of justices of the 
peace are living here, with signs over their office 
doors, which seem like proclaiming, ‘‘ justice 
bought and sold here.” He did not say that this 
state of things actually existed, But the state 
of the laws holds out inducements to justices to 
make fees by making business. There are also an 
army of constables here, who are affiliated with 
the justices; and each favor the other. The sys- 
tem makes the justice dependent upon his fees; 
and whenever your system makes the judicial offi- 
cer dependent upon his fees, you make him, in- 
stead of being an officer of the peace, a disturber 
of the peace. He spoke now of no particular 


| individuals. But the bill proposed to reform these 


evils, which will save to the District, in fees alone, 


| some thirty or forty thousand dollars, At present 


nothing is found more profitable to the magistrates 
than to get up assaults and batteries—ibe more 
witnesses that are brought up, the more fees are 
obtained. Mr. T. said he had heard accusations 
of this sort, though no case had fallen ander his 
own observation. He thought the committee had 
proposed a judicial scheme which would save from 
thirty to forty thousand dollars in official fees. 
The business of the courts, when examined, it 
would be seen, progressed tardily. Only one court 
existed for every species of criminal business; and 
the same court was at the same time invested with 
the most extensive civil jurisdiction. He did not 
propose to enter fully into this question; but he 
thought thus much was necessary and due to the 
Senate, as well as to the people of the District. 
He would have preferred that bills should be 
reported, and passed one by one, until a code of 
good laws should be made; but he would be very 
well satisfied if the Senate would pass the bill and 
enact the system now. It was impossible that the 


i| code could be understood by an examination of it 
3 
; alone. 


Mr. T. having concluded, 

Mr. CALHOUN moved to lay the bill on the 
table, for the purpose of proceeding to the special 
order; which was agreed to. 

. THE FOUR YEARS’ LAW. 
The Senate then resumed the consideration of 


_ United States, and of great constitutional im- 


G 


y 
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Mr. WEBSTER rose, and said he had proposed 
to give his views on the subject before the Senate; 
and if no other gentleman wished to occupy the || 
floor, he would embrace that opportunity. 

No other Senator gsing, Mr. W. proceeded: 

The question (he said) involved subjects of the 
most serious consequences to the people of the 


portance. It had for its object to diminish the 
increasing power of the Executive Department. 
Ee did not consider the powers which the bill was 
calculated to restrain, as belonging to the class of 
constitutional powers. He fully concurred with į 
those who thought that it was important, as well | 
for the present as the future, that some check 
should be imposed on executive power. Opinions 
should be left free; the right of suffrage should 
be exercised on principle, not to promote private’ 
interests and party purposes. 

He thought that executive power, acting on | 
those who depended on its patronage for offices | 
and honors, exerted a powerful influence on pop- | 
ular elections. But how was that power of the 
President exerted? Before the act of 1820 the 
officer was continued, unless removed. But now 
his term of office expired every four years, and | 
another might be nominated in his stead. 

[le would admit that, in the case of accounting |} 
officers, frequent changes might be beneficial; but, || 
ou the whole, the results of the four years’ iaw 
caused more evil than good. That law gave new | 
power and influence to the President. Before || 
that time the President could remove from office, |} 
but seldom exerted that power. But since the law || 
required a renewal once in four years, when that |; 
time approached, those in office were in a state of || 
continua fear, lest they should lose their places; || 
while those out of office were contriving methods | 
of geuing it. The officeholder would endeavor to |; 
hold on by subserviency to the appointing power; |! 
those out of office, by greater zeal and devotion, || 
would hope to secure themselves an appointment, |! 
and thus destroy all that manly independence || 
which should characterize freemen. In that way | 
we were plunging deeper and deeper into the | 
abyss at every election. And thus things would | 
go on to the destruction of all our republican insti- | 
tutions. The theory of our Government was very 

Jain and simple. The great difficulty was to 

eep back those attractions that act upon the hopes 
and fears of the people—to make office, not a |! 
place of honor and profit, but of trust and confi- 
dence; to repress and suppress everything that | 
tended to individual aggrandizement. It was || 
essential that every officer should feel that he was | 
an officer for the country, not for himself. The || 
Navy, the Post Office, and all other departments, || 
were instituted only for the welfareef the country, ‘| 
notappendages of executive power. The decrease || 
of that power should be an important object to 
all who wished to see the Government brought | 
back to its original simplicity. Some gentlemen | 
pretend to see no danger in so small a number of |; 
men as those within the reach of executive influ- || 
ence. Butit must be remembered that they are || 
men of intelligence, and act in concert. He was i 
willing to admit, with the honorable Senator from |; 


: H 
Maine, (Mr. Suerver,] that many advantages |; 


+ 


tution, it could only be exercised by construction, 


by implication, or as incident to the power of 


appointment. And since the President could not 
appoint without the consent of the Senate, so he 


ought not to remove without the concurrence of 


the Senate. He contended that-a mere nomina- 
tion’ of a new candidate did not vacate the office; 
that if the Senate rejected the nomination, the 


incumbent officer should continue in his place. If 


the Constitution had given to the President the 
power of appointment without the aid of the Sen- 
ate, then he might also exercise the power of re- 
moval: The argument in favor of such executive 
powers rested on their conyenience for getting rid 
of an unfaithful officer. But granting the incon- 
venience of not having the, removing power, still 
inconvenience alone could not confer power. Such 
were mere arguments of convenience and construc- 
tion. : 

There had been another proposition thrown out 


jin the course of the debate; that was, whether |} 


executive power was subject to constraint, or not, 
by law? He believed it might be. For if it was 
absolute, ôr beyond the control of law, then nothing 
could be done respecting it; but all knew that 
offices could be created or abolished by Congress, 
at its pleasure. Even the time of the continuation 
of an office might be fixed. The power exercised 
by Congress in passing the four years’ law, was a 
proof of it. That law not only limited the term 
of holding office, but actually took away commis- 
sions which had been signed by the President and 
sanctioned by theSenate. If Congress had power 
to make that law, they had power to repeal it, and 
place still further restraints. But he considered 


| the proposition before the Senate rather as a bill 
ito regulate the tenure of office, than to restrain || 


the power of the Executive. 

When Mr. Wessrer concluded, 

Mr. WRIGHT rose and spdke at length in 
opposition to the bill, and was followed by Mr. 
WHITE in support of it. 

The amendment submitted by Mr. Cray on 
Saturday was then agreed to. 

b The question being on the engrossment of the 
il, 

Mr. WEBSTER demanded the yeas and nays; 

which were ordered, and are as follows: 

EAS—Messrs. Bibb, Black, Calhoun, Clay, 
Ewing, Goldsborough, Kent, King of Georgia, 
Leigh, Linn, McKean, Mangum, Moore, Naudain, 
Poindexter, Prentiss, Preston, Silsbee, Smith, 
Soathard, Swift, Tomlinson, Tyler, Waggaman, 
Webster, White—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Brown, Buchanan, Grundy, 
Hendricks, Hill, Kane, King of Alabama, Knight, 
Morris, Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Tallinadge, 
Tipton, Wright—15. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and then 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, February 16, 1835. 
Petitions and memorials were presented by 
Messrs. EVANS, KAVANAGH, and SMITH, 


of Maine. 
[Mr. Smrra presented a copy of the proceed- 
ings of a public meeting, holden in the city of Port- 


. | 
would result from frequent changes, but believed 


it was opening the door for still greater evils, | into consideration the expediency of one 


f 
i 
it 
il 
| and masters, at that port; and their resolutions 
i declare the necessity of an expenditure for the pro- 
| tection of their harbor and property. I perceive 
| (said he) that the Mayor of thecity, who is a dis- 
| tinguished and experienced merchant, presided at 


t . . 
į the meeting. The subject, sir, is one of vital im- 


But there was another part of the subject of 
still greater magnitude, in his opinion. It was 
the constitutionality of the law. It was the prin- 
cipal object of his rising to examine that point. | 
The power of removal had been supposed to lie 
with the President since the discussion of 1789 
ls was then fully and ably discussed by the great 
lights that formed the Constitution, and decided in 
favor of the Executive, by the casting vote of the | 
presiding officer. But Mr. W. believed the minor- | 
ity to have been in the right on thatoceasion. He 


j 
| 
H 
i 
i 
{ 
{ 
| 
t 
i 


land, on the 10th instant, for thè purpose of taking 
or more 
breakwaters in the harbor of that city. Mr. S. 
remarked, that the meeting is represented as having 


portance to the property of Portland, and, in fact, | 


been composed of the merchants, ship-owners, i 


i "h = t e i» Taa 
| the information of the House. ‘The printing was 
: ordered accordingly. p Elmi i Gd 
i Mr. PIERCE, of New Hampshire;: 
Mr. PHILLIPS, of Massachusetts; 

{Mr. Pursues presented the memorial of 3,600 
| ladies residing in Massachusetts, in favor of the 
| abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia; 
| which was laid on the table. ponina pias | 
= ae: BURGES and PEARCE, of Rhode 
i Island; : en ae 
Messrs. DAY, CAMBRELENG, HARD, ana 
| DICKSON, of New York; dues bs 

Mr. DICKSON presented the memorial of sun= 
dry citizens of Rochester, in the State of New 
York, praying Congress to take the proper meas- 
ures for abolishing slavery within the District of 
i Columbia; which he moved be-laid on the table 
| and printed, together with the names attached to 
| the same. 

Mr. BOON asked for a division of the motion, 

The question was first put on printing the me- 
morial without the signatures, and agreed to. 
| After the decision was pronounced by the Chair, 
some doubt was expressed by Mr. WISE whether 
!a majority had voted in the affirmative, and it was 
| suggested that the question was not understood by 
| the House. ` Lod 
| The SPEAKER rose again to propound ‘the 
| question. : ot 
| Mr. McKENNAN objected, on the ground that. 
i the decision had already been announced: < >: 
| Mr. WISE said he did not vote on the question, 
jand he desired to be informed by the. Chait, 
i whether it was competent for him to move arè- 
t 


| consideration of the vote upon printing the memo- 
iri ; 


ial? 
The SPEAKER said it was. x 
Mr. WISE then moved a reconsideration of the 


t 

| vote. 

| Mr. HIESTER asked that the memorial be read; 
which was done. Be 
Mr. DICKSON said he would not enter into the © 

| merits of the question, but as a motion to recon- 

| sider had been made, he would only remark, that ` 

the memorial was signed by the Mayor and many 


longing to both of thetwo i 
agitated the country. tare 
Mr. CHINN said that he hoped the motion to. . 


great parties which now 


| the subject. 
| deman from New York had stated to the House, $ 
| by the Mayor of Rochester and other distinguished, 
i persons, he could not perceive that this fact en~ 
i titled it to a’ consideration different ‘from that 
which was given to others. It presents no:new. - 
| argument; it states no fact but what was con-~ 
i tained in others; and the grievances: which it re> 
cites are common to all which have been offered 


| these grievancesewere in the main unfounded. : If 
; this memorial were printed, why not print all 
; which had been offered? There was no difference 
: between them; if there were, it was not such as to 
| entitle this to unusual consideration. He did not 
| wish to discuss this question; he did not know that 
‘he ever would discuss it. The whole mischief, 
_ perhaps, consisted in discussion. This had been, 
‘and still was, his opinion; and he had always.acted | 
‘in conformity with it. He hoped the motion 
' would prevail, and that the same disposition would 
! be made of this as of the many others which had 
' been presented. cii 
Mr. BOULDIN said that he had not supposeđ 
‘he would vote for the printing of this memorial 
‘until he heard it read. But after having heard it 
ead, he should vote for printing it; not because 
e approved of the presenting of it, or of the object 
! of it; nor that he dissented from the general pròp- 
‘ ositions about liberty and ‘slavery-in it; but be- 
‘cause he wished his ‘constituents*to know: what 
: feelings were entertained by their northern breth< 


of the most respectable citizens of Rochester, bè- . ° 


! reconsider would prevail. He saw nothing which - 
| distinguished this memorial from any other upon `: 
Although it was signed, as the gen- : 


‘here. It was unnecessary for him to assert that > 


‘ren (some of them) of slavery and slaveholders, 
| and the means of abolishing slavery. i; ; 
He said he was unwilling to draw any compar- 


The work has been strongly recommended as of 
great utility, after a careful survey, by an engi- 


| neer ofthe Government. An appropriation for it || 
| has aiso been reported by a dotnmnitise of this || isons between the country that he had the honor 


House, during the present session of Congress. || in part to represent, and any other portion oo : 
| Under this state of the matter, it will be unneces- | Union; but gray const abou slavery ari Soe 
i sary to refer the proceedings now presented toa | holders, and S ave marketi on e in EEA 
l committee, but I ask that they may be printed for |! rial, in relation to this District, applied equally t 


considered the decision as wrong in principle. | 
The question was, had the President the power to 
remove from office, except where it was especially 
delegated by the Constitution? He would not trust 
to that decision; but go to the Constitution, the 
scurce whence that controverted power flowed. 

5 Mr. W. went on to argue that, as the power of 
removal was not expressly delegated by the Consti- 


$ 
i 
i 
| 
| to the commercial interests of the State of Maine. 
| 
i3 
| 
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the habits, customs, and legal rights of the people 
of all the South. He wished them to see what 
those opinions and feelings were; and therefore, 
and for that only, he should vote for printing the 
memorial, : 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, hoped that the 
motion to reconsider would prevail, and that the 
memorial would be laid on the table. He repu- 
diated the interference of the northern with the 
rights and property of the people of the southern 
States. Whenever the North should succeed in 
procuring legislation by Congress in regard to these 
rights and this species of property, that moment 
the Union would be dissolved. ae 

Mr. BOON said,as he had asked for a division 
of the question, and belonged to a non-slavehold- 
ing State, it was perhaps proper that he should 
say a word or two. There was no person more 
opposed to slavery than himself; but while he was 
opposed to the principle, he was also opposed to 
interfering with those rights to property, which 
were guarantied to the ciuzens of particular States 
and districts by the Constitution of the United 
States. It would be recollected that this question, 
when the subject of the admission of Missouri 
into the Union was before the House, had come 
very near dividing the Union. He thought the 
same course which had been adopted by the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, (Mr. Puuuurps,] in 
presenting a similar memorial this morning, which 
was to move that it be laid on the table, was the 
proper one, and that this memorial should be dis- 

osed of in a similar manner. 

Mr. FILLMORE said, asit was understood that 
the Committee on the District of Columbia would 
not act upon this subject at the present session, it 
was certainly due to the petitioners that the motion 
which had been made by his colleague (Mr. Dicx- 
son] should prevail. It was not unreasonable 
that the memorial should be printed and preserved 
among the documents of the House. He dis- 
avowed most unequivocally, now and forever, any 
‘desire on his part to interfere with the rights, or 
what was termed the property, of the citizens of 
other States. While he did this, he conceived 
that, as a citizen of the State of New York, and 
a member of this House, he was interested in the 
claim to property in man, within the District of 
Columbia. He referred to the effect which was 
produced in the North by the advertisements in 
the papers of this city, connected with the pur- 
chase and transportation of slaves. The people 
of that section of the country believed slavery to 
be improper, and that it should not be tolerated. 
This was a great national question. There was 
nothing in the memorial which should prevent its 
being printed and placed on the files of the House 
for future reference. Whenever petitions should 
be presented here from the slaveholding States, 
of a different tenor, and which might advocate 
the establishment or continuance of slave markets 
in the District and city, if they eould satisfy the 
people of other sections that this was proper, he 
would treat their petitions with respect. He was 
willing that each party should be fully heard, and 
that each should have the privilege of spreading 
their views before the people generally. 

Mr. McKINLEY regretted that this discussion 
had sprung up. He thought it manifested more 
zeal than prudence He inquired if the printing 
was intended to enlighten the House or the coun- 
try? It was admitted on all hands that no action 
was to take place upon this subject at this session. 
That being the case, what object would be attained 
by printing this memorial? He considered it one 
of the most imprudent memorials which had ever 
been read in this House. It was a fire-brand from 
one of the northern States, which had been thrown 
into this House, and he was, for one, opposed to 
giving it any publicity. He denied that this 
House had the right to lay their hands upon his 
property, let him live where he might. There 
was no disrespect intended to the memorialists 
by refusing to print their memorial. It had been 
received by the Fiouse, and that, he contended, 
was sufficient. Nothing more ought tobe ex- 
pected. He cared not whether it had come from 
a mayor of a city or the President of the United 
States. He should oppose the motion to print. 

Mr. PARKER was at a loss (he said) to per- 
„eive how the mere reading and printing of the 


memorial could produce unpleasant feelings in 
that House or in the nation at large; nor was it, 


in his opinion, calculated to throw a fire-brand | 


into the slaveholding States. It appeared to him 
to be more like a respectful address to the House, 
calling upon them to exercise the undoubted priv- 
ileges conferred upon it by the Constitution of 
legislating for the District of Columbia, in remov- 
ing what the petitioners considered a great and 
existing grievance, and if it was intended ur wished 
to prevent any debate it could be easily obviated 
by withdrawing the question of reconsideration. 
What was the state of the subject, what hud been 
done heretofore, and how did the matter then 
stand? A portion of the people of this country 


considering the evil a.national one—as one that | 


ought not to be tolerated by a free people—re- 
spectfully ask that House to take measures to 
redress the evils. Petitions of this nature have 
been referred to the committee intrusted with the 
management of the affairs of the District, not only 
the present session, but the last and several pre- 
ceding sessions. Now, the prayer of the petition 
was either right or wrong, and their reagons either 
forcible and conclusive or otherwise. Let, then, 
the Committee on the District of Columbia make 


a report, and tell us what they think ought to be | 


done, and give us their reasons, so that the House 
might judge of the question. Mr. P. was not 
prejudiced one way or the other, but he thought 
an answer to the prayer of the petition should be 
given, for it was neither unlawful nor unrighteous. 

The argument of his honorable friend from Ala- 
bama (Mr. McKintev] that Congress had no right 
to interfere, Mr. P. could not assent to so readily. 
Let that gentleman, who was fully competent to 
give his reasons, give his reasons on this subject. 


For himself, in accordance with the wishes and ; 


opinions of his constituents and the persons pre- 
senting this memorial, he should feel it his bounden 
duty to vote to put their petition upon the files of 
the House, and he should continue to urge it with 
all the zeal of which he was capable, at the same 
time with all due consideration to the feelings, 
prejudices, interests, and rights of others, and 
which they were entitled to require at his hands. 
This he should do until the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, or some other select com- 
mittee of the House, answered the question, and 
told us, at the same time giving their reasons, 
whether Congress had a right to legislate on this 
subject or not, and until the House had concurred 
in that decision. 

Mr. DICKSON then withdrew that part of the 
motion proposing to print the names of the sub- 
scribers to the memorial. 

Mr. CLAY said: He was even more opposed 
to the printing of the memorial itself than he was 


to printing the names appended to it, which he |. 


regarded as a matter of little consequence compared 
with the other. He was decidedly opposed to the 
publication of such a document. In spite of all 
the fair professions heard there upon the subject 
as to any non-interference with the rights, inter- 
ests, and property of the southern States, or any 
other property of this kind, gentlemen must be 
forgetful of the domestic policy and everything 
else concerning the peace and tranquillity of those 


States, when they ask for the printing and publi- | 


cation of a document like the one under considera- 
tion. Are these gentlemen ignorant that the print- 
ing and publishing of documents of this kind in 
almost all the southern States are prohibited under 
high and heavy penalties? and would they com- 
pel, or at least sanction, the publication of docu- 
ments by Congress, for doing which, if a southern 
tribunal could lay their hands upon a printer doing 
the same on his individual responsibility, he would 
be treated and punished as a culprit? Do they 
call this non-interference with the rights of prop- 
erty where slavery prevailed? Gentlemen might 
disclaim any intention of interfering with this sub- 
jects but when he heard such disclaimers as.those 
made by the gentleman from New York, covered 
by so thin a veil as he had employed, Mr. C. 
could not yield his assent to them. The gentleman 
told us that this was a subject he had no intention 
of interfering with, while at thesametime he called 
ita great national question, and consequently one 
that ought to be agitated in that House. Was it 
not a subjectagainst which southern pec~te should 


friends came? 

Mr.C. had no hesitation in giving an unqalified 
contradiction to. the supposition’ that it was the 
wish of the intelligent and enlightened citizens of 
the northern and middle States to agitate this ques- 
tion. It was confined to a few fanatics urged and 
| guided by the Garrisons, the Tappans, and others, 
their wire-workers,who had recently attracted pub- 
lic attention, and whose object was well known. 
He did not, he could not, bring himself to believe 
that it was the wish of the great mass of the 
population of the New England or Middle States 
to bring on this matter, Were we to be told, 
because a handful of fanatics, who were ready to 
light the torch of disaffection and civil discord 
through the country, were moving on this subject 
that it was matter connected with the nationa 
prosperity, or that it was a matter of right to that 
description of individuals, to discuss and agitate 
j the subject in that House? The gentleman frora 
New Jersey [Mr. Parker] called upon the com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia to report on 
the subject, in order that it might be discussed and 
investigated. Why that was the very course of 
proceeding calculated to produce the evils con- 
templated; evils of such a character as no good 
; citizen in any part of this wide-spread and exten- 
sive Union ought for a moment todesire. Mr. C. 
would inquire, how came it that this was a matter 
of such concern to those indiviguals? Did it 
interfere with their domestic policy, their domestic 
rights, their liberty, their property; or their secur- 
ity, in any point of view? He was ata loss to 
perceive how it could. Why was it, then, that 
those persons sought to interfere with the domestic 
policy of others? It could not be denied, that this 
was a matter of domestic right and policy; and on 
what grounds, then, could they find themselves 
warranted or justified in interfering to give direc- 
tion to that policy? It was a matter that con- 
cerned not them, either individually, or as a com- 
munity. Until the committee for the District of 
Columbia, or some other committee, should report, 
the gentleman from New Jersey tells us he should 
hold himself ready and willing to receive and print 
all memorials on the subject. But had the people 
| of the District called upon Congress to legislate 
on the subject? They had not; and why should 
Congress be called upon by others to give a new 
direction to the domestic policy of others, with- 
out consent first obtained? That doctrine was 
contrary to any expressed wish of theirs. These 
petitioners might, with equal propriety, memorial- 
ize the Legislature of Virginia, or the Legislature 
of any other State, and call upon them, in the 
name of national honor, to reverse their policy, 
and abolish tHe laws authorizing the holding of 
property of this kind. 

Mr. C., in conclusion, said, for his own part, 
after the admission, which seemed to have been 
made on all hands, that this was a matter belong- 
ing to the people:holding this peculiar species of 
property, and after the disclaimer that had been 
made of non-interference, and in the absence of 
any petition from the inhabitants of the District of 
Columbia, and without any call on the part of any 
of the States where property of this kind existed, 
he did think that these gentlemen ought not to 
press this subject, in any form whatever, upon the 
consideration of the House. 

Mr. C.P. WHITE moved to lay the motion to 
reconsider, and the memorial itself, on the table. 

On a question from Mr. WISE, some conver- 
sation arose on the point whether, if the motion to 
|| lay on the table prevailed, the motion to print, 
i; which had been announced by the Chair as 
adopted, would be considered and recorded as 
adopted? Mr. WISE, Mr. J. Q. ADAMS, and 
Mr. BRIGGS, participated therein, 

The CHAIR said it was a matter not entirely 
belongirg to him, but as the question had been 
i; put to him, he should say that the Clerk of the 
House could not order the memorial to be printed, 
inasmuch as there would be, if the motion’to lie 
on the table prevailed, a motion pending to re- 
i consider the vote to print the memorial. The 
| motion to lie on the table prevailing would not 
i finally dispose of the matter, because the House 
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might call it up, on doing which, the question 
would recur on the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. DICKSON asked for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. GHOLSON appealed to the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. Wue] to withdraw his 
motion; for the people of the South were very 
anxious to know the feeling of the House upon | 
the subject,and he hoped to see it expressed bya 
direct vote. 

Mr. C. P. WHITE said, though he was at all | 
times very glad to accommodate the gentleman, | 
yet, in this particular, he must be excused. 


The conversation on the poinf of order and the 
Speaker’s decision was resumed, and after a few 
minutes spent thereon— 

Mr. C. P. WLHTE said, to meet the views of 
the gentleman from Virginia, he withdrew the | 
motion to lay the subject on the table, and moved 
the previous question. N 

The second to the previous question and the 
main question were both agreed to without a 
division. 

The question then recurred on reconsidering the 
motion to print the memorial, on which the yeas 
and nays had been ordered, and it was decided as 
follows—yeas 125, nays 81. 

So the House determined to reconsider their 
vote. 

Mr. WISE said: Although I have my feelings, ; 
my prejudices, my passions, and my fixed prin- 
ciples and determination, as a southern man, on 


i 
j 
Hy 
i 


this subject, yet I hope l can discuss it without |; 


excitement. I rise not, sir, to throw, as some | 
others have thrown, a fire-brand amongst us. Ij 


rise simply to state to my constituents and the |! 


country at large the true state of feeling, and of | 
the case as it exists here, in the North,and in the | 
South. | 
I trust I am well assured that the Representa- | 
tives on this floor from the North do not wish or | 
design to interfere with our rights. That they | 
merely feel bound in their representative duty to | 
present these memorials, so dangerous in their ten- | 
dency and incendiary in their character, from | 
respect to a few, a very few only, comparatively, i 
of their constituents, and that they do not act from | 
their own impulses. | 
Sir, on this delicate and vitally important subject | 
the moderate, considerate, and patriotic men of ; 
the South, as well as of the North, have enemies ; 
to contend with. In the North we havea few mis- | 
guided fanatics, whose zeal prompts them to rush 
blindly into the most absurd extremes; and in the 
South, | am sorry to say it, there are not wanting | 
those who seize upon every pretext to inflame the . 
public mind on the subject of slavery. In this deli- . 
cate situation what should be the course of the . 
friends of the country and our institutions? Why, 
sir, the friends of good order, of the Constitution, 
and of the existence of this Republic, in this House | 
or out of it, in the North er in the South, must 
use their influence to moderate and quench these 
spirits of both extremes of fanaticism and of dis- 
organization. When memorials of the character ; 
of ihis now asked to be printed, are presented, it 
is respect 
rialists, to receive them; if printed they will be cir- 
culated throughout the country, to fan the flames - 
of the zealots on one side, and to serve as food for 
the disoreanizers on the other. We, who would : 
be 
will, therefore, smother these memorials on their . 
first presentation. Lam willing, sir, to treat all | 


memorials, no matter how eXiravagant or prepos- i. 


terous, or of what character, with respect, pro- i 
vided they are from a respectable body of citizens, ` 
decoreus, and not dangerous in their tendencies. 
Bur, sir, | cannot tolerate, much less give conse- ' 
quence and eclat to memorials and petitions which : 
strike atthe very foundations af the secial com- 
pact, and our civil institutions. 1 wil net hear 
them; I desire not to see them; and would reject 
thematonce. With what sort of respect, I put it, 


to the gentleman from the western part of New | 


York, (Mr. Fi LMoREe : 
ary who should respectfully ask him to 
him to apply a torch to his dwelling? 


„could he treat an incendi- 


madman, asn fend or friend? f A 
hear some of the remarks from the gentieman of 


ı gentleman would have to cease taking the papers 


i 

| is Interwoven with our very political existence, is 
| 

H 

į 

t 


ul enough, I should think, to the memo- | 


afe and aecure in the blessings we now enjoy, | 


permit | 

Vould : 

he regard him as a sover-minded neighbor or | 

i: Sir, | was sorry to | to come, be smothered and suppresses. 
š 3 sorry 


©) Mr. BOULDIN said be should not have ï 


| New York. He says that the people of the 


North are continually shocked by advertisements 
f slave-dealers in the papers of this District. 
am sorry, sir, that their nerves are so delicate, 

| When their fathers did more than any other peo- 

| ple of the colonies to establish slavery amongst us. 
| And I appeal to southern gentlemen for the truth- 
| of the remarkable fact that the emigrants from the 
| North to the South, some from the gentleman’s 

own district, perhaps, are as ready to become 
masters as any who are hereditary masters. To 

i Strengthen their nerves and change their whole 

| principles and opinions on the subject, they have 

but to change their climes, their havens. And if 
they choose to remain at home, they may cease | 
| to take these odious papers. If slavery was | 
| abolished in the District | know not what would 

i restrain the press still from publishing advertise- | 

| ments. And if the papers here cease to publish 

| for runaways and purchasers of slaves, still tke | 


t 
jo 
il 
F 
į 
| 


i 
i 
| 
i 
i 


| of the South, or to silence them too. Sir, slavery | 
i guarantied by our Constitution, and its conse- 
i quences must be borne with by our northern 
; brethern as resulting from our system of gov- 
ernment; and they cannot attack the institution 
i of slavery without attacking the institutions of the 
; country, oursafety,and welfare. The gentleman 
ays he will ever respect the property of the States, 
' but he claims to legislate away the property of this 

istrict. Sir, a slave is as much property here as 
1 in Virginia; property by the law and the Consti- 
Í tution. And, in addition to the remark of the! 
i gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. McKixvey,] that 
you will not surely take private property without 
: just compensation—and that you cannot compen- | 
i sate without taking in part of the taxes of the | 
South to pay for slaves, I will repeat the idea, that, | 
although you have exclusive jarisdiction over this | 
“ten miles square,” yet it is common ground for 
| the good of the whole, and for the use of the whole | 

people of every State in the Union. 

ask of the gentleman, if he can come upon this | 

ground with his carriage and horses, why cannot | 

1 come with my slaves to remain here, to live here 

as long as I please? Sir, I say it not in passion, 
; but calmly and dispassionately, that Congress has 
‘no right to abolish slavery even here, against the 


“consent of the slaveholders, who are not repre- || 


i sented; and I warn gentlemen, that the South—I | 


And I would |; 


| 


| speak for allas strongly as one man can speak for | 
many, for millions—that the South will fight do the 
hilt against the abolition of slavery in this District, 
unless the inhabitants owning slaves themselves 
petition for it, as they would against any inter- 
ference with the right of slave property in Vir- 
ginia. S 
The gentleman calls this a great “ national ques- 
lion.” I protest, sir, against its being so con- 
‘ sidered. The nation has nothing to do with slave 
property. Itis simply a delicate question of pri- | 
rate individual right, wholly and solely under the | 
control of the States where slavery exists. [tis a : 
reserved State right, with which the General Gov- | 
: ernment has no right of interference even, and from ; 
intermeddling with which the free States and 
“inhabitants should scrupulously abstain. 
pseudo-philanthropists of the North do but defeat į 
‘their own objects, when they rudely attempt to | 


The 


philanthropists will always find their principles 
and the cause of humanity best subserved by 
being the friends ef slaveholiers, instead of being 
the friends of slaves, and by codperating with intel- 
ligent, humane, enlightened, and patriotic siave- 
‘ owners of the South, by ways and means which 
the lights of the age have already shown. If vio- 
: lence or intrusion upon our ; 
and pursued, gentlemen will find Union men and 
nullifiers of the South ell wnifed on the subject— 
_ready, ripe for revolution, if the wo 
: to the worst! 
E hope, sir, that this House w 
| South more by the printing of this 
were ever shocked by slave advertisements, and that 
it, and all others like it, will now, and for all ume 


yor. 
their |: À ) t x 
‘their piteous ditties, sung and said, their philan- 


i 
| 

! touch or handle a subject which does not imme- i 
i 


rst must come | 


Hl not shock the : 
memorial than ii 


Z Vaz 
the constituents of the gentieman from New York 7 : 
y— 


rights be persisted in |; 


of New Y 


ii 


risen again but for a remark made by his friend 
and colleague, [Mr. Wise.}, His colleague. had 
said that he was not for sending a firebrand in the 
South; but for this part of his colleague’s remarks 
he would not have risen to say another word. Mr. 
B. said far be it from him to cast, or be the means 
of casting, a firebrand in the South or the North, 
or anywhere. But he had said he would vote to 
print merely that the South might know what was 
going on. He would put it to his colleague, if 
presenting such memorials as this was not, ag his 
colleague had said, like putting a torch toa man’s 
house, and if a proposition not to pfint was net 
like putting a torch to his colleague’s house pi- 
vately, and on detection, asking him to keep it a 
secret. 

_Mr. WISE explained, and said he had noallu- 
sion to him, and that he was among the last men 
he would charge with throwing a firebrand. ` 

Mr. BOULDIN said he was sure of that; but 
did not know that every one would be equally so. 

Mr. ARCHER then rose and asked leave to 
mote a suggestion to lay the whole subject on the 
table. 5 

Mr. BOULDIN said he would answer to that 
suggestion of his colleague immediately. He 
wished only to say a word or two. 

Mr. B. said far be it from him, and very far 
had it been from him, to throw any firebranda, or 
make any offensive comparisons between his and 
any other part of the Union. But the. memorial 
did. It alluded to habits, and customs, and legal 
rights common to this District, and of the States of 
the South, in the most disparaging terms. Mr. 
B. had refused, and did then refuse, to make any 


|| comparison of the principles, habits, or laws of 


the South and North and East. 

He said the South had their infirmities, their 
weaknesses, and their misfortunes; and perhaps 
the one alluded to was the greatest misfortune to 
which the people of the South were liable to. 
Bat had gentlemen no misfortunes, no infirmities, 
in the body-politic among them? Suppose he were- 
to go into their country, and inquire into every- 
thing, and see what they had and could not well 
getrid of. But he would not. He had no idea | 
of being reduced to the necessity of answering 
and defending every infirmity and misfortune in- 
cident to our nature, or cower under the charge. 
Let them that were without fault cast the first 
stone. 

He would, before sitting down, say one thing. 


| He had seen in the testimony taken before the 
| House of Commons, in England, proof that a 


man and his wife had literally starved for want of 
the work to which they were brought upin making 
negro cotton. He knew that many negroes had 
died from exposure to weather for the want of 
that negro cotton—clad in a flimsy fabric, that 
will turn neither wind nor water, substituted by 
orthern and eastern people, who present these 
memorials, or from whose region they are pre- 
sented, which substitute sold under protecting 
duties for the profit of perhaps four pence half- 
penny inthe yard. So the poor Englishman is 
starved, and the poor slave perishes in the cold 
for this profit. It appears, then, that after all 


thropy does not amount to six and a quarter cents 
a yard in the negro’s clothing. Having said thus 
much, and after hearing his colleague, and lest 


diately concern them; and true Christians and | it should be thought by arly one that he wished 


o throw a firebrand anywhere, he would, at the 
suggestion of his friend and colleague, (Mr. 


! ARCHER,] with a view to get clear of the whole 


matter, and lay it on the table, yield to him the 
floor to make that motion. : . . 
Mr. ARCHER said he considered it almost as 


| indiscreet in gentlemen from the South or slave- 


States to discuss this question, as it was 
Representatives from the North to intro- 
duce it. He would add nothing to this remark, 
but moved to lay the whole subject on the table. 
The question was taken on laying the motion 
on the table by yeas and nays; and decided in 
ie affirmative—yeas 139, nays 63. - 
Petitions and memorials were further presented 


holding 
for the 


P. C. FULLER and WARDWELL, 


-lee 
BANKS, GALBRAITH, HARPER, 


“Messrs. 


Messrs. 
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BINNEY, STEWART, and DENNY, of Penn- 
sylvania; R 

[Mr. Denny presented the memorial from the 
delegates to a convention assembled at Pittsburg 
on the 3d of February, 1835, in favor of the 
Chesapeake and Ohio canal, and praying Con- 
gress to make an appropriation for completing the 
western section of the canal; which was referred 


to the Committee on Roads and Canais, and or- | 


‘dered to be printed. ; 

Mr. D. also presented two memorials, one from 
the ladies of Alleghany and vicinity, the other 
from inhabitants of Pittsburg and vicinity, relative 
tosthe abolition of slavery in the District of Co- 


lumbia, and the Territories under the control of || 


Congress. Laid on the table.] 
Messrs. STODDERT and CARMICHAEL, 
of Maryland; 
Messrs. ALLEN, WISE, and CHINN, of 
Virginia; ; 
_ Mr. CLAYTON, of Georgia; 
Messrs. POPE, MARSHALL, and LYON, of 
‘Kentucky; 


[Mr. Pore presented resolutions adopted by the |; 


Legislature of Kentucky, asking Congress to 
purchase the private stock in the Louisville and 
Portland canal, in order that it should be made a 
free highway. 

Mr. Marsnauu presented resolutions of the 


Kentucky Legislature, asking Congress to estab- i: 


lish a national armory in said State. , 
Mr. Lyon presented resolutions of the Legis!a- 


ture of Kentucky, asking Congress to establish a |! 


military school in said State. . 
The foregoing resolutions were severally laid 
on the table and ordered to be printed.] 
Messrs. BLAIR and INGE, of Tennessee; 
(Mr. {nae presented the petition of Fanny 
Blackmore, praying compensation for services per- 
formed by her during the Indian war. 
Messrs. W HITTLESEY,VINTON, VANCE, 
CRANE, and HAMER, of Ohio; 


Messrs. LANE, McCARTY, and CARR, of | 


‘Indiana; 

[Mr. Laws presented the memorial of Captain 
John Crandon, of Dearborn county, Indiana, 
praying to be placed upon the roll as an invalid 
pensioner. 3 

Mr. Carn presented the petition of Joshua 


Kennedy, of the city of Mobile, Alabama, pray- ; 


ing the confirmation of a land claim. 


Also, the petition of Thomas G. Newbold, of || 


Mobile, Alabama, attorney in fact for the heirs of 


Lewis Durette, deceased, praying the confirmation | 


of land claims. 


Also, the petition of Elienes (Stephen) La | 
Lande, of the county of Mobile, Alabama, pray- ;i 


ing the confirmation of a land claim; which, on 
his motion, were referred to 
Private Land Claims. 


Mr. PLUMMER, of Mississippi; 

Messrs. MAY and REYNOLDS, of Illinois; 

[Mr. May presentéd the petition of Samuel 
Cozard, praying that a pension be allowed him in 


consequence of sufferings and injuries received |; 
whilst in captivity among the Shawnee tribe of. 
Indians; which, on his motion, was referred to | 


the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 
Mr. -Reynozps presented the memorial of the 


General Assembly of the State of Illinois, pray- 
ing, for certain reasons therein contained, an ex- | 
tension of the national road westward, to cross | 


the Mississippi at Alton, and not at St. Louis. 
The memorial states that to cross the Missis- 
sippi at Alton, would be in accordance with the 
ultimate destination of said road to the capital of 
the State of Missouri. This route would be more 
advantageous to the commercial and agricultural 
interest of Ilinois than any other, and would also 
afford to Ilinois and her sister States a more direct 
and convenient chain of intercommunication than 


the Committee on | 


the river at St. Louis, in Missouri, “would not 
‘only be highly detrimental to the prosperity of this 
‘ State, ({lnois,) but in violation of her just preten- 
‘sions,and of her rights of sovereignty, contrary to 
‘ the avowed policy of the General Government, and 
‘in open defiance of those principles of even-handed 
‘justice and impartiality which have characterized 
t her dealings with other States in relation to this 
subject.” 

On this statement of facts, and the reasoning 
į thereon, the memorial gives to the United States 
i the ‘consent’ of the State to extend the road 
i through the territory of the State, so as to cross 
the river at Alton. 

Mr. R. added one other fact to what is stated in 
| the memorial; that Alton, by the late act of the 
i Legislature of the State, and the vote thereon, is 
i! to be the seat of Government, after the constitu- 
i tional pericd expires, which requires the seat of 
|, Government to be at Vandalia. ] 
| Mr. CLAY, of Alabama; 
| [Mr. Crary presented the memorial of the Legis- 


| 
| 
| 


j 


class of the purchasers of public lands who paid 
lí for their lands without the benefit of the reduction 
Í| of prices allowed by the acts of 1830 and 1831. 
; Referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
i Mr. C. also presented the petition of Abraham 
|, Woodall, asking to be relieved, from a mistake 
made in the entry of a tract of land. Referred to 
i| the same committee. 
il Mr. 
;| ho-lo, asking to be allowed his claim to a reserva- 
‘| tion under the late treaty with the Creek nation. 
| Referred to the same committee. ] 
| Mr. LYON, of Michigan; 
| Mr. WHITE, of Florida; 

Mr. H. EVERETT, of Vermont; and 

Mr. SEVIER, of Arkansas, 

Which petitions and memorials were appropri- 
ately dispused of. 


RESOLUTIONS. 
| On motion of Mr. CRANE, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inghire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing buoys in the mouth of the Maumee river, 
and in Maumee bay. ; 

On motion of Mr. GARLAND, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 


ing a treaty or convention with the Caddo In- 
| dians, for the extinguishment of a title set up by 
them to a certuin extent of territory in the north- 
; western part of the State of Louisiana, and the 
i Southwestern part of Arkansas. 

+ On motion of Mr. KINNARD, 

i| Resolved, That the Committee on Claims.be in- 
|; Structed to inquire into the expediency of allowing 
i| to William Harmon, of Marion county, Indiana, 
,, compensation for a horse Jost by him in the mili- 
į: tary service of the United States during the Jate 
‘| war with Great Britain. 


| 
i| On motion of Mr. FELDER, 
1 


fice and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into 
the expediency of so changing the post route from 
Columbia to Barnwell Court-House, as to run 
from Gordon’s Mills, by Dencey Corbitt’s, on 
Goodland Swamp, and by Danvis’s Mills to Barn- 
well Court- House. 


Mr. CHINN, from the Committee on the Dis- 


tion; which was rejected: 

Resolved, That Saturday, the Qist instant, from 
and after the hour cf twelve, be set apart for the 
consideration of bills reported by the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

On motion of Mr. BURD, 

“Resolved, That the Committee on Private Land 
Claims inquire into the expediency cf granting a 
i| patent to Mrs. Margaret Kingsbury, of Bedford, 
| Pennsylvania, widow and relict of Oliver H. Kings- 
i bury, a soldier of the late war, who fell in battle 
| on the northern frontier, such quantity of land as 
‘i said Oliver was entitled to under his enlistment. 
| On motion of Mr. HATHAWAY, 


if 
Í 
s 


|! lature of that State, asking further relief for that | 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Of- i 


expediency of establishing a post route from Cort- 
landt village, in the county of Cortlandt, State of 
New York, to the town of Marathon,-in said 


lj county. 


On motion of Mr. WILSON, 
Resolved, That the Committee on Roads ang 


| Canals be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 


| ency of authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to transfer the stock of the United States in the 
Chesapeake and Ohio Canal Company to such 
| States, corporations, or individuals, as shall secure 
to the board of directors by subscription of stock 
or otherwise a sum sufficient to complete the 
; canal to the coal thines near Cumberland. 


Mr. HAWES asked the consent of the House 
to submit a resolution making the reports made 
by the committee appointed to examine the Post 
| Office Department the special order for Monday, 
the 23d instant. i 
It was objected to. 


Mr. PARKER asked the consent of the House 
to submit certain amendments which he intended 
tő offer to the bill in relation to the latera) branch 
of the Baltimore and Ohio railroad to the city of 
Washington, which he desired to have printed. 

The motion was objected to. - 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on Mil- 


C. also presented the petition of Upe-yo- i 


making an appropriation for the purpose of hold- || 
: eee i P Caddo l H lie Buildings, reported a bill making appropri- 


i trict of i > Howing r -i Seay sect $ 
a Columbia, reported the foilowing resolu || of every individual in the country. But he could 


itary Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Sylves- 
ter Day; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. CONNOR, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, reported an amend- 
{ment to the bill to establish certain post routes, 
;and to alter and discontinue others; which was 
| ordered to be printed. Mr. C. gave notice that 
i he should, on Wednesday next, move the House 
to procged to the consideration of the foregoing 
bill. 

Mr. MUHLENBERG, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief 
iof Nancy Haggart; which was read twice and 
! committed, s 

Mr. McKENNAN, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, reported a bill to extend the 
į charters of the Bank of Washington, the Patriotic 
Bank of Washington, and the Farmers’ and Me- 
i chanics’ Bank of Georgetown; which was read 
twice and committed. 


Mr. JARVIS, from the Committee on the Pub- 


ations for the public buildings and grounds; which 
was read twice and committed. 


Unfavorable reports upon various petitions, &c., 
were made by Messrs. McINTIRE, JOHNSON, 
of Kentucky, CRANE, and GRENNELL, from 
their respective committees. 


Mr. WISE, from a select committee, reported 
a joint resolution, proposing to purchase one 
thousand copies of the writings of General Wash- 
ington, edited by Jared Sparks; which was read 
twice. 

Mr. SMITH, of Maine, hoped the Ilouse would 
now dispose of this resolution. The present Con- 
| gress, at its last session, had already voted for the 
; expenditure of about $140,000 for books designed 
for the use of members alone. For one of these 
; works he had himself voted in a preliminary stage; 
and if there was a vote upon the records of the 
House of his which he would wish to blot out, it 
| was that. The work was doubtless one of value; 
and he would be glad to see it placed in the hands 


Resolved, That the Committee cn the Post Office i} 


any other route. "That for the national road to cross i| and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the | 


no longer agree to sanction the practice of filling © 
the shelves of their own libraries by the appropri- 
ation of the public funds. He moved to lay the 
i resolution on the table; but withdrew the motion 
at the request of Mr. Wiser, who promised to 
renew it. 

Mr. WISE hoped the House would not so cava- 
lierly dispose of the resolution. He explained its 
object, and the reasons of the committee in in- 
troducing it. In conclusion, (he said,) in fulfil- 
ment of the engagement he was under with the 
gentleman from Maine, he would renew his mo- 
tion to lay the resolution on the table, but hoped 
| the House would not agree to it. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL demanded the yeas and 
i nays on this question; and while he was up, he 
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-would ask if this was not the same work for which 
the kiouse had already subscribed a large sum? 

Mr. WISE replied briefly, and 

Mr. J. @. ADAMS rose, but the question not 
being debaiabie, it was taken by yeas and nays, 
and decided in the affirmauve—yeas 141, nays 48. 

So the resolution was laid on the table. 

Mr. JARVIS, from the Committee on the Pab- 
lic Buildings, reported a resolution directing the 
bronze statue of Jefferson to be removed from the 
Rotundo of the Capitol until some disposition 
should be made of the same by Congress. 

Mr. MERCER moved to strike out all after the 
word * Rotundo,’’ inthe resolution. 


| for the relief of the heirs of Nathaniel Tyler, de- 


l ceased, reported the same without amendment. 
Mr. POINDEXTER, from the same commit- 
tee, made unfavorable reports upon the following 
subjects, which were submitted to it. a 
The memorial and resolution of the Legislature 
of Louisiana, praying a donation of land for edu- 
ational purposes; 
| The resolutions of the Legislature of Illinois, 
_ praying for a grant of one hundred and sixty acres 
i of land to the village of Cahokia; 
| A memorial from the Legislature of Alabama, 
| praying-relief for certain purchasers of publiclands. 
Mr. POINDEXTER, from the same committee, 


ri : + fi ž 
The question on this motion was taken, when |; to which was referred the memorial from Michi- 


there appeared—yeas 74, 
no quorum voting, a 
Messrs. JARVIS, M 
Massachusetts, took part. 
was finaliy taken, 

Mr. POLK calied for the orders of the day, and 
the motion prevailed—ayes 79, noes 47. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. a 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing communications ; which wereappropriately 
disposed of. 

À letter from the Secretary of War, in answer 
to a resolution of the House, in relation to the 
transportation ofarms from Harper’s Ferry, Pitts- 
burg, &c., to different points, 

A communication from the Secretary of the 
Navy, in response to a resolution of the Ffouse, in 
regard to the use of cotton canvas in the Navy 
of the United Scates. 

COMPENSATION TO THE DISTRICT ATTOR- 
NEY OF SOUTH CAROLINA. 
A bill granting additional compensation to the 


district attorney for the district of South Carolina 
was read a third time and passed. 


BALTIMORE AND WASHINGTON RAILROAD. j: 


On motion of Mr. CHENN, the regular orders 
of the day were postponed, in order to take up 


the bill reported from the Committee on the Dis- |! 


trict of Columbia relating to the Baltimore and 
Washington railroad. : 

Mr. PARKER opposed the passage of this bill 
in its present shape 
of the character of partial legislation. Congress 
had undoubted authority to legislate for the Dis- 
trict, the whole District, but not to pass an act 
which would be partial in its operation. He con- 
eluded by moving a substitute for the bill. 


Mr. CHINN replied, and opposed the amend- |: 


ment. 


Mr. McKIM called for the previous question. | 


For this motion there appeared—ayes 74, noes 
28; no quorum voting. 


Mr. PARKER moved to adjourn. The motion | 


was lost without a division. 

The question was then taken on seconding the 
motion for the previous question, and decided in 
the affirmative—ayes 91, noes 32. . 

The main question was then put, on the en- 
grossment of the bill, and it was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third nme. 

On motion of Mr. 
House next took up th 
of certain improvements in the Territory 
da;” but before any ques 
taken, it was, on motion of Mr. W., postponed 
tiil to morrow. 

Mr. W. then 
relating to the Territory o 


e “bill for the completion 


f Florida. 


Mr. McVEAN moved that the House do now |! 


Tourspar, February 17, 1835. 
Petitions and memorials were presented by 
Mesars. TYLER, RUGGLES, BLACK, and 
BENTON, and referred. : 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee on Claims 
to which was referred the bill from the House o 


Representatives for the relief of John J. Avery, |: 


reported the same without amendment. | 
Mr. POINDEXTER, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to which was recommitted the bill 


j 
i 


i 
| 
j 
{ 


at some length, as partaking |' 


WHITE, of Florida, the |: 


of Flori- i 


T4, nays 36. There being | gan, praying an extension of certain preémption | 
discussion ensued, in which |! privileges, reported a bill for the purpose; which 
ERCER, and ADAMS, of | was read the first time, and ordered to a second 
Before the question || reading. 


Mr. PORTER, from the Committee on Privat 
: Land Claims, made an unfavorable report upon 


| the petitions of Nicholas Girod, and of the heirs | 


of Jacques Millon, deceased; the petitions of A. 
| Foucher, M. V. Robertson, and A. C. Valois. 

| Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on 
: Pensions, to which was referred the bills from the 


|i House of Representatives, granting pensions to 


| John Cullins, Amasa A. Tift, Harvey Reynolds, 
jand John Casey, reported the same, ‘severally, 
| without amendment.. : 

' fe also reported the bill from the House, grant- 
i ing a pension to Josiah Westlake, but with an 
| expression of opinion by the committee against 


į its passage, and his intention, when the bill shall 


be called up, to move its indefinite postponement. 


| Mr. MOORE, from the Committee on Public 


. Lands, reported a bill concerning preémptions; 
which was read the first time, and ordered toa 
second reading. 


! Office and Post Roads, to which was referred the 
‘bill to establish a daily -mail between Macon, 


Georgia, and New Orleans, reported the same | 


; without amendment. 
RESOLUTIONS. 
The following resolutions were severally sub- 
mitted, considered, and adopted: 
By Mr. PRENTISS: 
Resolved, That the resolution passed on the 2d 
| of February instant, requesting the President to 


‘communicate to the Senate the correspondence | 


between the Government of the United States and 


: Spain, in the negotiation of the late treaty between | 


the two Governments, and the instructions con- 


and is hereby restricted to the correspondence and — 
instructions during the official term of the present - 


| Minister of the United States to Spain. 


By Mr. TIPTON: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War berequested 


of Lieutenant Berrien, for the improvement of the 
harbor at the mouth of St. Joseph’s river, in 
. Michigan Territory. 
By Mr. PORTER: 
Resolved, That the 
| be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
making an appropriation 


| for the extinguishment of a claim set up by them | 
western part of ` 


toa tract of country in the north 


| of the Territory of Arkansas. : i 
|! This resolution lies one day for consideration. 


a printer, came up for consideration. 

Mr. BENTON sai 
"the report of a committee in that year, 
adoption at that time : c 
| rary purpose—for one election only. But hesaid 
‘we had gone en ever since, 
; under it. 
which was to 


was clear from the terms of the resolution. About 


have been hold- 


Mr. GRUNDY, from the Committee on the Post , 


nected therewith, was intended to be restricted, | 


to communicate to the Senate, as early as prac- | 
` ticable, a copy of the survey, plan, and estimate | 


Committee on Indian Affairs : 
of: 
for the purpose of hold- i 


tion on this bill was |, ing a treaty or convention with the Caddo Indians, | 


moved to take up another bill || the State of Louisiana, and the southwestern part | 


The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. | 


| Preston, fixing Thursday next for the election of |) 


d he had heretofore shown | 


l! that the joint resolation of 1819 was the result of | 
and that its , 


was designed for a tempo- | 


electing our printer ; 
The committee then fixed a tariff of | 
last for two years only, as : 


four or five years ago, & joint resolution was | 
, requiring a majority of the whole namber | 
necessary for a choice, instead of a || 


iy ing elections for printer every two years, when 
|i we had no right to do so, for the purpose of bind- 


| ing our successors, The committee in theirre- 
‘i port suggested three modes of having the public 
1 printing executed; one of which was by a na- 
i tional printing office, for the purpose of executing 
|i the work of Congress when in session, and of 
f all the other departments of. the Government. in 
i therecess. Theaggregate amount of theprinting,- 
| binding, and stationery, amounted in the whole 
i to only $65,000 per annum. ‘This was the sum 
| total of expenditure for these objects then. This 
plan of a national printing office, it was then 
i] thought, would be the most economical: plan. 
|| [Here Mr. B. read passages from the report.] 

Mr. B. said he only read these passages for the 
ii purpose of remindirg Senators what the commit- 
¡į tee then reported, and out of which the illegal and 
ii extraordinary practice of electing a printer every 
two years had grown. 

_ Mr. PRESTON said he would have no objec- 
tion, where abuses were suggested, to go into an 
investigation of the facts, and produce a reforma 
ition. He thought some good to the people might 
| grow out of the present state of things, while one 
| part of this louse were engaged in the examination 
| of executive extravagance, and the other of sena- 
| torial extravagance. He wished to seea thorough 
i| investigation and reformation of abuses. But that 
| duty would be very imperfectly performed by 
|j limiting it to an investigation of this House or of. 
‘| either of the two Houses. He ventured to say, 
;, that although the printing of the two Houses had 
‘increased to the extent stated by the gentleman 
‘from Missouri, yet the executive printing had 
‘increased much more. The expense here only 
: Keeps pace with usual prodigality elsewhere. The 
‘ general expenses of the Government bear an equal 
ratio of increase to that of printing. In looking 
| into the resolution of 1819 relative to the printing, 
| the highest proof of its being the best mode of 
i having it executed is to be found in the fact that 
| it has been acquiesced in for fourteen years. In 
| 1829 the question arose of electing a printer bya 
{| plurality instead of a majority of the votes, and 
| that resolution passed for the purpose of requiring 
‘a majority to elect. Whatever, therefore, was 
| the practice anterior to that time, the clear terms 
| of this resolution superseded it. The evil of the 
| system, if it be an evil, can be remedied in no, 
| 


other way but by a repeal of this joint resolution. 
Mr. P. said he did not consider the printer an 
officer of the House. He is an agent employed 
‘| by the House, under a law of the land, directing 
! how he is to be employed. He hoped the resolu- 
ii tion would be agreed to; it is about the period of 
| the session when the printer is usually chosen. 

|| Mr. CLAY said he could not concur exactly 
|| with the honorable member from South Carolina 
| 

| 


in his objections to the printing expenses of Con- 
i| gress. ‘There is some increase, it is true, but the 
honorable member should have accompanied his 
remarks with some explanation of the cause of 
this increase of our printing. The true causes 
are the abuses of this Administration. He was 
| not surprised at the friends of the Administration 
| objecting to an examination of the printing. Look 
| at the Post Office Department; the abuses there 
made it necessary to incur the expense of printing 
the thirty thousand copies of the reports on that 
i subject last year; and twenty, and perhaps fifty 
thousand this year. This is the great cause. And 
‘the misfortune is, that the increase of printing 
cannot keep pace with the increase of abuses. If 
| the Post Office Committee could have penetrated 
the secret recesses of that department, instead of 
merely breaking the crust, there would have been 
a much greater Increase of printing. If the Post- 
| master General had not kept the key, and pre- 
vented admission, the expense would have been 
much greater. Look, too, at the public lands. 
This is the cause of the great increase of printing 
expense,and much more should have been printed. 
|| Mr. C. said he got up to remonstrate against fixing 
the day for the election of a printer, and moved 
to lay- the resolution on the table. 

| Mr. PRESTON inquired when the gentleman 
| from Kentacky proposed to call it up. 

| Mr. CLAY said, to be frank with the honorable 
dto act on it at all 
| till the House had chosen their printer Weare 
| a small body here, and can ballot at any time. 


| member, he was not dispose 
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Mr. PRESTON then gave notice that he would 
call ic up on Tuesday next. H 

Mr. BENTON then gave notice that before | 
that period, he would call up his joint resolution 
to repeal the other joint resolations on the subject 
of printing. 

Mr. Preston’s resolution was laid on the table. 

On motion of Mr. BENTON, the report of the 
committee of 1818-19 upon this subject was or- 
dered to be reprinted for the use of the Senate. 


BRIG DESPATCH. 
The bill for the relief of the owners of the brig 
Despatch was read the third time and passed. | 
FOUR YEARS’ LAW. 
The bill to repeal the two first sections of the | 


act of 1820, commonly called the four years’ law, | 


j 
came up on its final passage, when i 
t 
f 


Mr. BUCHANAN rose and spoke at length i| 


against the principles of the bill, 
After Mr. B. concluded, ` 

_ Mr, CLAYTON said he proposed to say a few 
vords on the bill before the Senate. fe concurred 
ih the honorable Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Bucuanan] tbat it was an important consti- | 
tutional question. 
enter into a discussion whether it was constitu- | 
! 
i 


tional or unconstitutional, but whether Congress | 


had the power to regulate executive power or not. |! 


He wished to see nothing of party feeling in the | 


destitute of party politics, If it had been his | 
design to serve party purposes, he should not, 


nents in power, advocate a bill which was to con- 
tinue in office those who now held places of trust 
to the exclusion of his own friends. 

He wished to go back to the origin of the prin- 
‘ciples set forth in the bill. In 1826 xspecial commit- 
tee of the Senate was appointed, consisting of nine 
highly intelligent gentlemen, eight of whom con- 
curred in the report, and were of the same political 
faith as the present Administration, He believed 
they were sincere in the principles they advocited, 
and was willing to give them credit for the correct- 
ness of their views. But now there seemed to bean 
attempt to give a party character to the bilb. He 
did not think it just for its former friends to cast it | 
in the teeth of those who now advocated it. It 
had been well said, by the Senator from Pennsy!|- 
vania, that it was discussed in 1789 by those fresh 
from the hall where the Constitution was framed. 
‘The most enlightened of those great men discussed 
it on the ground that the right of removal was 
contained in that clause of the Constitution which 
says the President shall see all the laws executed; 
and on that point they rested their opinions. But 
the great mass who voted in favor of the construc- 
tion then given, he believed grounded their opin- 
ions on the expediency and necessity of such | 
powers being vested in the Executive for the 
removal of negligent and unfaithful officers, And 
that was the only use they expected would be 
made of it. If the power of the Executive was 
exerted only to remove such officers, there would 
be no abuse; but if it was exercised to remove for 
party. purposes, it was an abuse never appre- 
hended by those who gave such a construction to 
the Constitution. Mr. C. contended that the 


executive power was circumscribed and limited to | 


particular clauses of the Constitution; that there 
was no power delegated farther than was specially 
specified. Fie thought that Congress had the 
power to legislate on the subject, as the Constitu- 
tion gave them power to pass laws to carry into 
effect its provisions. The only reason he could 


Bat he would not at that time |: 


party question, and gentlemen be denounced as 
party men. Fle could find nothing in the present 
bill impairing the decision of 1789. 

Mr. PRESTON said he had intended to have 
taken some part in the debate; at least to examine 
some of its most important points. But he then 


rose to enter his protest against certain principles: 


| 
| that had been advanced by the Senators from New 


li York and Pernsylvania, [Mr. Wricur and Mr. 


| Becnawan.] In what he had to say, he should 
| rather offer bis opinions than bring forward argu- 
; ments. Fle did not intend to go into the report 
at that time, but would refer to the remarks of the 
gentieman from New York.~ He agreed that the 


|i source and origin of executive patronage was to 


But when 
executive power became dangerous, it should find 
a restraint in the legislation of Congress. The 
| nature of power (said Mr. P.) was to augment 
| itself. 

' United States was to encroach on subjects which 
: did not properly belong to it; to tread on the rights 
of the States. 
: gress, he believed the executive power was in- 
| creased more than the legislative. 

He was willing to go to the source and origin, 
to Congress. Fle believed that when examined 
into it would be found, the vast extent of execu- 
_ tive power had necessarily grown up from the 


: be found in the acts of Congress. 


they purified its source, in the acts of Congress, 
executive power would be diminished. Could 


tos OSES ? | any one deny that there was danger to be appre- 
when his friends were out of office, ‘and his oppo- | 


hended? Yet the Senator from New York pro- 
pounded the questions one by one, analyzing each 


item that went to make up that mighty sum of | 


executive power, The gentleman asked what 
was to be feared from the pensioners? Why, they 


the legislation of Congress; and they came within 


| from the pensioners, nor from the navy, nor army ; 
but all these increased the power and influence of 
the Executive. ‘he report of 1826 was made 
when the Senate was opposed to that Adminis- 
i tration; and what has been the result? The 
patronage of the Executive had increased, and 
; Was increasing, Was it, then, considered a party 
i question? Not by the committee. tie had it 
; from the honorable gentleman who composed that 
committee. 


| He was glad to see those who were then in favor 


of the measures now proposed, come up again to : 


; their support, Ie would retort upon the Senator 

from New York hbis own question, Was the 
| Navy, the Army, the Post Oce, dangerous at 
i that ume? Jf they were dangerous then, what 
! were they now? He did not make these remarks 


but as the results of past Jegislaion. The same 


: Feasons would anply in 1835 as 1826. TIe would ! 
| put the question to the opposers of the biil. Why | 


_ did they not concur with the recerded opinions of 


ithe party with which they acted? For himself, | 
uld adhere to the great principles which he | 
i| professed, let who would be in power. 
Mr. P. said it was with dismay he had heard | 


i he wo 


| the Senators from the great States avow doctrines 
| 


assign why the power of removal had remained | 
so long in the hands of the President, was that | 
Congress had neglected to legislate on the subject 

He thought the Senator from Pennsylvania was 
mistaken in his apprehension of the bill. Jt was 


not intended to take away the removing power f 


from the President; but merely to require his į 
reasons for the act. The Senate ought to know 
the grounds on which the removal was made. 
the President should tell the : 
account of political principles, he, in his place as | 
a Senator, would vote to reject every nomination | 
made to fiil the place ad infinitum. He would ask | 
whether they were acting for party effect or as | 
Senators of the country? He regretted that there 

should be any attempt to introduce the bill as a | 


| Present Executive, but that branch of Govern- 


The tendency of the Government of the | 


In these encroachments of Con- : 


n 1, extravagant legislation of Congress, and that if |} 
discussion. He entered upon the debate entirely |) 


increased the number of those who depended on | 
the influence of executive power, “The very ful- | 


i filling of the laws gave power and influence to the | 
Executive. Our institutions were not in danger | 


They regarded its increase as dan- i 
'gerous to the future prospêrity of our country. | 


as applying particularly to this Administration; | 
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Mr. P. then went on to state that he did not 
consider any powers as belonging to Congress or 
the President, unless specified in the Constitution, 
Otherwise their enumeration was mere verbiage, 
and useless repetition. Though he respected 
highly the framers and expounders of the Consti- 
tution, he felt at liberty to jadge for himself on this 
He thought if we take the printed 
report as a specimen of that debate, it must have 
failen far short of the intelligence of the present day. 

Mr. P. then showed that Congress had by 
former enactments regulated, in some measure, 
the power of removal, and consequently that right 
now contended for was no innovation of the usages 
of this Government. 

Mr. CUTHBERT here was understood to sug- 


| gest an objection to the bill, that its terms were so 


general as to apply to all officers. 

At Mr. CALHOUN’S request, who observed 
that it applied only to disbursing officers, the bill 
was again read, 

Mr, CUTIIBERT repeated his opinion that it 
applied to all officers. 

Mr. WRIGHT then occupied a short time in 
replying to Mr. Preston; and after some explan- 


| atory remarks from Mr. Ewing, who thought Mr. 


Bucuanan had misconceived his argument upon 


| the bill, 


The Senate, on motion, adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, February 17, 1835. 

Petitions and memorials were presented, on 
leave, by Messrs. GORHAM, ASHLEY, and 
HEATH, and appropriately referred. 

Mr. CHINN, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported a bill to extend the 
charter of the Union Bank of Georgetown; which ` 
was read twice and committed. 


Mr. CHINN, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported a resolution setting 
apart Saturday next, from twelve o’clock, for the 
consideration of bills reported from the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

The CHAIR decided the resolution to be out.of 
order, inasmuch as a proposition of a similar 


* 


tenor was rejected by the House yesterday. 
Mr. CORWIN, from the Committee of Ways 


| and Means, reported, without amendment, the bill 


from the Senate making an appropriation for the 
repair of the Cumberland road. The bill was com- 
mitted, 

Mr. BARRINGER, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, reported a bill for the 


| relief of Jesse Sykes; which was read twice and 


committed. 


Mr. McKINLEY inquired of the Chair whether 
it would be ia order to move to take up the reso- 
lution fixing a day for the election of printer to the 
Elouse. 


The SPEAKER replied that it would require 
twe-thirds to take up the resolution. 

Mr. McKINLEY said, that being the case, it 
would be useless to submit the motion, i 

Mr. HARPER, of New York, from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, seported a bill for the relief 
of Wiliam Stanard and others; which was read 
twice and committed., 

Unfavorable reports upon various petitions, &c., 
were made by Messrs. WARDWELL, THOM- 
SON, FOWLER, WISE, BARRINGER, ASH- 
LEY, and WATMOUGH, from their respective 
committees; which were laid on the table. 


STATUE OF JEFFERSON. 

The resolution reported by Mr. JARVIS, for 
the removal of the bronze statue of Jefferson, from 
the Rotando, came up as the unfinished business 
of the morning hour of yesterday. 

Mr. McKINLEY moved to postpone the reso- 
lution until to-morrow, with a view of taking up 
the resolution fixing a day for the election of 
printer to the House, and demanded the yeas and 
nays on his motion. 

The SPEAKER said it was not competent for 
the gentleman to include the latter proposition in 
his motion. 

Mr. McKINLEY said he did not so intend. He 
erely wished to notify the House, that-if the 


m 
motion which he had made prevailed, he would 
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then propose to consider the resolution to which 
he had referred. 

The House refused to order the yeas and nays | 
on the motion to postpone. 

The question was then taken, and the resolution | 
was postponed—yeas 78, nays 63. I 

Mr. ALLAN, of Kentucky, moved to take up |; 
a resolution, reported by the Committee on Ter- 
ritories, setting apart a day for the consideration 
of bills reported from said committee. 

It was objected to. | 

Mr. McKINLEY again moved to take up the į 
resolution fixing a day for the election of printer. || 
He thought it should be disposed of. If the House | 
was opposed to the resolution, or to the election |; 
of a printer, their determination should be made , 
known. | 

The SPEAKER said the motion was not in | 
order, the resolution reported by the Committee | 
of Elections, proposing to pay Mr. Letcher his 
per diem and mileage during the last session, 
having precedence. ; 

Mr. McKINLEY moved to postpone this res- 
olution until to-morrow; which was disagreed to— |i 
yeas 74, nays 81. 

The resolution was then taken up. 

The question being on the amendment offered || 
yesterday by Mr. Harps, to pay Mr. Moore | 
the same amount which was proposed to be paid 
to Mr. Letcher, 

Mr. VANDERPOEL said, as he was a member 
of the Committee of Elections last year, and was i| 
still connected with that committee, he would take |! 
the opportunity of saying a word about the res- || 


olution and amendment under consideration. It i 


would be recollected that the committee had re- ii-decide the question which was before the House, 


ported that Mr. Moore was duly elected, but had |! 
also reported that both gentlemen ought to be | 
paid. The House decided that the question as to || 
who was the elected member was a matter of so |; 
much doubt that it could not satisfactorily decide || 
it, and accordingly referred it to the people. This | 
tribunal had decided in favor of Mr. Letcher, |) 
and the committee could not, therefore, reasonably, | 
at least so far as it regarded Mr. Letcher, recede H 
from the ground it had taken last session. If the |, 
House was then under obligation to pay either | 
party, that obligation was not discharged by any- ji 
thing that had since transpired. To be sure, Mr. j 
Letcher had said, at the conclusion of the speech || 
which he had made at the bar of the House, that H 
without his seat he would not receive his pay, but |! 
this did not absolve the House from its liability, | 
if it ever existed. 
Mr. V. said he would vote for the amendment | 
offered by the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. |, 
Haris, } which proposed to pay Mr. Moore; but}; 
should that be rejected, he would still vote to pay f 
Mr. Letcher. T'he committee had proposed to; 
ay both, because they conceived Mr. Moore to |; 
e the certificated member, and because both the), 
gentlemen had been detained here under the order; 
of the House. The claim of Mr. Letcher cer- :, 
tainly was not weakened bya decision in his favor <| 
by the tribunal (the people) to which the case i 
was referred, Still, he would, for the reasons | 
before stated, and in accordance with what the; 
committee had recommended last year, vote to i 
pay both. This was a very peculiar case, and | 
would not probably very soon occur again. He: 
would prefer having the cases or claims of each | 
gentleman brought before the House in theshape | 
of distinct propositions, that one might not em- |! 
barrass the other; but, as the amendment was | 
proposed, he would vote for it, and repeated that, || 
if rejected, he would vote for the original resolu- i 
tion. | 
Mr. LETCHER said he did not rise by any | 
means to argue the question before the House. ji 
That he did not intend to do; but his object was | 
to place himself rectus in curia. He had, at the j 
last session, disclaimed taking the proffered com- -| 
pensation, without the seat, but he had never said | 
that he would take no pay if he got the seat; and || 
now having obtained it, through trials and tribula- | 
tions, the question was a very different one from | 
what it was at the last session. i 
Mr. MASON, of Virginia, said that hecould not 
vote for the amendment proposed by the gentle 
man from Kentucky. Its effect was to give toth 
two gentlemen pay as members of this Hous 
during the first session of the present Congress, 


| which had been assigned by the gentleman from | 
| Virginia, [Mr. Mason.] Beyond this he would 


i yote to pay him mileage; but this he would do with | 


| or retain it in the Treasury, 


when neither was permitted to take aseat. Heun- 
derstood the usage of the House to be that a gen- 
tileman contesting the right of a sitting member to 
his seat, was paid mileage to meet the expense of 
travelling to the seat of Government to assert an 
important constitutional right. This rule was 
founded in a desire to protect the right of suffrage, 
and to enable one otherwise without adequate 
means, to assert his rights. It was stated by the 
committee at the last session that Mr. Letcher 
was entitled to the certificate of election from the 
sheriffs. If he had received it, the case would have 
been but that which always before occurred, of 
one sitting and another contesting his right to the 
seat, and Mr. Letcher’s right to his pay would 
have been undoubted. The House did not permit 
him to take his seat, but resolved that, ‘it being 
impracticable to determine with any certainty, 
who is the rightful member, there should be a new 
election;”’ that election has been held, and Mr. 
Letcher is elected. He would pay Mr. Moore 
mileage, but he could not give him more. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY was in favor of paying each | 
of the gentlemen their mileage, for the reasons į 


not go. Asto Mr. Moore, as neither the House 
nor the people had decided that he was entitled to 
the seat, it was improper to pay him his per diem. 
In relation to the other gentleman, [Mr. Letcher,] 
the House having declared that it could not decide 
who was entitled to the seat, had ordered a new 
election, and the question was referred back to the 
people, not as was supposed by the gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. Mason,] by way of appeal, or to 


but that they might choose a representative, with- 
out reference to the former election, or the contest 
which had grown out of it. Mr. Letcher had 
been chosen. It had been said that this was the | 
first instance in which it was proposed to give full 
pay to both the individuals claiming a seat in the 
House. If this principle was established, there 
might be three or four competitors, and instead of | 
paying the usual sum of eight dollars per day, we 
should have to pay sixteen, twenty-four, or thirty- 
two dollars perday. He repeated, in conclusion, 
that he should not object to paying each of the 
gentlemen their mileage, but no more. 

Mr. JONES, of Georgia, said this was a pecu- 
liar case. Ordinarily, in contested elections, one of 
the parties was admitted to the seat in the first in- 
stance, and if he was displaced, he was entitled to || 
full pay up to the time of the decision. The suc-. 
cessful claimant, in such case, was also paid from | 
the commencement of the session. In the present 
case, as neither individual was permitted to take 
his seat, and the attendance of both was required | 
here, by the course adopted by the House, he. 

| 


hought that each should be paid the usual per 
diem, and mileage. He entered into a history of 
the proceeding of the jast session, in relation to 
this contested election, and in conclusion declared 
his intention to vote for the amendment and the 
resolution. 

<- Mr. LANE said, a contested election was the | 
voluntary act of the party or parties, and not the 
act of the House. In this case, the House was 
nearly balanced on the question which had been 
brought before it. They arrived at no satisfactory 
conclusion, and the question was referred back to 
the people of the district. They had decided in 
favor of Mr. Letcher. He believed it was not 
proper for the House to give full pay to both gen- 
tlemen. Under the circumstances, he could not | 
vote to pay Mr. Moore his per diem. He would |; 


l 
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reluctance. y | 

Mr. EVANS entered into a history of the pro- |! 
ceedings, at the last session, connected with the | 
contested election, and contended that it would || 
be a bad precedent to give full pay to the unsuc- 
cessful claimant to a seat in the House. | 

Mr. CLAYTON, after adverting to the action || 
of the House at the last session, contended that it i 
was not proper for the House to pocket the money || 
which of right be- |j 
longed to a member from Kentucky. The House | 
had determined, at the last session, to submit the i 
question of fact as to which 6f the gentlemen |, 
were entitled to a seat, to a jury of the people. || 


iy 


|The question had been very properly stated by |i 


the gentleman ‘from. Virginia; [Mr. Mason 
The people had decided fhe a referred J 
them. In conclusion, he hoped the resolution 
would be adopted. He should also be in favor of 
paying Mr. Moore his mileage. He thought he 
was justly entitled to it, and it had been the usual 
practice heretofore to allow mileage to unsuccess- 
ful claimants to seats upon this floor. 

Mr. BURGES said the committee who investi- ` 
gated this subject at the last session, decided in 
favor of Mr. Moore, and the House determined 
that they could not decide either way, and sent 
the gentlemen back to the people. He contended 
that these contested elections should be investi- 
gated &t the expense of the Government. It was 
proper to encourage the purification of elections. 
No person should be admitted to his seat where 
there was any doubt as to his right. He would 
pay a man who came here to contest an election. 
If this was not done, great advantage would be 
given to a rich individual, who might come in 
conflict with a poor man, who was unable to 


i| undergo the expense of asserting what he might 


conceive to be his rights. It was upon this 
principle that he voted to pay Mr. Letcher; and 
upon the same principle he would vote to pay 
Mr. Moore. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, said that as 
both of the gentlemen were brought and -kept 
here by the operation of law, he could not for his 
life see any difference between thetwo. He felt: 
it to be his duty to vote for the original proposi- 
tion; and he should also vote for the amendment, 
as he could not make a distinction between the 
parties. 

Mr. CLAY said it would be recollected that 
there was much unprofitable discussion at the last 
session in relation to this contested election. It 


| seems that the same thing was again likely to take 


place. His purpose was to submit a motion, 
which would bring the debate to a close, previous 
to which he would make a remark or two. He 
agreed with the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Mason,] that the question as to which of the 
gentlemen was entitled to the seat, was in effect 
referred to the people. They had determined that 
question. Could we with propriety cavil at their 
decision? As he remarked on a former occasion, 
he was in favor of paying Mr. Moore as much as 
the practice of the House would sanction. What 
that should be he knew not. He thought that 
the subject should be referred to a committee, 
that the precedents might be examined, who 
could report a resolution, allowing Mr. Moore 
what might be found to be right and proper. He 
was in favor of doing ample justice to Mr. Moore. 


: The present resolution ought to be ‘adopted. 


There could be no question of its propriety. 
While, therefore, he should, on a proper occasion, 


i be willing to examine the claim of Mr. Moore in 
| a spirit of liberality, he felt constrained to move 


the previous question. 
The motion was not seconded. . 
Mr. POLK called for the orders of the day— 
yeas 93, nays 64. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims: 

To the House of Representatives of the United States: 

I transmit to the House of Representatives, for 
their consideration, a petition to the Congress of 
the United States, from Adelaide Grasse de Gro- 
champs, one of the surviving daughters of the 
Count de Grasse, together with the letters which 
accompanied it. Translations of these are also 
sent. ANDREW JACKSON. 

Wasnincton, 16th February, 1835. 

Mr. WATMOUGH moved to postponé all the 
previous orders of the day, for the purpose of 
taking up the bill to regulate the pay of the Navy. 

Mr. POLK demanded the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered, and were—yeas 110, nays 103. 

So the moticn prevailed. 

NAVY PAY BILL. 

The House then took up the bill to regulate the 
pay of the Navy of the United States. . 

The question pending was on the following 
amendment, offered by Mr. Pore: 

‘That the bill, with its amendments, be sub- 
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* state of the Union, with instructions to amend the 
‘same by striking out from the thiity-second to the 
‘thirty-ninth line, inclusive, and inserting in lieu 
‘thereof— 

“When commanding a squadron on foreign 
‘ service, three thousand five hundred dollars. 

“ When commanding a single ship, or in any 
‘other service, three thousand dollars. 

s When on leave, or waiting orders, two thou- 
“sand dollars,” i 
`t And by striking out the remainder of the bill 
‘from the commencement of the one hundred and 
.fuinety-fifth line, beginning with the word ¢ in- 
Seluding.’”? * 

Mr. POPE expressed a hope that the House 
would at once act upon the bill, without further 
discussion. 

Mr. WATMOUGH said he had hoped that 
the bill, as modified, and since presented by him 
to the Lfouse, in which the various amendments 
had beenin part imbodied, would have met with 
general concurrence ; and healso hoped the House 
would come to a decision at once. 

Mr, POPE said he could not accept the modifi- 
cations proposed, but must insist on his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. WISE was opposed to that part of the 
amendment. to recommit, with instructions, and 
would rather vote against the whole bill. 

Mr. HARDIN was of the same opinion. 

Mr.wWATMOUGH wished to know if it was 
necessary that the bill should go again into Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The CHAIR replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. GRENNELL remarked, that inasmuch as 


the bill was now stripped of all its objectionable | 


features, and would produce a great saving to the 
country, almost $100,000 a year, he had hoped no 
objections would have been urged. 

Mr. FILLMORE askéd for a division of the 
question. 

Mr. BEAUMONT moved to lay the motion to 

. recommit, &c., on the table. 

Mr. GRENNELL asked for the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered. 

‘Phe question was then taken and decided in the 
neg anve yeap 75, nays 132. 

e 

the bill, 

Mr. POPE proposed to modify his instructions 
to the committee, so as to except, in the proposi- 
tion to strike out, that part allowing ten cents per 
mile when under travelling orders, and proposing 


also to raise the pay of Captains on foreign ser- | 


vice to $4,000. 

Mr. GILLET said the new bill, subsequently 
printed, would conflict with the above amend- 
ments, 
instructions proposed, their hands would be so 
tied up that they would be unable to make the 
bill as perfect as was desired. 
would be recommitted with instructions. 

Mr. HARDIN also expressed the same wish. 

Mr. GILLET then offered the following amend- 
ment to the bill: 


and. insert the following : That no allowance shall 


question then recurring on recommitting | 


If the bill went into committee with the | 


hereafter be made to any officer, or person em- | 


ployed. in the naval service of the United States, 
for drawing bills, for receiving or disbursing 
money, or transacting any business for the Govern- 
ment of the United States; nor shall he be allowed 
servants, or pay for servants, or clothing or ra- 
tions for them, or pay for the same; nor shall any 
allowance be made to him for rent of quarters, or 
vo pay rent for furniture, or for lights or fuel, or 
for travelling expenses or transporting baggage; 
oor shall any such officer or person be 
to transport, or aid in transporting, for pay, any 
specie or property for any person. IJtis hereby 
expressly declared that the yearly allowance pro- 
vided in this act is all the pay, compensation, and 
allowance that shall be received under any circum- 
stances whatever, by any such officer or person.” 

Mr. POPE agreed to accept it as a modification 
io his instructions, 

Some conversation ensued on the subject of this 
amendment, conflicting with the other, between 
the CHAIR, Messrs. JONES, GILLET, and 
WATMOUGH; and Mr. POPE expressed a 
wish to withdraw his acceptance. : 


i 


He hoped the bill || 


+ 16. 
allowed |! 


l The question was then taken on recommitting 
‘ the bill, and agreed to. 

The question was then taken on recommitting 
the bill with instructions. Negatived. 

The House then, on motion of Mr. WAT- 
MOUGH, resolved itself into a Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Bricesin 
the chair.) . 

Mr. POPE 
modified. 

Mr. WISE proposed to amend the same by 
fixing the pay of captains in foreign service at 
$4,000; when on other duty, $3,500; when off 
| duty, $2,500. 

Mr..WISE made a few remarks in favor of his 
amendment, contending that by the amendment 
offered by Mr. POPE, there was no increase 
whatever in the pay of the naval officers. Mr. 
| W. hoped his own would be adopted as the 
| smallest possible increase that could reasonably 
be adopted, 

Mr. JONES said a few words in reply. 

Mr. FOSTER said, if much time was con- 
sumed in committee, the bill would be lost in the 
House. 

Mr. BATES opposed the original amendment. 

Mr. GRENNELL said that nine hundred and 
fifty out of every thousand officers were satisfied 
with the amendment as offered by the gentleman 
from Kentucky. 

Mr. WATMOUGH hoped the whole ground 
was not to be gone over again. 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, hoped the amend- 
ment of his colleague would be adopted in lieu of 
the gentleman’s from Kentucky, because by the 
latter an officer who had been thirty-five years in 
the service, would receive only five hundred 
dollars more than one who had only served five 

ears. 

: After a few further remarks from Mr. C. P. 
WHITE and Mr. JONES, the question on the 
amendment was taken—ayes 68, noes 24. No 
quorum voting. ; 

Mr. HARPER made a few observations in 
favor of the increased pay. 

Mr. MANN said if the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia should be rejected, he would, 
as an act of justice to that meritorious class of 
persons embraced in the bill, renew the proposi- 
tion heretofore offered by the gentleman from 
Maine, (Mr. Janvis.] 

The question was again taken on Mr. Wise’s 
amendment, when there appeared—ayes 72, noes 
40. 

Still no quorum voting, tellers were demanded, 
j and, on the division, there were—ayes 79, noes 

46 


then proposed his amendment as 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
The question then recurred on the amendment 


|| as amended; which was agreed to without a di- 


vision. 

Mr. POPE moved to insert an amendment in 
relation to the mileage of officers when travelling 
under orders. 


«Mr. G. explained that his object was to confine 


f officers in all respects to their salaries. An idea 


had been advanced, on a former occasion, by a 
gentleman from Rhode Island, [Mr. Pearce}, that 
officers ought to receive an extra allowance for 
the transportation of specie, which Mr. G. thought 
į very objectionable. | 

| The CHAIR decided this amendment not to be 
in order at that time. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Porn’s 
; amendment, and there appeared—ayes 85, noes 


No quorum voting, it was taken again by tellers, 
| and there were—ayes 85, noes 35. 
| So the amendment was adopted. 
| Mr. JARVIS then called the attention of the 
| committee to the following provision for surgeons 


il of the Navy, “and when appointed to perform 
|| the duties of surgeon general, his pay shail be in- 


creased three-fourths.” 
Mr. J. moved to strike out this provision, be- 
cause there was in fact no such officer as that 


1 
i : C 
| of surgeon general known in the service, and an 


į appropriation bill was not the place for creating 


! such an office. 


Mr. WATMOUGH explained. The service 


Mr. GILLET here moved his amendment, as 
; j. printed above. g 
‘t Strike out from line 191 to the end of the billy 


had suffered greatly for the want of a surgeon 
general, and he hoped the provision would not be 
stricken out. 

The question was taken; and there appeared— 
ayes 60, noes 55. 

Mr. JARVIS withdrew his motion; whereupon 

Mr. MANN, of New York, renewed it, and the 
amendment was agreed to—ayes 95, noes not 
counted, ; 

Mr. WISE moved that the committee rise and 
report the bill to the House. 

Mr. GILLET then renewed his amendment. 
Negatived—ayes 61, noes 69. 

Mr. JACKSON, of Massachusetts, then moved 
to amend the clause for the provision for officers 
on furlough, entitling them to receive two-thirds of 
the pay to which they would have been entitled if 
on leave of absence, by striking out “ two-thirds,” 
and inserting ‘‘ one-half.” Agreed to. 

Mr. GILLET moved to strike out the following 
clause: ‘Officers temporarily performing duties 
belonging to those of a higher grade, shall receive 
the compensation allowed to such higher grade 
while actually so employed.” 

Mr. C. P. WHITE opposed the motion. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, was in favor of the 
motion, The officers in our service should re- 
ceive @ pay corresponding to their rank, and no 
more, 

Mr. BURGES opposed the amendment. 

Mr. JONES remarked, that the provision, as it 
stood, would go to pay two officers for perform- 
ing the same duty, and he hoped the amendment 
would be adopted. 

Mr. CLAY said, to him it mattered not what 
might be the grade of an officer, if he performed 
the duty of a higher grade than his own, he ought 
to be paidaccordingly. If a lieutenant performed 
the duty of a commander, he was equitably enti- 
ued to a commander’s pay, for the time he was so 
employed. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
—ayes 34, noes 82; no quorum. It was again 
taken by tellers, when there appeared—ayes 8, 
noes 96. Still no quorum voting. 

The CHAIR ascertained that there was a quo- 
rum in the House, and the amendment was then 
negatived, without a division. 

r. JARVIS then moved to amend the follow- 
ing provision of the bill by striking out “ Lieu- 
tenants commanding, $1,800; on other duty, 
$1,500; waiting orders, $1,200;” and inserting in 
liew thereof the following: “ Lieutenants com- 
manding on duty over ten years’ service, $1,500; 
under ten years’ service, and on duty, $1,200; 
waiting orders, $1,000.” Negatived without a 
division. 

Mr. JARVIS then moved to amend the follow- 
ing clause: ‘* Passed midshipmen on duty, 6750; 
waiting orders, $600;” by inserting in lieu of those 
sums, respectively, $600 for the former, and $500 
for the latter, Negatived without a division. > 

On motion of Mr. WARD, the committee then 


to the House. 

Mr. JONES then moved to amend the two 
clauses relating to the pay of captains, and asked 
for the yeas and nays; not ordered—ayes 28, noes 
129. 

The amendment was then negatived without a 
division. ; 

The other amendments agreed to in committee 
were then concurred in by the House. 

Mr. GILLET then proposed the amendment to 
the Elouse which he had submitted in Committee 
of the Whole, in relation to allowances. « Mr. G. 
urged its adoption on the principle that it was best 
to allow officers a fixed salary than subject them 
to the contingencies of indirectand extraallowance, 
and asked for the yeas and nays; which were 
ordered. : 

Mr. McKIM opposed the amendment, and 
asked how could the merchants call upon and ex- 
pect captains of ships-of-war to bring home specie 
from South America, unless they were paid for it; 
and in case of war, how could its safety be ensured 
by any other conveyance. 

Mr. GILLET said his amendment was not con- 
fined to the allowance incident to the transporta- 
tion of specie alone. 


Mr. McKIM still thought the amendment ob- 
jectionable, as that was one of the most important 


rose and reported the bill, with the amendments, . 
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articles of transportation. It wes allowed in the 


Brush navy, aud he believed in other countries | 


also. , 
Mr. BURGES also opposed the amendment. 
Mr. HARDIN made some observations on the 


nature of the services expected of our naval offi- ; 
cers connected with commercial transactions, and | 
alluded to allowances which had been made by : 
Secretaries of ihe Navy under former Administra- ; 


tions. 


Mr. ADAMS, of Massachusetts, made some | 
explanatory remarks on the practices which had ; 
obtained in the Government on this subject; and `: 
referred also to the practices of the British Gov- | 
It was almost indispensable that specie į; 


ernment. s 
should at times be conveyed in armed vessels. 


Mr. MANN moved to amend the amendment | 
of Mr. Gi LET, by prohibiting ibe captains of the : 


Navy from carrying specie ard other property. 
fie said he thought the present system productive 
of gross abuses. 


off from the Navy. 


Mr. GILLET was understood to accept the : 


modification of his colleague. 
t 


Mr. VINTON said, as ihe amendment prohib- $ 


ited officers from having any servanis, he wished 
to know if the clause was intended to prohibit 


them from employing servants at their own ex- <i 


pense. 


Mr. WATMOUGH moved a substitute to the: 


amendment by inserting in lieu thereof a provis- | 


ion that no allowance should hereafter be made 


for drawing bills or receiving or disbursing mon- |; 


eys belonging to the Goverument of the United 
States, nor for clothing nor rations, &c.; which 
was negatived. 

Mr. PARKER asked fora division of the ques- 
tion on the original amendment; but it was decided 
not to be in order. 

Mr. JONES moved an amendment to theamend- 
ment, and said he wished to make the officers of 


the Navy accountable to the department for what | 


they received; otherwise they might charge what 
they pleased. 
Mr. McKIM briefly opposed the amendment. 


Ic had long been the practice of the Navy to carry © 
money, and if they were to receive nothing for it, |; 


how could they be expected to undertake so 
troublesome and responsible a duty? i 

Mr. JONES said it was a disgrace to our naval 
service that the cfficers should be allowed to receive 
pay for such labor. Mr. J. then asked for the 
yeas and nays; which were not ordered; and the 
amendment was negatived without a division. 

Mr. FELL MORE proposed to amend theamend- 
ment by ieaving in the bul one ration per day for 
officers on service. Agreed to—ayes 93, noes 43. 

Mr. ©. P. WHITE moved further to amend 
the same by striking out the words, ‘‘ persons 
employed.” 

Mr. LOYALL moved to amend the amendment 
by d clause prohibiting any officer or other person 
employed in the naval service from taking his 
witeor any female member of his family on board 
his ship at sea, and asked for the yeas ard nays; 
which were not ordered, 

Mr. L. said thatthe only occasion on which our 
flaz had been insulted with impunity arose from a 
lady haview been on board 


Mr. STEELE explained that the facts of the 


case referred to were not understood. There had 
heen no court of inquiry on the subject, the 
capiain, a very brave and meritorious eficer, 
having died of yellow fever on his return to 
Savannah, 

Mr. J. Q. ADAMS opposed the amendment; 
and had no apprehensions ob the subject. In time 
of war there was litle probability of a case occur- 
ring, and even if it did, he did not believe that a 
commander would refuse to resent an insult be- 
couse his wife was on board. j l 
tioned by the gentleman from Virginia might have 


happened, but one swallow did not make a sum- , 


mer. 

Mr, WISE remarked that the provision might 
be proper enough, but it had better be left to 
another bill, F 

Mr. FOSTER asked if the amendment was in 
order? 


Mr. M. also made sundry refer- | 
ences to the system of allowing extra raticns, and | 
allowances in the army, and he hoped tne House | 
wonld take the present opportunity of cutting them | 


The case men- | 


The CHAIR said, in his opinion, it was not, | 
perhaps, entirely in order, but as the House had 
chosen to entertain it, the Chair had not inter- 
posed. : 

Mr. LOY ALL explained that he had no intention 
of casting any reflection upon a high and gallant 
officer in alluding to the case he had, but had | 
merely adverted to it as going to show the neces- 
sity of such a provision as that he had proposed. 
He was convinced the practice was a bad one.. | 

Mr. BURD made a few remarks in favor of the | 
+; amendment, 

Mr. TURRILL moved that the House adjourn. 
Negatived. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Loyauy’s 
anengment; and it was negatived—ayes 60, noes 

‘The question was then taken on Mr. GILLET’S 
amendment; and carried without a division. 

Mr. JARVIS then moved the amendments pro- 
posed by him in Committee of the Whole; which. 
were r jected, 

‘Ihe question then recurring on ordering the bill 
to be engrossed, 

' Mr. MARDIS asked for the yeas and nays; i 
; which were ordered. 

Mr. PARKS moved an adjournment. 
: tived—ayes 74, noes 103. 

: ‘The question was then taken; and-decided as į 
‘| follows—yeas 102, nays 82. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 


| 
| 


Nega- 


` third reading. 

On motion of Mr. WISE, | 

The House adjourned.. i} 
i 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, February 18, 1835. 


The CHAIR communicated a letter from the 
Post Office Departinent, made. in obedience to a | 
resolution of the Senate, requiring a statement of | 
i the debts of the department; which, on motion of |) 
: Mr. GRUNDY, was referred to the Post Office || 
; Committee, and ordered to be printed, it 
' The CHAIR also laid before the Senate a letter į! 
from the War Department, with a communication | 
' relative to the disbursements of money, goods, or i 
_ effects, in the trade and intercourse with the | 
Indians; which, on motion of Mr. WHITE, was | 


: referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
i! ordered to be printed. 


On motion of Mr. CLAYTON, the Judiciary 
Commitiee were discharged from the further con- 

: sideration of the petition of Samuel H. Thompson, | 
‘and the petition of James M. Elford, and of the | 
sureties of Archibald H. Sneed. 
. On motion of Mr. EWING, the Committee on || 
: Finance was discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the petition of John Sarchett. 

Mr. LEIGH, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, made an unfavorable report upon the peti- | 
< tion’ of the heirs of Silas Elliot, deceased, and the 

: committee were discharged therefrom. 

' Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on | 
: Pensions, to which was referred the bills from 
‘the House of Representatives granting pensions 
to Isaac Janvier and John Dal, reported the same, 

"severally, without amendment. 

' On motion ef Mr. SHEPLEY, the Committee . 
on Claims was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the petitions of Sylvester Day, Abra- 

> ham Morrill, Noah Brown, and others. 

Mr. BENTON, by the instructions of the Mili- | 
tary Committee, made the following report: 

` The Committee on Military A 


| is expedient to increase the appropriations hereto 
: fore made for the national defence; and that in 


‘fortifications, and in addition to the two sums of | 
€100,000 each, heretefore recommended by this: 
committee to be inserted in the said bill for fortif 
cations and the armament thereof, the further sum 
of $500,000 be recommended to be inserted therein 
‘for the repair, completion, and construction of 


` fortifications, and to provide the necessary arma- | 


: ment thereof. And the committee have directe! 
‘their chairman to move an amendment accord 
- ingly, at the proper time, to the fortification appro- | 
A puation bill. l 


i| the day when it is read. 


| there that he would be willing to expunge. 


i 
H 
fairs, which has i 
! bad the subject under consideration, report that it || 


D 
| not, Mr. 


_ Mr. PRESTON, from the Committee on. Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill from ‘the 
House of Representatives granting a pension ‘to 
Wiiliam Slocum, reported the. same without 


| amendment, but with an expression of opinion by 


the committee against its passage. 


The following resolutions were submitted: © ` 
By Mr. HENDRICKS: : 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 


£0 cause a survey to be made of a road from the 


Maumee bay through the northern counties of 
Indiana, to, or near the rapids of Ilinois river, 
and thence to the Mississippi river, tosome point 
between Rock Island and Quincy. : 

By Mr. KENT: , 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be directed to transmit to the Senate any informa- 
tion he may possessin relation to the obstructions 
in the navigation of the Potomac between Wash- 
ington and Georgetown, in this District. 

By. Mr. HENDRICKS: 

R: solved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
allowing to Mr. Marshall, Indian agent, theamount 
of certain abstracts, herewith submitted, for ex- 
penditures in the Indian service. 

Agreed to. 

_Mr. BENTON submitted the following resolu- 
tion: : 

Resolved, That the resolution adopted by the 
Senate on the 23th day of March, in the year 
1834, in the following words; ‘* Resolved, That 
the President, in the late executive proceedings in 


i relation to the public revenue, has assumed upon 
| himself authority and power not conferred by the 


Constitution and laws, but in derogation of both,” 
be, and the same 1s hereby, ordered to be ex- 
punged from the Journals of the Senate, because 
the said resolution is illegal and unjust, of evil 
example, indefinite and vague, expressing a erim- 
inal charge without specification; and was irregu- 
larly and unconstitutionally adopted by the Senate, 
in subversion of the rights of defence, which 
belong to accused and impeachable officers; and 
at a time and under circumstances to involve 
peculiar injury to the political rights and pecuniary 
interests of the people of the United States. 

The resolution having been read, 

Mr. POINDEXTER rose and said he doubted 
whether it was in order to offer such a proposition; 
and, therefore, he objected to the reception of the 
motion of the honorable Senator. The Constitu- 
tion of the United States (said Mr. P.) makes it 
the duty of each House of Congress to keep a 
Journal of its proceedings. Each House may 
incorporate with its Journals an unconstitutional 
act, or Congress may pass an unconstitutional 
law; but it does not follow that the matter which 
is a part of the history of the session should not 
be on the Journals. To omit to place it on the 
Journals would be a violation of its constitutional 


Is it in order to expunge 
any part of the Journal of the Senate during the 
administration of John Adams or Thomas Jef- 
ferson? If itbe,Mr. P. said he could find enough 
The 
motion to amend, then, must be made on the day 
the Journal is read, or it is out of order to move 
it afterwards; and he insisted it should not be 
received. If the honorable gentleman from Mis-` 
souri thinks the resolution complained of is wrong 
in principle, Jet him introduce a countervailing 
resolution, and then the Senate can take it into 


‘addition to the sums now contained in the bill for |) consideration; and if there be an error in it, they 


‘ean correct it. Mr. P, said he objected to do that 


which the Constitution forbids—to do that which, 
if we had not done it, would have beena violation 
of the Constitution of the United States. With- 
out offering an opinion about the resolution, or 
hether it is such as the Constitution justifies or 
P. said he considered a record of it, 
whether it be creditable to the body or not, to be 
a constitutional duty. í . 
Mr. BROWN said it appeared to him, with 
great deference to the honorable gentleman from 
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i 
Mississippi, that the remarks he had jast made, | 
sod the course he had indicated as the most appro- | 
priate one to be pursued in this case, were not | 
extremely regular. If the proposition (said he) 
contains matter derogatory to the dignity of 
this body, and indecorous in itself, then it may 
with propriety be arrested in its: incipient state. | 
‘Bat it is not said that this resolution is indecorous 
or derogatory tothe Senate. The honorable gen- || 
tlerman says it is unconstitutional to alter a Jour- 
nal. But is itnot most manifest that the gentleman 
anticipates the decision of the case, which would | 
be much more properatauothertime? The exact 
question to be decided is, whether the resolution 
is constitutional or not. But there is another 
question intimately connected with this matter 
which may well address itself to the consideration | 
of the Senate, Several of the State Legislatures 
have passed resolutions expressive of their opin- 
ions upon the very point to which this proposition 
distinctly applies, and will the Senate, represent: 
ing the sovereignties of the several Scates, refuse 
to listen to this proposition expressed by the regu- 
lar constitutional organ of theStates? Tf it be so, | 
however honorable gentlemen may profess to rev- 
erence State rights, certain itis that such a course 
is much better calculated to bring contempt upon 
the rights of the States than any other course that | 
could be pursued. Yes, sir, the case is presented 
of the Senate’s refusing to entertain a proposition 
upon which the States themselves have expressed | 
u soleran and deliberate upjnion. If this doctrine | 
be true, the legilimate consequence is that all 
legislation must be stifled. Whenever an import- 
ant question is presented which involvesa question 
of constitutionality —and there are many which are 
supposed to do so at the threshold—the honorable | 
gentleman might rise in his place and move thatit 
be not considered. The practice is calculated to 
suppress inquiry, and ought not to be admitted, 
Suppose an arbitrary majority of the Senate should 
refuse to entertain a proposition which was upon 
its face manifestly proper, but which did not ex- 
actly quadrate with their own notions, would 
the Senate suppress or deny inquiry by refusing 
to receive it? it was so clearly inadmissible that 
he could not assent to the honorable genuleman’s 
motion. 

Mr. LEIGH expressed a wish that the gentle- 
man from Mississippi would withdraw his motion 
hot to receive the proposition. For it must be 
evident to every gentleman that the debate must | 
come up upon his motion, if it was not withdrawn. | 

Mr. POINDEXTER. here interposed. He 
begged to put a question to the honorable gentle- 
man from Virginia. Suppose, after a bill had 
passed the Senate, and had been sent to the other | 
House, a proposition were made to consider it, | 
would the consideration of the motion be proper? | 

Mr. LEIGH replied that he was not well ac- | 
quainted with the rules of the Senate. He could 

“not answer the gentleman’s question. But he 
wanted the debate to come up, for he saw it must i 
come up. le wanted to give full time to the | 
gentlemenon the other side to come out and dis- | 
cuss this question. For himself, he was satisfied i 
that this was a proposition, the effect of which 
would be, notoniy to expunge from the Journal 
of this ELouse, but te expunge this body from the il 
Constitution, Me wanted to meetthe resolution— i 
and he was desirous of giving the gentleman from 
Missouri a full and fair opportunity of discussing | 
the question—he wished to see him come fully || 
prepared, for he knew he was not so now. He | 
wished to hear that gentleman’s reasons, and, | 
therefore, he hoped his friend from Mississippi | 
would withdraw his Opposition to the reception |! 
of the resolution. i 


| engrossment of the bill; which were ordered, and 


| Goldsborough, Kent, King of Alabama, King of 
| Georgia, Knight, Lee, Linn, McKean, Moore, 


| 97. 


| by Mr. Porrer, was taken u 


i approved May, 1820. 


was gone, and no one could ever expectits rechar 


On motion of Mr. POINDEXTER, the Senate 
resumed, as in Committee of the Whole, the bill 
supplementary to the act granting a township of 
land to certain exiles from Poland. 

After adopting an amendment submitted by Mr. 
ROBINSON, confining the Poles to such landsas 
have not been settled, and which have been sur- 
veyed, 

` Mr. KANE asked the.yeas and nays upon the 


are as follows: . 
YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Buchanan, 
Calhoun, Clay, Clayton, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, 


Naudain, Poiudexter, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, 
Robbins, Silsbee, Smith, Tallmadge, Tomlinson 


NAYS—Messrs. Bell, Brown, Grundy, Hill, 
Kane, Mangum, Morris, Robinson, Shepley, 
Swift, Tyler, Waggaman, White, Wright—14. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

HOUR OF MEETING. 


On motion of Mr. LINN, it was ordered that 
the standing hour of meeting for the remainder of 
the session, shall be eleven o’clock. 


BOUNDARY BETWEEN ALABAMA AND 


GEORGIA. 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Judiciary Commit- 
tee, reported a bill relative to the boundary line be- 
tween the States of Alabama and Georgia; which 
was read the first time, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

THE CADDO INDIANS. 


The following resolution, submitted yesterday 
p, considered, and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Endian Affairs 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
making an appropriation for the purpose of hold- 
ing a treaty or convention with the Caddo Indians, 
for the extinguishment of a claim set up by them 
to a tract of country in the northwestern part of 
the State of Louisiana, and the southwestern part 
of the Territory of Arkansas. 


THE FOUR YEARS’ LAW. 


The Senate then resumed the consideration of 
the bill to repeal the act limiting the term of cer- 
tain offizers, commonly called the four years’ law, 


Mr. CLAY said, the subject under considera- 
tion was one on which he had felt extremely 
anxious, and one involvivg the same principles as 
those on which he had the honor at the last ses- 
sion to offer u resolution to the Senate, These 
principles were the results of long and mature 
reflection; and from their being incorporated in the 
bill, he felt called upon to defend it. He would 
say, that he differéd with the gentleman from New 
York, (Mr. Wricur.] in his comparison of the 
dangers last winter and this. Ele knew that the 
scenes alluded to, arose from one of the most 
extraordinary measures ever witnessed in a free 
Government. Ele saw no congruity between those 
measures and the present report. That was no 
less than the assumption of all power by one per- 
son, as was shown by the removal of the deposites, 
by the protest, and by the report of the Secretary 
of the Treasury. But he regretted that any refer- 
ence had been made to the bank. Nothing more 
could be hoped for in favor of that institution, lt 


ter, especially if he looked to the disposition of the 
other Flouse, and to different sections of the coun- 


Mr. POINDEXTER said as he believed the | 
motion involved the meriu of the proposition, he ji 
would therefore withdraw it. | 


The resolntion having been received, 

Mr. BEN PON said as it contained the heads of 
the topics which he meant to discuss, he moved 
that it be printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. WAGGA MAN gave notice that to-morrow | 
he would move to take up the bill to establish a| 
daily mail between Macon, in Geprgia, and New ii 
O. leans, 

The bill for the relief of David Beard was taken 
an considered as in Committee of the Whole, and || 
Ordered to be engrossed for a third readi: g. i 


| try. 


j; principles of reform should be connected with an 
4 unpopular institution. 


He believed its affairs had been justly and 
properly administered. But he was not disposed 
to look too much on the bright side of the ques- 
tion. The bank was gone and the currency of the 
country deranged. On its ruins a multitude of Jocal | 
banks would spring up in every part of these 
twenty-four sovereign States. Money would be 
plenty; property would increase in nominal value, 
and the country be flooded with spurious bills. It 
was the misfortune of this country that the great 


Hehad warned his friends 


H 
| 
i 


: This was a new source of power. 


bank. He considered the bill before the Senate 
totally divested of any connexion with the bank, 
and separated from all the political questions that 
distracted the country. 

There were duties (said Mr. C.) transcendent 
| duties, far paramount to party purposes—duties 
we owe our country. It had been well said, that 
in the perpetual turn of the political wheel, those 
who are up to-day may be down to-morrow; but 
if we adhered to principles, to manly, independent 
principles, it was no matter whether we were up 
or down. 

Mr. C, said, in regard to the question under 
consideration that the participation of the Senate 
in the power of appointment was merely nominal; 
if it acted without the reasons of the President. 
For if they sanctioned'an appointment, the Presi- 
| dent could ejevt the officer from his place the next 
day, ifhe pieased. If the office was once vacant, 
it was beyond the control of the Senate. Should 
they reject one nomination, the President might 
nominate another and another of his creatures, 

be forced to yield, or leave 


until the Senate would 
the office vacant. 

The power of removal, as now exercised, was 
entirely despotic in its application. In the recesses 
of the executive munsion, the question was decided, 
while the officer remained unseen and unheard. 
The President was sole judge, jurors, and execu- 
tioner. And further, it was an irresponsible pow- 
er, as, without his reasons were given, no one 
could call him to an account for his actions. He 
was beyond the power of impeachment, if such a 
thing was capable of being practically carried out 
in such a government as ours, Responsibility was 
as essential an ingredient of a free government, as 
| the vital air which surrounds us was necessary 
for animal life. Every officer was responsible to 
the- people; all were public servants; and if one 
servant removed another, he ought to render an 


would be a day of reckoning to all; and he would 
appeal to the Senate, if there had not been abuse? 
| Mr. C. then referred. to the removal of a marshal 

in Maryland, and to a friend of his in Kentucky, 
who had been dismissed from office. 

The gentleman from New York (Mr. Wrient] 
had ingeniously analyzed the mass over which 
executive power had its influence, and upon each 
division asked the question, Was there any dan- 
gerin that? He (Mr. C.) perfectly understood 
; the nature of such appeals; they were better suited 
| for the stump than the Senate of the United States; 
We had not yet felt the weight of executive in- 
fluence; the power of removal was still in its in- 
fancy; scarcely six years old. It had not yet been 
applied to the army and navy, and could'not be 
brought to bear on the pensioners. 

Suppose (said Mr. C.) it should be applied to 
| the army; if an officer stood in the way of the 
President’s designs, and he refused to yield, the 
| President would remove him, and put another in 
his place. In this way, the army and navy might 
soon be filled with the supple tools of execufive 
power, Whoever would take a just view of these 
principles, let him look to the nature of man. 
The very tendency of these things was to pro- 
duce servility. There were several stages in the 
descent: First, silence. If an officer happened to 
differ with the President on scme political points, 
he would be reserved; his friends and relations 
would advise him to be prudent, and say nothing. 
, But the place admits of no neutrality; hungry ex- 
pectants are crowding around, and the officer 
must become warm and active, or he is dismissed. 
What a multitude of officers so situated did the 
Post Office Department, the custom-houses, and 
the land offices, furnish, They were a well- 
regulated body, a corps d’urmée, a rallying point 
i for political action, forming committees of corre- 
| spondence all over the country. It was a revival 
of the institutions of feudal times ; filling the land 
with barons and feudatories. The Senator from 
New York had used the term ‘ inherent power.” 
He was igno- 
tant of what the Senator meant by inherent power. 


; He had only known implied and expressed power. 


(Mr. Wricur here rose to explain. He meant 


i no other power than what was derived from the 
| Constitution ] 


not to connect the subject of preventing the in- 
crease of executive power with the fortunes of the 


Mr. CLAY then proceeded. The Senator from 


' Pennsylvania had spoken of * sovereign power.” 


account, to give his reasons to the nation. There 


. 


ä. 


„removal was not an executive power, but rather | 


: office or abolish it. 
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This was alsoa new idea in this country. Did f 
the Senator bring back with him his definition of || 
executive power from Russia, where he had seen |i 
the wretched serf toiling three days in the week 
for his lordly master? 
Mr. C. went on to show that the power of: 

f 


a judicial one, as it implied a condemnation. Fle 
believed the Constitution pointed out no other way 
of removal than by impeachment. But if the 
necessity of the case required a way less tedious, | 
he thought it should be classed as a legislative | 
power, since the Legislature had the right to create 


Mr. C. then went back,.to examine the decision 
in 1789. Oa looking over that debate, Mr. ©. 
said, he had found ‘his opinion changed with re- 
gard to some of the great men who acted con- 
spicuous parts then. 7 | 

Mr. C. concluded by saying that hehad stated, | 
in the beginning, thst the power of dismissal or } 
suspension was necessary. He only contended 
that it ought to be regulated by law. 

When Mr. C concluded, ; 

Mr. GRUNDY rose and spoke in opposition |i 
to the bill. 

- After some time Mr.G yielded the floor to Mr. | 
MANGUM, on whose motion, j 
The Senate adjourned. ct 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
W epnesvay, February 18, 1835. | 


Mr. DICKERSON, on leave, presented certain 
amendments to the bill to prevent evasions of the | 
revenue laws; which were ordered to be printed. || 


Unfavorable reports on various petitions were 
made by Messrs. ELISHA WHITTLESEY, |! 
BANKS, and TURRILL, from their respective i 

lI 
| 
| 


committees. 


On motion of Mr. CAVE JOHNSON, the 
bili supplementary to an act passed the 4h July, |, 
1832, for the final adjustment of land claims in 
the southeastern district of Louisiana, was recom- 
mitied to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


On motion of Mr. BINNEY, by leave, 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee of Ways and |i 
Means be instructed to inquire into the expedi- |; 
ency of making an appropriation for the repair 
of Kort M flin and the adjacent pier, on the river 
Delaware, for the purposes of temporary defence. 


Mr. EWING presented certain resolutions of 
the ‘Legislature of the State of Indiana; which |; 
were laid on the’table and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. H. EVERETT presented a report and res- 
olutions of the Legislature of Vermont, in favor | 
of the distribation of the proceeds of the sales of | 
the public lands among the several States; in favor | 
of a national bank, declaring the course of the || 
Executive in removing the deposites from the j| 
Bank of the United States not warranted by the |! 
Constitution; in opposition to the protest of the || 
President, &c., &e. | 

Mr. E. moved to lay the report and resolutions i 
on the table, and that they be printed. ji 

On motion, ‘the report and resolutions were 
read. ` 

The question on printing heing propounded from 
the Chair, there appeared 69 in the affirmative. 

Before these in the negative were counted, Mr. 
SLADE demanded the yeas and nays; which were 
ordered. i i 

Mr. SLADE said the resolutions emanated 
from one of the sovereign Srates of this Confed- | 
eracy, and he thought should be treated at least 
with so much respect as to order their printing. 
He réferred to the importance of some of the 
topics embraced in the resolutions, particularly as || 
regarded the public lands, upon which the House | 
might shortly be called on to act,as a reason why l 
the resolutions should be printed. : : 

Mr. CAGE said no man repudiated more than 
he did some of the principles contained in the res- 
olutions. But he submitted whether it was not | 
going too far to refuse to print this document, | 
coming, as it did, from the Legislature of one of |; 
the States of the Union. He hoped that those who |; 
agreed with him in relation to the contents of the |: 
resolutions, would withdraw all objection to the | 


| acts and proceedings of that House? 


| ing would be withdrawn. 


+ Vermont met in October last. 


printing. lt could do no injustice, and he would 
vote for the printing out of respect to the Legis- 
lature of Vermont. 

Mr. TURRILL said he was disposed to pay all 
due respect to the Legislature of Vermont. At 
the same time he felt greater respect for this 
body. At the last session he had opposed the 
printing of the panic memorials which bad been 
sent here. Lie had done this on account of the 


expense, and because he believed that by printing |: 


and send:ng those memorials out, an excitement 
would be created, credit destroyed, and many 
individuals of large fortunes would (as the resuit 
proved) be sacrificed and ruined. He was op- 
posed to the present motion to print, not merely 


because of the expense, but on the ground that | 
the resolutions reflected upon the action of this! 


House. It would be resollected that after a pro- 
tracted debate of some munths, this House, at 
the last session, sustained the Executive in the 


course taken in relatidn to the removal of the! 
deposites from the Bank of the United States. | 


Months after this decision of the House, and after 
the adjournment of Congress, the Legislature of 
Vermont passed the resolutions under considera- 


| tion, oneof which containsan unjustifiable attack, 
not only upon the Executive, but upon this | 


House. 


Mr. H. EVERETT believed this would be the | 
first instance in which any objection had ever been | 
; made to the printing of any thing coming from} 
! the Legislature of a State to that House; and he 


could.not but express his great surprise at the 
grounds of exception taken by the gentleman from 
New York, (Mr. Turrui.) Mr. B. would re- 
spectfuliy ask that gentleman if he was prepared 
to say that the Legislature of one of the States of 
the Union might not express their opinion on the 
He begged 
to hear the gentleman’s reasons for the ground he 
had assumed, before he calied upon the House to 
adopt it, in refusing what was merely a mark of 


| respect, paid to every memorial from every State |! 


Legislature, whatever might beits character. Ele 


hoped the gentleman weuld either do this, or with- ! 


draw his objection.to the motion. 

Mr. CLAY asked for the reading of the resolu- 
tions; which being read, g 

Mr.C. said he hoped all opposition to the print- 
It was true they were 
not addressed to this House, but to the members 
from Vermont. It had been the uniform practice 


of the House to print every such communication, | 
The resolutions expressed the 
i sentiments of the Legislature of Vermont on par- | 


when presented. 


ticular subjects. He dissented from the position 
which was assumed in them; but he hoped that, 


| coming as they did from a State Legisiature, the 


opposition to the printing would be withdrawn, 


Mr. BYNUM wae sorry that any opposition j 


should be made to printing the resolutions. There 
was no man more opposed than himself to the 
doctrines which they contained. If he was ten 
times more opposed to these doctrines than he 


was, he would not deny to the Legislature of | 


Vermont, or to her members upon this floor, the 
privilege of printing this document. 

It was true, he believed, that in another quar- 
ter, asimilar application for printing resolutions 
adopied by an independent State, had been re- 
fused. 


low a factious example. 


the House would not countenance the course 


! which had been adopted by another body on a 


similar case. y 
Mr. SLADE contended that a refusal to print 


Legislatures could be heard. 
That was the first 
opportuuity which had been presented of express- 
ing their views upon the great questions referred 
to in their resclutions. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY said it was because the res- 
olutions were disrespectful, and for that cause 


God forbid (said Mr. B.) that this House | 
should ever exhibit so factious a spirit as to fol- |! 
He hoped that opposi- | 
i tion to the printing would be withdrawn, and that ! 


21 


|| of Vermont, if the. House refused to print their 
| resolutions. In reply, he would remark, that he 
| presumed no person would have opposed thë 
i motion, if the. resolutions had: been drawn up 
Hin a decent manner, and were respectful to the. 
| House. But he contended that they contained a 
direct denunciation of what had been done by the 
| House. He denied the right of the Legislature 
of Vermont to pronounce judgment on. this House, 
and then call upon it to record their. condem- 
nation. He read a passage from one of the resolu- 
tions, which cnarged the President with having 
acted in derogation of the Constitution and laws, 
| in the removal of the deposites from the Bank of 
ithe United States. ‘he resolution was adopted 
in November Jast. This House had previously 
decided that the Executive, in the measure referred 
to, had not transcended his constitutional priv- 
ilege—that he had not acted ‘in derogation of the 
Constitution and laws. He repeated, in con- 
clusion, that whatever others might do, for one 
he would not vote to record the judgment of con- 
demnation which had been pronounced against. 
this House by the Legislature of Vermont. 

Mr. FOSTER denied that the House had 
come to any direct decision on the subject of the 
removal of the deposites. It had been in vain 
attempted to procure a vote cf the Fouse as to 
the propriety of the remaval of the public moneys. 
The Committee of Ways and Means had made a 
labored report on the sulject, and had come to 
the conclusion that the deposites should not be 
restored. This was the only point decided.. The 
committee knew too well the temper and disposi- 
tion of the House to propose a direct vote as to 
the propriety of the executive measure. He was 
astonished that the gentleman from New York 
{Mr. Bearpsiry} should now get up and contend 
that the Eiouse had decided this question. Sup- 
pose the Legislature of Vermont had expressed 
different opinions from those entertained by a 
majority of this House, was that any reason why 
the printing of the resolutions should be refused ? 
We were almost every day called upon by indi- 
viduals to reverse the action of this House, and 
i| every year we were*asked by the State Legisla- 
tures to do the same thing. Was such a course 
disrespectful? Certainly not. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND wished to know whether 
the Legislature of Vermont had requested that 
the resolutions should be presented to the House 
He asked that they be read. 

The resolutions were again read. ~ 

{They were not addressed to the House. } 

Mr. PATTON was in favor of the motion to 
print. There was, he believed, but one. prece- 
dent, and that was a recent one, where a proposi- 
| tion of this character had failed. He was not at 
liberty to refer particularly to this precedent; but 
it was one which the House ought to gondemn. 
He appealed to the House to say whether an 
ii instance of the kind could be found, at least from 
| 1798 to the present time, where either branch of 
|! Congress had refused to receive or treat with re~- 
| spect any communication coming from the Legis- 
i lature of an independent State, regarding the 
public policy and liberty? He should regard a dif- 
ferent decision as portentous, He dissented from 
! each and all of the views contained in the resolu- 
i tions of the Legislature~of Vermont. It was, 
| however, a matter of no sort of importance what 
H 


| were the particular views of this Legislature. 
They had a right to present them here, and they 
were entitled to respect. He trusted, as this was 
il the first effort which had been made here out of 
|; hundreds and thousands of cases te adopt a course 
| which he deemed highly improper, that it would. 
ibe promptly and decidedly condemned by the 


|: mova} of the deposites. 
| 


The Legislature.of || was then the judgment of the House in regard to 


[ the propriety of the removal, There was no 
i such proposition presented for the decision of the 
; That was a matter of no consequence. 
|i Jt was admitted by all that the question was one 
| of vital impor 
‘i mont, as wel 


only, that he objected to printing them. Thegen- | the right to express their views upon the subject. 


tleman from Vermont {[Mr. Suape} contended 


io Mr. 


that it would be disrespectful to” the Legislature i! had heard this day. He did not suppose that any 
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member on this floor would attem 
voice of a whole State 

Mr. WATMOUGH here interrupted Mr. 
Buress, and called for the orders of the day. 
Carried. : 
COMMUNICATION FROM WAR DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of War, enclosing a geological 
report'of Mr. Featherstonhaugh; which was laid 
on the table and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BEATTY moved to print twelve hundred 
extra copies of said report. The motion lies over 
one diy. 


pt to silence the 


ROBERT JEWETT. 
A bill from the Senate for the relief of the rep- 
resentatives of Robert Jewett, deceased, was read 
twice and committed. 


WASHINGTON BRANCH RAILROAD. 


The bill supplementary to the act for the con- 
struction of a lateral branch of the Baltimore and 
Ohio railroad to the city of Washington, was read 

. the third time. 

Mr. PARKER entered at length into his objec- 
tions against the passage of this bill, quoting the 
acts passed by Congress and the Legislature of 
Maryland, chiefly on the ground that it gave the 
company privileges too great and extensive. 

Mr, CEIINN said the objections of the gentle- 
man-were extraordinary; fur he understood him, 
the other day, to object to the bill because the 
Committee on the District of Columbia had refused 


to grant the company sufficient privileges; and he | 


now opposed iv becguse the privileges were too 
large, 

Mr. PARKER explained: He wished the ben- 
efits of the bill to be extended to every part of the 
district. . 

Mr. JACKSON, of Massachusetts, was in favor 
of the bill. 

The bill was then read a third 

` passed, - 


time and 


NAVY PAY BILL. 


| The bill to regulate the my of the officers of 
the Navy of the United States was then taken 
up. 


- The bill was read a third time; and the question | 


recurring on its final passage— 

Severai members cose; but 

Mr. CRICKET F obtained the floor and said: 
Mr, Speaker, us this bill has consumed no less 
than three weeks in discussion, and as I had a 
bill made the order of the day, the day after 
this bill, viz: the Gih of December, and as I 
see a disposition to speak more on the subject, 
as speaking has become so fashionable here, | 
am therefore bound to move the previous ques- 
sion, x 

Mr. HARDIN hoped his friend from Tennessee 
vould withdraw the motion. 

Mr. CROCKETT. f can’t do it, sir. 

Mr. JARVIS moved a call of the House. 

Ordered—ayes 125 

The call was proceeded with, and two hundred 
and ten members being found present— 

Mr. BOCKEE moved to suspend all farther 
proceedings on:the call, 

Agreed to. 

The motion for the previous question was not 
reconded—ayes 82, noes 90. 


Mr. HARDIN then obtuined the floor, and said |! 
he wished to submit a few remarks to the House | 


on the bill under consideration, which was one of 
greater magnitude than was generally supposed. 
In February, 1834, a standing committee of the 
House had reporied a bill to equalize the pay of 
officers of thearmy and navy; the bill was referred 
back to a select committee, who, in May, 1834, 
reported a substitute in lieu of it, and both the 


original and substitute were referred to a Com- ! 


mitteeofthe Whole House: A variety of amend- 


. ments were made in committee on the original | 
bill, and yesterday the question was taken upon | 


engrossing the substitute, before it was adopted, 
in lieu of the original vill; and he called upon the 


Clerk to say if he was not COrregly in this state- | 


ment, 

The SPEAKER said that was not material; and 
was not then a question of order. 

Mr. HARDIN did not desire to be understood ag 


making it a question of order, because, although | and reported a substitute for the original bill, 
he had had the honor of a seat in parliamentary || increasing the pay of the navy $84 500, making 


bodies for nearly twenty-four years, he never once 
had the honor of presiding over any deliberative 
body, either as speaker, or as- deputy speaker; or 


| tomed to wait round the Speaker’s chair, and of 
course he was ignorant of all the forms of order. 
He had only referred to the proceeding on the bill 
fer the purpose of showing the anxiety of the 
House to get the question, by having ordered an 
amendment to be engrossed instead of the original 


j bil. He regretted that the subject had been so 
| earnestly pressed upon the consideration of the 
: House. 


One argument had been urged in favor of legis- 


was altogether unsustainable. 
that we were out of debt; at peace with all the 


the pay of officers of the navy. In answer to 
this, he would ouly remark, that we had to legis- 
late for the future; that however we might increase 
the pay, that increase would remain hereafter for i 
ages to come. 1: regulating the pay of the army, 


i 


j 
| 

it : . 
lits permanent continuance, not for the sunshine 


_ the fiscal enbarrassments incident to war; for no! 


years, without experiencing the vicissitudes of | 
war. Fie was opposed, generally, to all proposi- | 
tions for the increase of pay for any Officers of the |! 
: Government, and invariably voted against them; i 
i because, when a man osce got into office, there | 
was a kind of understanding between the officers 


increase of them. He would ask, why was this | 
|, bill, then, pressed with such earnestness? Where ! 
|| was the necessity forit? We were told by gen- | 
| lemen upon the floor of the House, and we had | 


| 

| from officers of the navy, that those officers could 
| not live upon their present pay. If that were true 
| Mr. EI. was ready to admit an increase should be 
| made; but if it could be 


ought to stand asit was. Weshould bear in mind 


i large as at present, and that therefore we ought to 
ilimit our present expenditure of the army and 
‘capacity and means, 

What was the present pay of the navy? The 
, aggregate arnoant, as certified by the naval depart- 
iment, was $770 000, using round numbers. The 


į perhaps not more than from seven hundred to a 
thousand, including the whole provided in this 
bill. Flow many of them were now (in a time of 


Secretary of the Navy, and with an honorable 
member from Ohio had compared the number in ; 
commission with chose out of commission or on 


; bot more than one-sixth part employed from year 
to year, one with another. With the exception 
of those employed at the navy-yards, who, God 


not more than one-fifth employed on the ocean. 
Where were the residue? Generally at their | 
houses, or taking their pleasure. Now, he would | 


these offisers were employed on the ocean, and the 
balance at home, where was the imperious neces- 
sity for the increase of their pay at this particular | 
time? They now received, as he had said, about 
$770,000, not including the appropriations unde: 
the ordinary bill, Now, what was the increase | 
proposed by this bill? As the bil was reported į 
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as speaker’s chairman, for he was never accus- l 


le was remarked l 


world; that our finances were in a flourishing i 
condition; and that now was the time to increase | 


i the navy, and the civil list, we should bear ini 
; miad that we ought to regulate it with a view to i 


ii of peace and prosperity; but also with a view to ii 


nation could expect to go on for more than twenty |! 


‘and the Government that the salary should not be | 
|i diminished, and he was there'ore opposed to an |: 


heard itin our private rooms, over and over again, | 


proved to be enough, itii 
| that our navy was yet in infancy, and it micht be || 
| y Y> S 


| necessary, and probably would become twice as! 


i navy both, within what might be considered our ji 


i 
| officers of the navy were but few in number, || 
| 


profound peace, when the necessity for the increase i 
of pay had all at once sprang up) employed? He | 


1 

| 

| 

i 

i| was proposed, in a time of profound peace, for the 
| 

| 

| 

had made some calculation from the report of the |! 


i || more than the whole civil governments 
the stocks, and he had ascertained that there were |Í 


i and reform indeed! 
j; promulgated to the world what wondrous things 
knows, were well enough provided for, better than |! 
| any other officers of the Government, there were |, 


ask, when only about one-fourth or one-fifth of |; 


a total increase of $200,500. The bul was then 
referred to a Committee of the Whole House, 
where it underwent a variety of modifications, 
and before it came ‘to the amendment passed 
yesterday, Mr. H. sent the bill to the Navy De- 
partment, and by that means ascertained that the 
; Inerease amounted to the sum he had stated, 
! $200,500. After that calenlation had been made, 
j; one of his colleagues [Mr. Pore] moved an amend- 
ii Ment proposing to increase the pay of past mid- 
shipmen, A gentleman from Maine made a cal- 
culation as to how much that amendment would 
add tothe bill, and he madéit appear to be $32,000. 
i Mr. H.'s calculation, founded upon the returns of 
the Navy Departmene, brought it to $31,000, and 
if these were correct the whole increase would be 
$266,060. 

The modifications of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia (Mr. Wise] adopted yesterday, in relation 
o the pay of captains of the navy, diminished 
hat sum about $15,000. There were thirty-seven 
aptains, about two-thirds of them had their pay 
lessened about $500 each, and about one-third of 
them $250 each, making, according to Mr. H.’s 
estimate, about $15,000, leaving the actual in- 
crease by the bill, as passed the committee yes- 
terday $251,000—and ail this in a time of profound 
peace. And if ever our navy should be filied up 
he had no doubt the increase would amount to no 
less than $500,000 a year He was perfectly 

confident that he was not inaccurate to the amount 
of fifty dollars, in any one calculation, If the 
| estimates of the Navy Department were correct, 
: then by the first bill there would be an inerease of 
$116,000, and by the second bill of $84,500 addi- 
, tonal, 
If the calculations of the Navy Department were 
not inaccurate, Mr. H. was satisfied that the whole 
i increase would be $251,600. Gentlemen might 
say this bill was in heu of all commutation, and 
that the $770,000 included every thing except 
the item of mileage, which could not be calculated 
with any probable certainty. As this bill was an 
actuul increase upon the present pay of the navy 

taking it altogether, of about $257,000, better 
than one-fourth, and not quite a third, the whole 
i; Would hereafter amount to about $1,029,000 a 
j; year; and when the mileage of ten cents a mile 
was added, they might fairly estimate that our 
naval officers in times of profound peace, would 
i cost the Government $1,100,000 annually. He 
had made inquiries as to what the whole civil 
Government, including the legislative, executive,. 
i and judicial departments of the several States of 
i Virginia, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Indiana, Ilinois, 
Missouri, Kentucky, Tennessee, Alabama, North 
‘and South Carolina, making eleven States; the 
whole machinery of the Government of those States 
: put together fell short, by at least $100,000 of what 


lating upon this subjeet, which, in his opinion, |! 
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| Officers of the navy of the United States. Surely 
there was something in this. How much was it 
on the old J ffersonian plan? That a mere hand- 
ful of men, in times of profound peace, when net 
more than one-fifth of them were engaged, should 
cost the Government of the United States $100,000 
together 
of eleven States of the Union! Surely, surely, 
; we must have fallen on fine days of retrenchment 
In the year 1828, it was 


would be done upon the subject of retrenchment 
and reform! How have these promises been ful- 


| filled? Office after office had been created; emolu- 


ment after emolument had been added and in- 
creased; and now, to sum up all, an increase of 
pay of officers of the navy to more than a fourth, 
| and little less than a third, was to be made. He 
called upon those gentlemen associated with him, 
| who were attached to the political party that 
governed the nation, and who would be held 
responsible to the country, to look at the reports 
issued from the tfouse—to lock at the circular. 
letters, the speeches published, and those also 
made on the stump, and they would find them- 
selves held responsible for all this. For twenty 
years Mr. H. had been contendirg to bring this 
Government back to its original, expenditure, and 
he should continue to do so as long as he had the 
honor of a seat upon that floor. He had not con- 
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fined his denunciations of these extravagant ex- 
penditures to the stump; he had made them in 
that [louse, and he should do it again, and upon 
every oppurtunity, when the occasion presented 
itself. The country would hold the party attached 
to the present Administration responsible for their 
profligacy of the public money. 

But we have been told that we have been un- 
grateful to the navy, in the language of one gen- 
tleman, “ the right arm of the nation.” Let us 
make a comparison of their pay with that of the 
army. A lieutenant commanding in the navy 
got above 91,100 a year; a lieutenantin the army, 
taking everything into calculation, got $820, and 
a second Iteutenant $762, &c. Mr. H. here went 
ipto a staternent of the salaries paid to the officers 


of different grades in both branches, in order to | 


sustain his proposition, that the naval received 


q 


f 


more, in proportion to the number of men he; 


commanded, than the military officer. A lieutenant 
in the navy, he maintained, got as much as a 
major in the army, and a captain in the navy got 


higher pay than a brigadier general; besides, the | 


former got ten cents a mile for his travelling ex- 
penses. If the latter got more than he had stated, 
he made it up by left hand charges, by transporta- 


for one, was prepared to go into the correction of 
them. 


zir. WISE explained that a lieutenant in the i; 


navy acted as a colonel in the army, and a cap- | 


tain as a general, for they were liable to be called | 


upon to command more ships than one. 

Mr. HARDIN resumed. In general, a full 
complemcut of a first-rate ship did not exceed 
seven hundred and thirty-three men. 


lish ships about seven hundred and fifty. The | 


Freneh had taken up a foolish idea—he ought not 
to say foolish, but they had adopted the policy 
that the more men the better, and their large ships 
now usually took upa thousand men. Butif you 
touk all vessels in the United States naval service, 


of different sizes, from a seventy-four down to the | 


smallest, they would not average more at the out: | 


side than five hundred men each; nay, in general, 
they would not reach four hundred. 


When a! 


captain went out with his ship of acomplement of . 


four hundred men, he usually took with him a 
lieutenant to about every seventy men. That was 
the average Commodore Porter took in his expe- 
dition to the Pacific; that was the average of the 
old Constitution in the last war. Mr. H. entered 
further into this statement, to show that a lieuten- 
ant and midshipman did not command more men, 
upon an average, than a first and second lieutenant 
in thearmy. Upon the subject of gratitude, also, 


he would call one fact to the recollection of gentle- | 
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he possessed one. A gentleman referred to a 
captain yesterday who had been twenty-nine years 
in the service, but- who was not worth $700. Mr. 
M, raid there were some men whom you could 
not make rich. But he would refer to the numer- 
ous captains in this city, living in the finest pal- 
aces—no, he must not say palaces—in the most 
splendid mansions, built by the public money they 
had obtained. Ask a commander how much he 
made, and he would reply, why, in the last war, 
probably about $100,000. It was said their 
t March is on the mountain wave, 
Their home is on the deep.” 

Their march here was too often from the tavern 
to the Capitol, and their home was , Several 
gentlemen around him said, in the galleries of this 
House. Mr. H. referred to the officers of the 
army, who were then toiling in the West, and 
were not represented there by committees, &c., 
and complained of the proposal for the army 
having been rejected by the select committee, and 
the navy alone taken up and acted on, [Mr. WaT- 
mMoueH explained,] contrary to the just expecta- 
tions of ail. 

In regard to a lavish expenditure of the public 


l à || money, the history of the last three hundred years 
tion of baggage, quarters, &c.; but this would || 
show that abuses had crept in, and if so, Mr H., || 


furnished us with one fact, that it was the natural 
tendency of all Governments to increase their 
expenses from year to year. Such was the case 
with the Governments of Europe; and he was 
afraid the Government of the United States would 
exhibit the same melancholy picture; that its 
expenses will be so increased that at last it will 


, become too oppressive and too onerous for the 


i; people to bear, and, according to the language of | 
"i the other House, reform or revolution must be the | 
In the Eng- į 


end of it. It was the lavish waste of the public 
money that brought Charles I. of England and 
Louis 16th of France to the block; and it is one 
of the main causes of all the revolutions of empires 
that have ever happened. Gentlemen say that the 
navy was a popular branch of the public service. 
He agreed. But ought that House to legislate for 
fashionable attachment? He knew there was a 
continued struggle to get expenditures on the sea- 
board. He had no wish to impeach the integrity 


| of gentlemen who were so zealous on the subject 


of fortifications and other works on the sea-board; | 
| but they coald not help being acted on by their 


eelings: In the language of Sir Robert Walpole, 
Prime Minister of England, he said they came up 
year after year to be shorn like sheep. We (said 


i Mr. H.) come from the interior every year to be 


‘shorn, for your fortifications on the sea-board; 


but I, for one, am not exactly like the sheep, for 


‘although I might be willing to be shorn, £ will 


men, thatif'a man died an officer in the naval ser- |: 1 of c 
i occasion, but he was unwilling to intrude too far 


“ upon the indulgence afforded to him by the House, 


vice, his widow was pensioned from five years to 
five years. [le knew widows of meritorious ofi- 
cers in the Army who were starving, One in his 


own neighborhood, whose husband, an officer in ` 


bd’ : Af 
the army, fought at Raisin, Niagara, and at New 


Orleans, was vow without a centin the world, | 


and he had broughton a letter from her to General | \ ‘ l 
: i be improper for him to detain the House long on 


sson, stating that she was reduced to wantand 


could for her. He knew a similar instance of a 
major in the army, who died at New Orleans, 
whose widow and children were also reduced to 
want aud beggary. [lence it was chat he said the 
navy got more than the army. He wished to 


vary, and the General promised to do all he . 


God there was a law providing for the widows of | 


all those who lost their lives inthe service of their 
Bat he would again call the attention of: 
between the pay of the ` 
Mr. FL. then read an estimate of | 


country. f 
the llouse to the contrast 
two services. 


the different sums paid to the officers and crews of , 


various ships engaged during the late war. 


Mr. H. then reterred to the addresses of Com- | 
modore Porter, Lord Nelson, &e., to show that |; 


money was the greatest Incentive 


2 


r 


pr 


efect, of a soldier, who, having lost } 
as he called his wealth, on an assault, was the 


for sailors ; 
to Birht weil, relating an ancient anecdote to that | 
his budget, | 2 ; 
© on the question of the passage of the bill to regu- | 
Navy, there still stands the | 


first to mount the breach, and recovered by the | 
under of the town more than he had lost; on ; 
nnother occasion, being called on by his com- ; 
manier to do the same, he requested some other » 
mau to take his place who had lost his budget, for : 


! for which he offered his acknowledgments; and he | 


make a noise about it. Mr. H. concluded by say- 
ing that he had a great many more observations 
which he wished to have offered on the present 


: should probably take some other opportunity of 
‘giving his sentiments at more length to the pub- 


i gentleman from Kentucky. From this indiscrim- |: 
“inate opposition to all 


lic. 
Mr. WISE said he was fully aware that it would 


Í the subject of this bill, as he had_ perhaps spoken 


too much upon it already. He felt it incumbent 
on him, however, to make a brief reply to what 


‘he considered, without intending the least disre- 


| spect towards that honorable member, to be the |: 
` ad captandwn remarks of the gentleman from Ken- |; 
(Mr. Harpin,] who had just taken his seat. |; 
’ Were it not for the already well earned repntation |: 
of the gentleman asa debater, he might be led to i 
the supposition that he was fighting for fame. He |; 


: tucky, 


bad certainly taken strong ground in opposition 
to bills involving public expenditure. When the 


bili to compensate Commodore Hull was before 
the House, there stood the gentleman from Ken- i| 
When the Alexandria canal | 
bill was un, there stood the gentleman from Ken- |: 
tucky. When Meade’s claim was presented, there | 
‘stood the gentleman from Kentucky. And now | 


tucky to oppose it. 


late the pay of the 


money bills, we might be led 
to suppose that the gentleman acts more from 
habit than from calculation, but always from prin- 


ciples of sound economy. When the Louisville 
and Portland canal bill came up, there was notio be 
found the gentleman from Kentucky. And at the 
moment the gentleman was so earnestly contend- 
ing’ for economy ih navy pay, he. eloquently—4 
never heard the gentleman more eloquent than to- 
day, though he always delightfully entertains ‘mé 


former occasion, and could now, demonstrate the 
pay of the army.to be nearly double that of the 
navy. But, with the gentleman from Kentucky, 
itseemed the army was like.the Louisville and 
Portland canel—the army clears the way of the 
West on their frontiers! Yes, sir, the gentleman 
from Kentucky is like all the rest. of us, when æ 
little wool is to be sheared off we are apt to bleat 
but if any is to be stuck on our skins, we are 
dumbaslambs. But, sir, the West is as much in- 
terested in the navy as the sea-board, and no more 
sheared than we are, in increasing its pay and 
emoluments. , 
| Mr. W. said such was theimpression which the 
course of that gentleman had made upon him, 
and he had watched that course with some atten- 
tion, though not, he assured him, with a little or 
invidious spirit. There was. probably another 
cause for the habit of opposition which the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky seemed to have acquired. 
He was a long-experienced lawyer, and appeared 
į Sometimes to conceive himself addressing a jury 
of unpractised men. Such must have been his 
impression when he appealed to the friends of the 
present Administration, with a view to arouse 
their party predilections in opposition to this bill 
as calculated to render that Administration odious. 
It was true, the Administration was sometimes 
| held responsible for expenditutes for which it 
should not be held accountable; but did the gen- 
| deman from Kentucky suppose he could frighten 
i the friends of this bill favorable to the Administra- 
tion from its support by threatening to accuse 
| them of improvidence, if this increase of pay be 
i improvident, in which every party in this House 
has its full share? In no sense can. this bill be 
viewed as a party measure. 
Mr. ILARDIN here interposed an explanation 
; relative to a remark of the gentleman from Vir- 
| ginia, [Mr. Wisz,] relative to his course in rela+ 
| Gon to the bill for the benefit of the Louisville and 
Portland canal. He had already explained to 
| that gentleman that his own sentiments were in 
| opposition to that bill, but that he had acted under 


|| instructions from the Legislature of his State. 


Mr. WISE said it was truea conversation had 


‘| 8ecurred, in which he understood the gentleman 


i to be opposed to that bill; and he now learnt that 


! his constituents. He had only alluded to it to 
i show that all have their ‘‘ budget” to fight for, 
and that the gentleman from Kentucky could fight 
for his, as well as others. 

Mr. W. hoped the House would not, in its ae- 
tion upon this bill, take such-views into considera- 
tion. It was merely a question of dollars and 
|; cents, and should not be connected with any party 
| or extraneous ideas. He would conclude by 
|| adverting to a single remark relative to the for- 
i tunes of the officers of our navy. He believed 
| there was not one who received more than suffi- 
! cient for subsistence—not one now in the service 
| who now posséSses more than he derived from 
inheritance or from marriage. 
naval service that fortunes were acquired. On 
the contrary, it was impossible at the present pay 
to live as becomes a gentleman belonging to the 
American navy. The navy pension fund, too, 
had often been alluded to. Not one cent of this 
came out of the pockets of the people. So with 
prize money. It did not come from the pockets 
of the people, but was wrested from their foes. 
As was well said by an intelligent lieutenant, 
whose letter he had on a former occasion intro- 
duced to the attention of the House, it was hardly 
fought for and dealy won. It was taken from 


| 
i! he acted, in some measure, from instructions of 
> 
i 


i people’s treasury. What benefit, he asked, ac- 
| erued to the young officers of the navy from the 
|; prize money so often alluded to as having been 
| distributed to the commanders during and priorto 
| the last war. He hoped the House would not 
ii suffer itself to be governed by such considerations. 


—Justified the pay of. the army, when I have ona. 


Jt was not in the’ 


the enemies of your country, and not from the ~ 
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He would detain them no longer, as the subject 
had certainly been sufficiently argued and dis- 
cussed. 

Mr. LYTLE said, Mr. Speaker: Before this 
bill goes to a vote on its final passage, I feel con- 
strained to say that I must differ with some of my 
colleagues with whom I have generally acted, and 
perhaps with a majority of the delegation from 
the West. The objections just made to it by the 
honorable gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Har- 
bin,] furnish an additional inducement for me, 
briefly, to make some explanations of my views at 
this time upon the bill before you. 

I know well, sir, that whenever that gentleman 
chooses to devote the powerful, active energies of 
his mind, to the investigation of any subject, that 
he can always present that subject in a clear and 
plausible, if nota conclusive manner, before this 
body... The only objection I have to his style and 
manner of effecting his object, is that his long and 

` successful practice at the bar, has had a tendency 
to make him forget that he is not here in full 
practice before a jury—and that having taken 
sides, he makes his argument, in correspondence 
with his professional habits, altogether a one-sided 
one. Ele has omitted nothing in the presentment 


of his views, from the organization of the navy to. j 


the present time, which was calpulated to prejudice 
the passage of the bill. But I did hope, sir, that 
when he undertook to enlighten the House bya 
comparison between the naval and army expendi- 
tures, that his sense of justice would have kept 
pace with his zealous spirit of inquiry, and that he 
would have made the contrast perfect. But, alas, 
sir, it was followed out on the one side by facts 
in opposition to the navy,and on the other by 
assertions in relatibn to the pay, the duties, and 
expenses of the army; in reference to which my 
honorable friend from Virginia, (Mr. Wise,) who, 
by the way, has given to the subject, with a view 
to this very matter, great attention, entertains a 
wide and total difference of opinion, both as to 
facts and conclusions. 

But, sir, (said Mr. L.,) I object to such com- 
parisons—they are altogether erroneous. They 
are calculated to create invidious feelings between 
the niembers of those two branches of the service 
—~to awaken jealousies, and produce embarrass- 
ments which should never exist amongst members 
of the same family. . Sir, the cause is a common 
cause. Both are contending for the same great 
interests, and both should be well paid. IF the 


army is indifferently provided for, let us know it, f 
and apply there also the needful remedy; but as | 


we are now regulating merely the pay of the nava? 
oflicers, why start objections which may result 


iu envy and the generation of bad blood between | 


the members of these two classes of our public 
service? Lt isa just tribute to the officers of the 
army to say, that in reference to this bill, I have 
heard but one“ expression in relation to it—all 
have hoped for and encouraged its passage with 
a spirit of magnanimky and chivalry; they have 
always told me it was right, and wished it suc- 
cess, Sir, they are sworn brethren in arms, fight- 
ing under the same banner, and governed by the 
same interests and feelings. Let not discord come 
among them, then, by any act of ours, calculated 
to awaken causeless jealousies, where all is now 
harmonious and friendly. The matter, Mr. 
Speaker, is reduced to this point: itis too late in 
the session essentially to change the features of 
this bill; immediate action is required, and we 
must either, take this as we find it or leave the 
navy ina weak and deplorable condition. Iam 
free to say, sir, if you are not disposed to niake 
it respectable and sound, abolish it at once—burn 
down your fleets, and block up your harbors, 
destroy your fortifications, act on the defensive al- 
together, at the expense of not only the trade and 
commerce of the country, but so much of its lib- 
erty as may be considered dependent on a naval ar- 
mament—on the marine power of theGovernment. 
If, however, it is the desire of the House to place 
‘Our navy ona rank and power that shal! corre- 
spond with any and all others that she may come 
in contact with—that our “stars and stripes”? 
may float proudly and triumphantly wherever a 
breeze may waft, or a wave may bear it-~that the 
products ofour rich and happy country may be 
safely carried into every port, where any- other 


ship may ride—that the seamen in our service 
may be enabled by their pay to exhibit, in their 
intercourse with those they meet, the aspiring, 
generous, and proud character of the Government | 
they represent. Pass this bill, and furnish the 
means by which it shall bedone. Already, upon 
the most slender means and diminished resources, 
have they sustained the national honor, and the 
national character, at the expense of personal 
comfort and independence If you are to have a 
navy atall, then let it be such a one as you will 
i not be ashamed of. By your pay bill, show that 
i you do not mean that men shall fight your battles, 


j 


| 


rocal hospitalities with foreign Powers that most | 
desirable feeling of amity and respect, which it is 
¿so eminently our duty and policy as a nation to 
maintain, without the indispensable patronage of 
the Government they belong to. Sir, this is noth- 
ing more than naked justice, ana so far myself 
from being horror-stricken at the provisions of 
this bill, | would be glad to have it improved by 
the amendments proposed by the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Jones,] some time back, in refer- 
ence to the additional grades in the service, thereby 
perfecting the navy of our Union, and making it, 
in all respects, equal with all others. Sir, these 
| Opinions may surprise some of my friends with 
whom I have acted, but they are the same that I 
have always cherished, and hold myself ready to 
defend—but not on the grounds assumed by my 


i 


|, He christens it a party measure, and holds, after an 
| eloquent description of the reform and retrench- 
; ment measures promised by this Administration, 
that he will-hold as responsible for this most ex- 
travagant proposition the Administration and its 
‘friends! Sir, how is this when, in the same 
breath, he tells us that one-third of the Administra- 
tion party is opposed to the bill, and that the two- 
thirds is made up by the opposition members of 
| the House? The two averments are admirably 
| reconciled to eachother. Sir, so far as I have 
seen or heard anything in this discussion, it is 
totally exempt from all spirit of party. I go for 
the improvement of this great arm of the National 
Government upon principles of national policy 
, and right. Party feeling and party interest never 
i entered into my brain. When reflecting or act- 
‘ing on it, party feeling is dead, as it should be, in 
: yeference to it, except so far as it may concern the 
; common interest of our common country. 
The gentleman from Kentucky did not seem to 
expect support from the western country for this 
ibill. Sir, | admit with him that an‘ opposition 
| might justly and fairly have been anticipated from 
our quarter, The close, and partial, and exclu- 
| sive policy of those on the sea-board to our west- 
i ern interests, was well calculated to make us re- 
: turn the compliment on this, and on all other such 
occasions. But I have ever regarded the navy of 
: our country as a subject of the deepest and most 
i thrilling nationalinterest. I have sunk, and have 
‘always been willing to sink, my feelings of local 
| or sectional interest, in a question that involved 
: the common welfare, glory, and perpetuity of the 
! country. Born and nurtured in the back-woods; 
| a buckeye in feeling and thought, in education, 
habits, and action, | trust, as a Representative on 
i this floor, I shall never forget the obligations thus 
‘imposed upon me by that station of common | 
national, indivisible interest. Thus, sir, I regard | 
i the bill which proposes to protect-and sustain the 
i navy of our Union. I have never seen the 
| ocean, never inhaled a breeze from the salt water. 
|, I have never but once trod the deck of a man-of- 
| war, and have yet to see a ship of the first class 
i under sail. But I hopeand believe, sir, if I know 
|| myself, that there is that within me, which, if I were | 
i| on the extremest boundary of our western fron- 
| tiers, would never, never make me forget that I 
| was an American citizen—would never subdue the | 
feelings of proud exultation which I still remem- 
ber of having felt in early boyhood, when hear- 
| ing of the result of the well-fought batiles of our 
gallant tars upon the high seas—nor make me 
pause upon a proposition to amend the unjust pol- 
icy of the Government towards them, for the gal- į 
i lantry they have displayed, the privations they are 
; still enduring, and thedemands which -they now 
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protect your exiled citizens, cultivate by recip- ji 


honorable friend from Kentucky, (Mr. Haroin.] | 


their country. Again, sir, we are told of the pen- 
į sions already received by the widows of deceased 

naval officers; and my friend before me has in- 
| stanced one in his own neighborhood. lam glad 
it is so, and that she is comforiable; and I wish 
to God that I could say as much of the widows 
of the living officers of our navy. Iknow one, 
sir, whose residence is not out of sight of the 
| Capitol, who may now indeed be within the sound 
of my voice, whose gallant husband is on a two 
| or three years’ cruise in the Pacific, and whose 
i salary amounts to the miserable pittance of eleven 

hundred dollars; the one-half of which he has di- 
vided with a lovely and growing family, consist- 
ing of his wife and some five or six children; and 
out of this sum he must interchange civilities as 
commandant of the station with the cfficers of 
| all other Governments he may happen to find 
i there. 

Sir, if you méan to have a navy that will an- 

i Swer the just purposes and expectations of the 
| Government, you must expect to pay for it; but | 
yet we are furnished with a history of the enor- 
mous sums paid to different crews, or received by 
them in the shape of prize money. Well, sir, it 
is earned only in time of war, and well earned 
then, Mr. Speaker—earned as much for the coun- 
try as for the sailor who enjoys it; for it is a re- 
ciprocal benefit to the country, and whoever the 
country may employ totakeit. By crippling the 
| resources of the enemy, you add to the country’s 
strength, no matter into whose pockets the plunder 
goes, or if one farthing should never reach thé 
coffers of your Treasury. But my worthy friend 
has had his sensibilities excited, also, by the ap- 
pearance of navy officers in the city, and has 
told you, that instead of their “march” being ‘on 
the mountain wave, and their home upon the 
deep,” their ‘march is now from the tavern to the 
Capitol, and their home in our gallery.” He seems 
offended at the appointment of a committee to 
come on here to explain to the members of this 
House and its committee, matter which could 
never have been furnished elsewhere. Why, sir, 
is there any thing unjust or presumptuous in this? 
Their every thing is at stake; the rules and prin- 
ciples by which they are to be governed, perhaps 
for the balance of their lives; their whole future 
i destiny dependent on the decision of the House 
| this day, sir, upon the fate of thig bill, and they 
j debarred the common privileges of American free- 
men, of expressing their opinions, or giving their 
| advice, when it is really indispensable to correct 
| action, and denied a seat in the gallery to ascer- 
tain the result! 

l am unable to perceive or appreciate the enor- 
mity of this offence. The officers of the army 
do, also, come here, and they have the right to 
come; and I think che honorable gentleman will 
find two army to one naval officer at this time in 
the city; and so great was this grievance, as 
complained of by the Secretary of War, from the 
too frequent visitations of his troops here last 
winter, that he had to issue a proclamation to 
keep them off, during the session of Congress, as 
every gentleman here must remember, The order 
was revoked, and with at least as much propriety 
as it was made, but we all know the fact. 
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H 
The officers of the navy, then, have done no 
more than other people—they have loohed a little 
after their own interests—ithey found them in 
jeopardy, and came, for the last time, to their 
rescue, Sir, I deny thatthe navy is the ‘ spoiled 
child of the Government.” She is the abused, 
neglected, cast off member of the family. It is 
time her injuries should be redreesed, her serviceg 
rewarded--no better time could have happened 
than the present—even the vote upon the present 
bill, sir, may be regarded ag big with the fate of 
the dearest interests of the country. Sir, it may, 
it will have an important bearing, as it should, 

upon our foreign relations—it will show that the’ 
people are awakened to a sense of the df- 
culties that are approaching, and to a correct ap- 
| preciation of the same. Noman can look at the 
papers from the East this morning, and not be sat- 
| isfied that a war-cloud is now lowering upon us; 
| it is plainly visible, sir, at least in the horizon sif 
| mistake not, it will soon be upon us, and if I had, 
| or could have my way, so far from being staggered 
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| have, and are entitled to make, on the justice of 


| by the provisions of this bill, I would add the 
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fall amount claimed by this Government from the | 


French as an extra appropriation for repairing the 
navy, and completing the fortifications of the 
country, and by hard knocks, make the French 
pay the whole expense for the trouble of collecting 
our just debts in that way. 


It will come to that at lag, and when we send | 


off our gallant seamen to undertake the work, let 
those who are now anxiously watching the results 
of our deliberations, start with light hearts and 


faller pockets, leaving a better prospect of com- ; 
forts and happiness behind them, and entering” 


with increased ardor and renewed spirit into the 
service of a country liberal enough to reward and 


honor them; at least, sir, the bill shall have my | 


hearty and most ardent support. 


Mr. CHILTON here moved the previous ques- 
tión. s 

Mr. WARD moved a call of the House. 

»On this question, Mr. HARDIN cailed for the 
yeas and nays; which were ordered, and taken; 
when there appeared—yeas 101, nays 103. 

So the House refused to second the call, 

The question was then taken on seconding the 
previous question; which was decided, by teilers, 
in the affirmative—ayes 116, noes 24, 

The main question, “ Shall the bdi pass?” was 


then put and taken by yeas and nays—yeas 117, 


2; as foliows: 


nays 10 
Messrs. John Q. Adams, John Adams, 


YEAS— 


Heman Allen, Anthony, Archer, Ashley, Banks, 7 


Barner, Barniz, Bates, Baylies, Beale, Bell, Bioney, 
Bodle, Boon, Briggs, Brown, Bail, Burd, Burges, 
Cage, Cambreieng, Campbell, Carmichael, Cham- 
bers, 


William Clark, Clay, Crayton, Coffee, i' 


Cramer, Crane, Crockett, Darlington, Deberry, ` 


Denny, Dickson, Evans, Edward Everett, Horace 

a aa = > vey a ? 

Everett, Ewing, Ferris, Filmore, Fuster, Palton 
’ 5 ’ ’ 


Gamble, Garand, Gholson, Gorham, Grennell, ; 


Hannegan, tlazelcine, Heath, Henderson, How- 
eil, Lluntingiun, William Jackson, Eveaezer Jack- 


gon, William Cost Johnson, Richard M. Johnson, © 
vanagh, King, : 


Henry Johnson, Seaborn Jones, Ka 
Lane, Lay, Lincoln, Love, Loyall, Lucas, Lytle, 
Manning, Martindale, Marshall, John Y. Mason, 
MeComas, Mc 
gan, Miner, Moore, Morgan, Murphy, Parker, 
Patton, Dutee J. Pearce, Phillips, Pickens, Pinck- 
ney, Pope, Potts, Reed, Rencher, William B. 
Shepard, Slade, Sloane, Spangler, Steele, Stod- 
dert, William P ‘Taylor, P. Thomas, Trumbull, 


Km, MeKinley, Mercer, Milli- | 


Turner, Tweedy, Vance, Vanderpoel, Van Llou- ; 


ten, Vinton, Ward, Watnough, White, Frederick | 


Whittlesey, Elisha Whittlesey, Wilde, Wilson, | 


Wise, and Young—118. 
NAYS—Messrs, Jobn 


J. Allen, Chilton Atlan, - 
Wiibam Allen, Barringer, Bean, Beardsley, Beatty, `: 


Beaumont, Bockes, Bunch, Burns, Bynum, Carr, : 


Casey, Chaney, Chilton, Chinn, Clairborn, Sam- 
ue: Clark, Clowney, Connor, Coulter, Day, Dick- 
erson, Dunlap, Forester, Fowler, Philo C. Fuller, 
Wiliam K. Fuller, Galbraith, Gillet, Gilmer, 
Gordon, Grakam, Gr 
Thomas H. Halt, Halsey, Hamer, Hard, Hardin, 
Harper, [larrison, Hathaway, Hawkins, Hawes, 
Hiester, Hubbard, Inge, Janes, Jarvis, Noadiah 
Johnsen, Cave Johnson, Benjamin Jones, Kil- 
gore, Kinnard, Lansing, 
Lewis, Lyon, Abijah Mann, Joet K. Mann, Mar- 
dis, Moses Mason, Mvy, Melntire, McKay, 
cLene, McVean, Miller, Henry Mitchell, Rob- 
ert Michell, Muhlenberg, Osgood, 
Patterson, Franklin Pierce, Pierson, 
Potk, Ramsay, Reyn 
Augustine H. Shepper 


Satherland, William Taylor, Francis Thomas, 


T ill, Wagener, Wardwell, Webe.: °° 
ON duria ea ii i ation he may possess 


ster, Whallon, and W illams—102. 
So the bill was passed. 


0. H. DIBBLE. 


the accounts of O. H. Dibble was next taken up, 


17 


Page, Parks, : 
Piummer, |. 


ayson, Griffin, Joseph Hall, : 


Laporte, Lea, Lee, | 


olds, Robertson, Schenck, | 
d, Shinn, Smith, Sandifer, | 
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i -Washington and Georgetown, in this District. 


The joint resnintion relative to the settlement of |, The following bills from the House of Repre- 


* sentatives were read twice and referred: 


PUBLIC DEPOSITES. 

The House then took up the motion submitted : 
‘some days since by Mr. PLUMMER, tO recon- | 
sider the vote on the amendment offered by Mr. 
, Binney to the bill regulating the deposite of the 
| public moneys of the United States in certain local | 


| Mr. POLK addressed the House, and pro- | 
i pounded some inquiries to Mr. Binney, in rela- : 
‘tion to the nature and intention of his amend- į 
iment. ‘ 


Mr. BINNEY replied. He added that he had , 


Í 


li banks. 


i no special objection to the reconsideration; for he | 


|| believed he couid convince the House of the pro- | 


| priety of his amendment. 
i Mr. POLK resumed his remarks, but finally 
gave way to a motion for adjournment. 
Ou motion of Mr. MANN, of New York, 
The House then adjourned. 


| 
| 
| 
IN SENATE. | 
| 
The VICE PRESIDENT communicated a let- | 
; ter from the Treasury Department, transmitting į 
a statement of the contracts authorized, and pay- ; 
ments made by that department for the year ; 
1834. | 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. | 
| Mr. PRENTISS, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, reported the Llouse bill granting a pension 

i to Simeon Meachum, without amendment. 
Mr. McKEAN, from the Committee on Pen- 


` sions, reported the House bills granting pensions || 
to Peter Doxtator and Jacob Weaver, without | 
amendment; and intimated that when the bills ; 


should be called up, he would move for their 
indefinite postponement. 


Samuel M. Asberry and Francis St. Cuir, without 


amendment;and with the expression of an opinion | 


by the committee against the passage of the last 
named bill. 
DUTIES ON IMPORTS. 


Mr. BUCHANAN, on leave given,—previous | 


notice having been dispensed with,—introduced a |) 


: bill further to suspend the operation of certain 
provisions of ‘* An act io alter and amend the sev 
eral acts imposing duties on imports, approved 

: 14h July, 1834,” which was read twice by unan- | 

imous consent, and referred to the 

Finance. 

WALTER LOOMIS AND ABEL GAY. 
On motion of Mr. TOMLINSON, the Senat 
considered, as in Committee of the Whole, the 


bill for the relief of Walter Loomis and Abel Gay; |: 


! when it was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
: third time. 
RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 

The following resolutions, lying on the table, 
> were considered@and adopted: 

By Mr. HENDRICKS: 
: Resolved, That the Secret 
! to canse a survey to be ma 
: Maumee bay through the 
i Indiana, to or near the rap 


ary of War be directed 
de of a road from the 
morthern counties of | 
ids of Ilinois river, | 

and thence to the Mississippi fiver, to some pomt | 
between Rock Island and Quincy. | 
By Mr. KENT: i 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury | 
be directed to transmit to the Senate any inform- | 
in relation to the obstruc- | 
between | 


tions in the navigation ef the Potomac 


| HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


if get 


li years in lieu theren 


Mr. TOML:NSON, from the same committee, | 
reported the Floure biils granting pensions to.: 


Committee on |: 


1; 
E; 


Vor. 2. 


Novi: 


A bili to increase the’ pay of the navy.of the 
United States; 

A supplement to the act authorizing an exten- 
‘sion of the lateral branch of the Baltimore and 
Ohio railroad within the District of Coiumcia; and 

A bill to allow additional compensation to the 
‘district attorney of the United States, for the dis- 
‘ trict of South Carolina. 


OFFENCES AGAINST THE URITED STATES. 


On motion of Mr. CLAYTON, the Senate con- 
sidered, as in Committee of the Whole, the bill 
amendatory of the act for the punishment of 
offences against the United States. 

Mr. CLAYTON yose briefly to explain the pro- 
| visions of the bill, Tle said the object of the 

Judiciary Committee in reporting it, was to define 
| and punish the revolt of crews of American ships. 


1, The act of 1820 makes revolt a crime punishable 


| with death, but does not define the offence. The 


; courts have given ita construction aboat which, it 
is true, there is now no doubt; but it was thought 


statute. 
changes the punishment. In practice, criminals 
| of this description often escape punishment alto- 
her, owing to the excessive severity now im- 
| posed upon the offence. it was therefore thought 
best by the commitiee to define it and attach such 
severe punishment to it as would effectually sup- 
press it, ; 

Mr. CLAYTON then moved to amend the bill 
; by striking out three years’ confinement at hard 
labor, at tue discretion of the court, as the maxi- 
| mum Cf punishment for revolt, and inserting ten 
f; which was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. CLAYTON, the bill was 
further amended by striking out one year and 
| inserting five years’ imprisonment as the extremity 
of pumsiment for inciting to revolt. : 

Oa his motion the bill was further amended by 
increasing the maximum of punishment from one 
to five years’ imprisonment against captains, 
mates, &c., for cruel béating of seamen. — i 


i 
| 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 


isians of the biil, it was reported to thé Senate, 
i, and the amendments were concurred in. ; 

i ? Mr. SHEPLEY then moved: to strike out ihe 
i; words in the bill which authorized punishment to 
l be extended to neglect of duly. : 

Mr. CEAYTON opposed the motion, ow the 
; ground that it was only designed tu apply to con- 


| spiracies by the crew to neglect their duties, so as 


to endanger ihe safety of the ship and crew. 
The motion wus disagreed to, and the bill was 
then ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, 


CHARLES J. CATLETT. 


On motion of Mr. NAUDAIN, the Senate pro- 
! ceeded to consider, as in Committee of the W hole, 
the bill for the relief of Charles J. Canett, 

[This bill provides payment for a large quantity 
of tobacco, together with a binlding: in which a 
portion of it was stored, at Magruder’s Ferry 
warehouse, Nottingham warehouse, and Cedar 
Point warehouse, on the Chesapeake Bay, which 
was destroyed by the British troops, during the 
last war.} 

The merits of the bill were discuased et some 
length by Messrs. NAUDAIN, BELL, and 


| S BPLEY, who contended that the case did not 


: come within the principle which had heretofore 
, governed Congress in making compensation for 
. private properly destroyed by the enemy in time 
: of war. 

' The opposite ground was taken by Messrs 
: TYLER, POINDEXTER, KING, of Alabama, 
and FRELINGHUYSEN. 

The question being on the engrossment of the 
bill, Mr. SHEPLEY asked for the yeas and hays; 
which were ordered, and are as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bibb, Clay, Cuthbert. Ewing, 
Goldsborough, Grundy, Kane, Kent, King of 
Alabama, Lint, McLean, Mangum, Moore, Poin- 


better by the committee to give ita definition “by: 
There is another feature of the bill—it - 


After some further explanation of the legal pro~: 
+ 5 
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dexter, Porter, Robbins, Smith, Southard, Tyler, 
Waggaman, Webster, W hite—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bells Benton, Black, Brown, | 
Buchanan, Calhoun, Clayton, Frelinghuysen, | 
~ Hendricks, Hill, King of Georgia, Knight, Mor- 
ris, Naudain, Prentiss, Preston, Ruggles, Shep- | 
ley, Swift, Tallmadge, Tipton, Tomlinson, į 
Wright—23. 2 

So the Senate refused to order the bill to be 
engrossed. 


7 THE FOUR YEARS’ LAW. 


The Senate then proceeded to the special order, 
being the bill to repeal the act limiting the term 
of certain officers, commonly called the four years’ 
law. A 
Mr. GRUNDY resumed and concluded his re- 
marks in opposition to the bill, when 

Mr. BIBB rose and.said, he did not intend to 
enter into a debate on this question, but to bring 
forward certain facts which the honorable Sena- 
tor from Tennessee [Mr. Gruxny] had found con- 
venient to pass over. The*Senate were awaré 
that by extracting certain passages and paragraphs, 
facts might be made to appear far different from 
what they really were. ‘hat honorable Senator 
had, by reading sentences from the bill, and re- | 
ferring to former votes on the subject, ingeniously , 
attemptea to place gentlemen there in the pre- 
dicament of having changed their opinions on this 
subject. Mr. B. then went on to show, by read- ! 
ing from documents, and to explain how the for- 
mer bill on that subject had been disposed of, and ! 
in such a way as he thought would exculpate Sena- į 
tors from the charge brought against them. 

Mr. CLAYTON rose, he sgid, to correct the 
statement made by the Senator from.Tennessee 
(Mr. Grouwpy] with regard to the resolution call- 
ing upon the President for his reasons for making 
a removal ina certain instance. The honorable 


Senator had mentioned that as the only instance of || 


the kind; but he believed there were many more. 
‘Mr. C. then mentioned several other instances | 
where the Senate had called on the President for 
his reasons. Among others he referred to the | 
proceedings with respect to the ‘Panama mis- | 
sion,” and the case of the dismissal of certain 
military, officers, where the nominees had been re- 
jected, not on account of any objection to them, 
but because the Senate thought that others ought 
to have the places. : 
Mr. C. had no doubt of the propriety of calling 
+, Upon the President for information with regard 
to dismissals. But the question before the Senate 
was, not whether the President had the power of 
removal, or not, but whether Congress had a right | 
to regulate thit power by law or not. He was 
aware that the honorable Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
Ewine] had placed the question on the ground of 
the constituttonality of that power; and it might, 
perhaps, be so nearly allied to this bill 'as to come | 
within the scope of discussion; but still that was: 
not the question to be decided by the Senate. 
Mr. C. did not deny the right of removal; he! 
stood on the samé ground as the decision of 1798. | 
In this,. he differed. with most of his political ; 
friends. He also differed with the opposers of | 
the bill, inasmuch as he thought that the power 
flowed, not from the general grant, that all exe! 
ecutive power should be vested: in the President, | 
but in that part where it says the President shall | 
see the law executed; and hence it might be regu- | 
lated by law. i 


by the Constitution. And where that power was 
exercised by, the President for self-agzrandizement | 
and political purposes, all would agree that he | 
ought to be impeached. But how was he to be 
impeached? That was a difficult question. i 
Mr. C. said the only control the Senate had over | 
the power of removal was the right of rejection. 
And if a meritorious officer, who had discharged 
his duty with fidelity and good faith, should be 
removed, the only remedy was to reject the parti- 
san who might be nominated by the President to | 
fill his place; and this he would do, rejecting the į 
first, the second, third, and so on, ad infinitum. | 
Such was the maxim he had laid down as the role | 
of his conduct, and without information he should | 
not know how to act. He thought the Senator | 
from Tennessee [Mr. Grunpy] had artfully at- 
. tempted to give the question a political cast, He | 


H 
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i deprecated such a course, and hoped the question 


l| the Senate acted from party motives, would it not 


. Impeachment seemed to be the i 
only restraint on executive power contemplated ji 


would not be decided by a party. vote. 
Mr. C. was anxious thatthe reasons of the Presi- 

dent should be brought to light and spread before 

the people. It was a favor that every dismissed 

officer had a right todemand. The charges had 

been madeé, and would be filed away in the re-| 
cesses of the Post Office or some other office. 

The accused would be debarred from ever seeing 

or knowing what they were, and some fiftv years 

afterwards, these charges, made against him by 

a political enemy, and lodged on therecords of some 

departnient, might be brought forward against his 
posterity. Tor such reasons he should vote for 

the bill. 

. Mr. CUTHBERT had the greatest respect for 

the intelligence, learning, and moral qualities of 
the honorable Senator from Delaware, [Mr. CLar- 

TON.) He would appeal to him, what would be 

the effect if the doctrine he had advocated should 

be carried out, that of strenuously rejecting all | 
appointments, if not made to suit hisown notions? | 
He would ask the Senator if, in thusacting, he was 
himself free entirely from party motives? And if 


be impeachable as well as the President? What 
would be the character, then, of the Senate? It 
would be perpetually occupied in examining ‘rea- 
i sons and rejecting nominations. He would repeat; 
what would be the character of the Senate? 

Mr. CLAYTON replied briefly. The Senate 
; was: not impeachable; but there is another remedy 
provided to correct abuses in that body. But the 
| President was impeachable. 
| Mr. CUTHBERT replied in a few words; 
when 

Mr. POINDEXTER, rising, expressed an 
intention, if the debate was to be continued, of 
offering his views on the subject under consider- 
ation, ` f 

The question was called for from different parts 
of the House; but Mr. CALHOUN moved to 
adjourn; which was agreed to. 

When the Senate adjourned. 


. 


“HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, ` 


Tuurspay, February 19, 1835. 

Mr. A. H. SHEPPERD rose, and stated that 
his name had been inadvertently omitted in the 
yeas and nays on the engrossment of the navy 
pay bill. He had voted in the negative on that 
question, and he moved that his vote be recorded; 
which was agreed to. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES, 


of the General Assembly of Virginia, on the sub- ! 
ject of certain revolutionary claims; which were 
laid on the table and directed to be printed. 

Mr. DICKINSON, from the Committee on In- 
| dian Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of certain 
; Choctaw Indians; which was read twice and com- 
; mitted. 

Mr. CHINN, from the Committee on the Dis- | 
trict of Columbia, reported a bill concerning the | 
orphans’ court of the county of Washington, in | 
the District of Columbia; which was read twice, 
and. committed. 


Mr. CHINN, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported the following resolu- | 
tion; which was rejected: 

Resolved, That this House will, on Monda 
next, from and after the hour of twelve, proceed 
to consider bills reported by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. GILMER, from the Committee on Indian 
| Affairs, reported a bill to secure in perpetuity to 
the Cherokee Indtans residing east of the Missis- 
sippi, a country west of that river; to extinguish 
their rights of ownership in Georgia; to pravide 
for the removal of such as are desirous of emigra- 
ting, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
and committed. 

.Mr. GILMER, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill making appropriations for holding 
Indian treaties; which was read twice and referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. VAND 
Í the District of 


i 
i 


| 
ERPOEL, from the Committee on | 


Columbia, reported a bill to incor- i 


i 


Mr. CHINN, on leave, presented resolutions |! 


| 


porate the Alexandria Savings Society; which was 
read twice and committed. 


Mr. KING, from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, reported a bill for the suppression 
of lotteries, and the sale of lottery tickets, in the 
District of Columbia; which was read twice and 
committed. 

Mr. PINCKNEY, from a special committee, 
reported a bill for the relief of the legal represent- 
ative of Thomas W. Bacot, late of Charleston, 
South Carolina, deceased; which was read twice 
and committed. 


Mr. C. ALLAN, from the Committee on Ter- 


i! ritories, reported, with an amendment, a bill from 


the Senate, granting to the corporation of the 
borough of Mackinaw a lot of ground for public 
purposes. The amendment was adopted, and the 
bill ordered to be read a third time. 


Mr. YOUNG, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, reported, without amendment, the 
bill from the Senate for the relief of George Hurl- 
but; which was committed. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported a bill to fix the number and 
compensation of the officers of the customs, and 
to alter certain collection districts; which was read 
twice, committed to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and made the special 
order of the day for Thursday next. 


On motion of Mr. SUTHERLAND, two thou- 
sand extra copies of the foregoing bill were ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND, from the same commit- 
tee, reported, without amendment, the bill from 
the Senate making an appropriation for certain 
improvements at Mobile Point, and in Mobile bay; 
which was committed. 

Mr. MUHLENBERG, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief 
of the iegal representative of Captain John Wil- 
son, ees which was read twice and com- 
mitted. 


Mr. MAY, from the Committee on Private 


|| Land Claims, made an unfavorable report upon a 


petition which had been referred to said committee. 

Mr. KINNARD, from the Committee on Rev- 
olationary Claims, madean unfavorable report on 
| the petition of John M. S. McKnight, administra- 
| tor of Dr. Charles McKnight. 

Mr. KINNARD, from the same committee, 
made an unfavorable report on the petition of 
Marcus Brown. 

Which reports were severally ordered to be 
printed, 

Mr. SEVIER made an appeal to the Elouse to 
take up and order to a third reading several bills 
which had some days previous passed through 
committee relating to the Territories, and which 
were of great importance to those concerned. He, 
however, varied his motion, to allow Mr. Hawes 
an opportunity of making a report from a com- 
| mittee. 


WEST POINT ACADEMY. 

Mr. HAWES, from the select committee 
raised on the subject, made a report, accompanied 
: by a bill to modify the system of military instruc- 
tion in the West Point Academy; which was read 


i! twice, 


Mr. HAWES moved that the bill be committed 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


i| Union, and that the bill, together with the report, 


be printed. 

Mr. DICKERSON called for the r 
i bill; which being read, 
| Mr. D. rose and said, Mr. Speaker, I regret 
| that I am called upon to attempt to arrest the prog- 
| ress of the committee, and particularly at this 
stage of their proceeding. But I consider it my 
duty, now, here to object, not only to the printing 
of this report, but to its reception in this House 
as the report of the committee. 

As to the duties and privileges of committees of 
i this House, I contend, in the first place, that it is 
; necessary that every member should be present, 
: Or have an opportunity of being present, at the 
meetings of the committee, and if they have not 
that opportunity, no. report can be made which 
can with propriety be considered the report of 
i that committee. i 


eading ofthe 


| 
| 
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[Th of the committee [Mr. Hawes] 
here inquired whether the gentleman from New 
Jersey intended to assert or insinuate that the 
committee had not been properly summoned.] 

Mr. D. proceeded. 1 have no such intention; 
but state the general proposition, and will let the 
House understand the use l intend to make of it 
before I sit down; and from the feelings of friend- 
ship which I have for the chairman and, indeed, 
for all of the majority of the committee, I have an 
assurance that any remarks which [ may make 
upon this subject will not be considered personal 
or of an unfriendly character. 

Í contend, furcher, that it is not only the privi- 
lege of every member of a committee, but their 
duty, to consult together and discuss the matters 
submitted to their investigation. This is‘an essen- 
tial privilege of each member, and the duty of 
all. If, then, a majority of a committee should 
deprive the minority of this privilege, Í insist that 
any report which should be made under the cir- 
eumstances could not be considered as the report 
of the committee. In this respect the report of 
a committee may justly be compared with the 
report of arbitrators or referees, their report may |, 
be valid and effectual, if signed by a majority} |i 
but it is essential to its validity that it be the n 
result of the consultation of the whole, although | 
by the terms of the submission.it be agreed that Hi 
the report of the majority shall be final and con- 
clusive. 

In order to show the application of the princi- | 
ples which 1 have submitted to the House, I will |; 
now proceed to state the facts connected with the |: 
case; and Í take this course, not from any personal |: 
considerations, but because | believe that if the i; 
report be received and adopted as the report of a; 
committee composed of a member from each State, | 
it woyld have an effect prejudicial to the institu- į 
tion; and believing as I do that the institution is | 
one which ought not to be destroyed, l cannot |. 
consent to any meesure which in my opinion will | 
have that tendency. 

It will be recollected by the [louse that this 
committee was organized in the early part of the |: 
session. Soon afterwards they had a meeting. į; 
A majority of the committee appeared, and L have 
no doubt but that all were regularly summoned. ; 
Upor that occasion a sub-committee of five was | 
appointed to investigate certain points which were |) 
designated, and to make report thereon to the 
main committee. ldo not at this moment recol- 
lert the exact words of the réSoiution appointing 
that sub-committee, but my impression was, and 
stil is, that the duty assigned to that sub-com- 
mittee was to report the facts which were desig- 
nated in the resolution, and not to report argu- 
menis or conclusions. The ‘investigation of the 
facts necessary to enable the committee at large |: 
to draw their conclusions, was a duiy which could $ 
not well have been performed by the whole com- | 
mittee, and therefore that duty was assigned to a 
sub-committee, by whom it could more conve- 
mently be executed. Another circumstance which |; 
satishes me that I am correct in my im 
as to the duty of the sub-committee is, 
original resolution which was introduced before 
the committee for the appointment of this sub- 
committee, authorized them in very terms to report 
their “opinion” upon the different points of inves- | 
ugation. This feature in the resolution became ;: 
the subject of discussion before the committee, and 
upon my motion the word * opinion’? was stricken 
out of the resolution, and, as I understood it, upon 
the express ground that the sub-committee were | 
to report the facts only. | would never have con 
sented to delegate the whole power of the com 
mittee to the sub-committee, but was willing that 
they should report the facts, in order that the 
committee might discuss those facts, and make 
such conclusions, and report thereon, as the case | 
might require. About ten days ago the commit- 
(ee were again summoned to meet in the evening, 
upon which occasion nineteen of the committee 
appeared. {attended that meet 


ng, expecting to; 
hear a report of the facts called for by the resolu- 
tion appointing the sub-co 


f 


i 
i 
1 
! 
i 
{ 


mmittee, and to proceed 
to execute the duty assigned to us by this House, 
by discussing the matters referred to US, and 
reporting the result of our deliberations. But 
instead of this, a full report 1s made by the sub- 
committee, occupying more thun two hours 1 


i 
1 
i 
i 
i 
f 


i 
į 


i 
H 


ing togmy recollection; and that vote taken in 
_ opposition to the wishes of the minority, who į 
i claimed the right before voting to examine the |; 
i report. 


| he cannot have the opportunity, when assembled, 


‘innocent. A majority attended the meeting. 


; Could the genul 


‘and he would admit that he was very wise. 


‘the committee adjourned to mee 
tH Brown’s 


i by the gentleman 
į the report i 
l! report of the whole committee. 


` the chairman, took 
| was finally taken, and 
: sub-committee were adopted—ayes 10, noes 8, ʻi 
i (one member having 


| present at its meetings, if they choose. T 
i man had no authority 
: In this instance ali 
i out of the twenty- 


reading, and containing facts, opinions, argu- 
ments, and conclusions, accompanied.by the bill 


which has just been read. The reading of this | 
report occupied the time until a late hour at night, | 
H 


when it was adopted. Yes, sir, this report of the 


sub-committee, which had occupied them most of |! 


the session to make, and taken more than two 


hours to read, and embracing a great variety of |: 
‘facts and of statistical tables, was adopted by 


the committee by a vote of ten to nine, accord- 


In this respect, I consider that injustice 
as been done, and that the minority of that com- 
nittee have been deprived of their rights. No 


iscussion of the important measure under con- 
ideration; and it places the report upon the same 
ground that it would have stood, if the minority 
of the committee had never been summoned to 
attend the meeting. It is a mere mockery to 
summon a member of a committee to attend, if 


of executing, in a free, deliberate, and proper | 
manner, the duties which are assigned to him, by 
his appointment. 

Mr. D. concluded by moving that the report 
and bill be recommitted to the committee. 

Mr. HA WES (the chairman of the select com- 
mittee) said this was a most singular proceeding. | 


He thought the House would be of the same /) 


opinion when the facts should be stated. He 
would ask if such was the sanctity of this institu- 
tion that a committee of twenty four members, | 
selected from each State in the Union, were not at 
liberty to make a report in relation to it? ft was 
a part of the Government, and was under the 
control of Congress. What do wesee here? An 
objection has been made at the very outset to a | 
report which he was bold to say would blow the 
institution to atoms. - 


| Ina fewdaysafter the committee was appointed H 
‘he had called a meeting of the same. 1 j 
a summons to every member of the committee, 


He had sent 


did not receive them he, at least, was | 
In. 
f the committee; it 


and if they 


consequence of the largeness o 
was deemed expedient to appoin 
of five, to collect facts and report to the committee. 
eman from N 


plaining them; that they would | 
give figures without explaining them? 


he was a w 


fter a laborious investiga- í 


pportunity was given for the examination or |; 


t a sub-committee |; 


ew Jersey (Mr. Dicr- |! 
ERSON] expect that ths sub-committee would report |; 
: the facts without ex 
If he did, | 
iser man than he supposed him to be; |; 


| had also requested. the chairman to. furnish.them 
' with the report and documents, for the purpose, 
as he understood , thata review ofthe report m ight 
be prepared. He declined farnishing the report 
: buttendered the documents which formed its basis, 
‘in order that the minority might, if they thought 
; proper, draw up a counter report. He was told 
‘that a portion of the majority were in favor of 
i submitting the report to the minority;:to which he 
: replied that, under the circumatances of the.case, 
‘ he would take the responsibility of withholding it. 

Thegg were the facts which preceded the. report 


which he had just made; and he would leave itto 
; the House to say whether or not the course pur- 
: sued by the gentleman from New. Jersey [Mr. 
: Dicker30n] was not most extraordinary and.un- 
- called for. ; 

When Mr. HAWES conciuded his. remarks, 
several genthemen rose to address the House, but 
: farther proceedings on the subject were arrested 
‘by a motion submitted by 
| ‘Mr. POLK, to proceed to the consideration of 
: the orders of the day; which was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
‘owing message from the President of the United 
, States; which was committed to a Committee of 
i the Whole on the state of the Union, and directed 
: to be printed. - 


f Wasnincton, February 18th, 1835. 
: To the House of Representatives: ` 
Since my messuge a few days ago relating to 
| Choctaw reservations, other documents on the 
| same subject have been received from the locating 
agent, which are mentioned in the accompanying 
; report of the Secretary of War, and which ! also 
! transmit herewith for the information and consid- 


i eration of Congress. 
ANDREW JACKSON. 


‘ REPORT FROM SECRETARY OF TREASURY: 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
‘letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, enclos- 
| ing a statement of the contracts entered into by 
the department in the year 1834, pursuant to the 
geverai acts of Congrcss; which was laid on the 
table and ordered to be printed. ; 


DEPOSITE BANKS. 


The bill to regulate the deposite of the public 
; moneys of the United States in certain local banks’ 
was taken up. : ; 

The question pending was the motion of Mr. 
| Piummen, to reconsider the vote of the Housé 
adopting tne following amendment of Mr. Birney’ 


The sub-committee, a 
tion, announced to him (M 
prepared to report. He again ca 
the committee. The meeting took place. 


r. L.) that they were; 
lled a meeting of | 
The : 


Jouse met at eleven o’clock Bnd for want of time |j 
tat his room at |! 


on the same evening, Each member | 


was notified to attend. A majority of the com- 
The sub-committee made 
The bill was not read 
jally set forth in the con- 


clusion of the report. proposition was made 


from 


sub-committee be adopted ag the 


of the 


was discussed fully and freely. 


thatthe gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Asntey] 


: made two- speeches, the gentleman from Ohio, !: 
i [Mr. Arrex,] and the gent 


leman from Indiana, ; 


Hanvecan,] also made speeches. Indeed, | 


1 the members presen 
part in the debate. The vote 
the report and bill of the 


{ Mr. 
he believed that a! 


left the room) H was th 
ember-of a committee to be! 
he chair- | 
to force their attendance. | 
were summoned, and nineteen | 
four attended. The minority | 
of the committee asked that the report should not 
be made forthwith. The majority 


privilege of every m 


; request i : ; 
: ee required. Under the instructions of the com- 
| mittee, he should have reported on yesterday ifhe 


had been permitted by the House. The minority 


i; “fifth of the arnount o 


Alabama [Mr. Lewis] that |, 


1 
This proposttion |; 
Tle recollected i 

| 


t, except |i 


7 
yielded to this i| Biswey] were to be pla 
and they were allowed one more day than i 


to the bill: ; 

Strike out the second article of the section, and 
in lieu thereof insert the following: 

s Po keep in its vaults an amount of specie 
«which, together with the balance ofall its accounts 
| ‘with specie paying banks, shall be equal to cne- 
f its notes and bills in cir 
‘culation, and its public and private deposites.”? 

At the end ofthe fourth article of the second 
ection insert two additional articles as follows: 

s Fifihly. To do and perform the duties of 
pension agent without any allowance or com= 
| ‘pensation, except for the actual cost of books and 

‘ stationery. E 

“ Sixthly. 
'¢ Treasury, 


To pay interest quarterly into the 
at the rate of ten percent. perannums 


| con the average balance of the public moneys on 


i| t deposite, over and above a sum which shall be 


i tequal to five per ceytum of its capital actually 
1 That no interest be payabie 
| ¢ when the said average quarterly balance does not 
| ‘exceed fifty thousand dollars.” 


|‘ paid in: Provided, 


entitled to the Asor) pro- 
| ceeded to say that, ander existing circumstances, 
he should confine what he had to say within as 
| brief a space as possible, and proceed to show the 
| inexpediency of adopting the amendment in ques- 
‘tion, He remarked that he had the other day 
that, if the construc- 
Pennsylvania [Mr. 
the amendment, 
e whole 


Mr. POLK (who was 


i, Sy 
i; of 
it excep 


part of the country, 
the cities the banks 
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were enabled to make daily settlements, and strike 
daily. balances; but the country banks had no | 
such opportunity, He-would put a strong case: | 
The Choctaw lands were in market, and the de- 
posite bank at Natchez had necessarily, at ocea- 
sional times, a large amount of the public money; | 
and the receivers being compelled to receive, not 
specie, but notes of the Bank of the United States, 
how wouid the deposite bank be able to answer 
the call required by the above amendment? In 
September last year, the amount of public de- 
posites in that bank was half a million or#ore, 
and in January of the present year, it was nearly 
nine hundred thousand dollars. Some of this 


-was in notes payable in Philadelphia, some in 


Boston, New York, and other cities, and of all the 
branches, perhaps, in the Union, for it was required 
to receive them; and what did the amendnient.pro- 
pose? “Why, that they should not cunt anything 
as specie that was not metallic. It would be com- 
pelled instantly to transmit to Boston, Savannah, 
New York, and other places, the notes payable 
there; and receive their balances back to Natchez. 
This would take months in transmitting, besides 
running a great risk in the double transportation. 
Nor was this all. During the time the deposite | 
bank. was lying out of all this money she must 
procure specie, at whatever cost, so as to keep up 
the requisite proportion, although the deposites 
were made in notes of the Bank of the United 
States, In other words, you would be requiring 
the deposite bank to receive the paper of the Bank 
of the United States, and not specie; while, at the 


` pame time, you would require that bank to answer 


for the same notes in specie, losing the interest 
upon and use of the money, by the time consumed, 
in procuring the balances and returns from the 
Bank of the United States. He affirmed that at 
no period since the Bank of the United States | 


came into operation could the bank, or any one 
‘of its branches, have stood up under such a 


restriction as that proposed by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania; nor was a provision of such a 
characte? ever required before. 

r. P, had procured the several official returns 


-of the branches of the Bank of the United States, 
` which all showed that they could not have existed 


under euch a restriction. Take one, the branch 
at Mobile. On the lst of April, 1833, before the 
public deposites were removed from the Bank of 
the United States, it had of public and private 
deposites, notes in circulation, &c., over and above 
what was owing to the bank, $2,631,000. Now, 
according to the amendment proposed, this branch 
bank should have had $526,200, being one-fifth; so 
fur from it, that it had only $136,000 in specie and 
specie paying banks, ‘The branch bank at Natchez, 
at the same period, had, of public and private 
deposites, and notes in circulation, $1,531,000; 
‘while of specie, and notes of specie paying banks, 
it had only $76,000 to meet these liabilities; about 
atwentieth, instead of afifth. This would be the 
result of carrying out the principle of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, that it would be destruct- 
ive of the whole system of local depositories. 
Mr. P. would call upon all those gentlemen who 
desired this system to be carried out, to examine 
this point thoroughly, and they would see that if 
‘this amendment was adopted, it would be imprac- 
ticable, and would. tend to drive them out of the 

ublic service, and throw the public treasury 
into the hands of receivers, or to compel the reés- 
tablishment of a national bank; a contingency 
which would inevitably follow. The provision 
was altogether a novel one, and had never been 
imposed upon the Bank of the United States or 
its branches. It added no greater security for the 
public moneys; it was no additional guarantee, | 
and the provisions of the bill offered sufficient | 
security. Mr. P. here referred to several of them, 
such ag the limited powers with which the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury was clothed, &c. 

There was another view of the matter. The 
Bank of the United States was not compelled to 
take the notes of every other. bank unless she 


“chose to do so, while the deposite bank was com- 


pelled to take hers, and to keep à proportionate 
amount of specie for it also. By the amendment 
they would be compelled to increase their specie, 
as money might be paid in, and to hold it from, 


the honorable member from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
Biywey,} and without supposing any such inten- 
tion could have been entertained by thatgentleman, 
yet the conviction forced itself upon Mr. P *s mind 
that the source of the amendment had been pre- 


pared by that portion of the intelligent men in this. | 


country who were most desirous (he would not say 
from improper motives) for the establishment of a 
national bank. The effect of all theamendments, 
if finally adopted by the House, would be to 
embarrass those new fiscal agents of the Qovern- 
ment, and to bring them at least into disrepute. 
No plan could have been devised more effectually 
than these amendments. Why should these de- 
posite banks be required to do what had never 
been done by the Bank of the United States or by 
any other bank? Hie alluded now particularly to 
the requisition that a monthly publication of the 
affairs of each deposite bank throughout the coun- 
try should be made in three newspapers in the 
city of Washington, so that their condition might 
be exposed to the Bank of the United States and 
to other banks, whilst the condition of the Bank 
of the United States, and all the other banks, would 
be concealed. By doing this, the Bank of the 
United States would be enabled to select their 
victim, and by means of its extensive changes and 
in other ways, concentrate its immense power to 
crush one of those fiscal agents, and thus, by pro- 
ducing a temporary interruption to business, embar- 
rass the whole country. We were at no Joss to 
know what would be the effect of public clamor. 
The experience of the past year, especially from 
the temporary suspension of two or three banks in 
this District, proved what might be done. 
P. bad no doubt that there were those. who would 
have rejoiced to have seen every institution of the 
kind in the country stop specie payments, reckless 
of the ruin that might be brought about thereby. 
You would first require a certain proportion of 
specie to be kept in each bank upon the amount 
of its deposites, at the same time paying in those 
deposites, not in specie, but in paper of other 
banks. Notcontent with this, they must publish 
in the newspapers a monthly expose of all their 
affairs! Where was the necessity forthis? Under 


‘the bill returns were to be made to the Treasury, 


and every guarantee had been thrown around that 
was considered forcible and practicable at the same 
time. 

What was the next provision? The first was 
that of requiring a certain amount of specie in 
proportion to the liabilities. The second was 
that throwing open the condition of each bank. 
And the third was that the deposite banks should 
pay interest on the public money in their hands. 
Mr. P. would ask, had interest ever been required 
of any depositery from the foundation of this Gov- 
ernment up to the present time? It was scarcely 
necessary to go intg this branch of the argument. 
The subject was also amply discussed at the last 
session of Congress. Whatduties had these fiscal 
agents to perform? They would have to perform 
the duties of pension agent, without any allow- 
ance or compensation, except for the actual cost 
of books and stationery. They had to furnish 
the Government with facilities in collecting, re- 
ceiving, and disbursing the public money, and in 
this way alone, he would venture to affirm, there 
wowld be a great saving to the Government. Be- 
sides, how could interest be charged for the use 
of money, the amount of which was liable to such 
fluctuation as the public deposites. Mr. P. felt no 
hesitation, then, in saying that if you imposed 
such hard terms upon these banks, you would be 
driven to select those of a second rate character, 
instead of the best, the most solvent, and the most 
efficient. He hoped and trusted that the plan for 
the employment of these banks would not be so 
crippled with regulations as to make it altogether 
impracticable. i 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania thought the 
system must fail, Permit him. (Mr. P.) to say 
that if the bill should have thrown around it the 
provisions proposed by that gentleman, in his 
judgment, those institutions would be so tram- 
melled and fettered as to render it very difficult, 
perhaps wholly impracticable, for many of them 
tosucceed. They would then have to resort either 
to the scheme of the gentleman from Virginia or 


circulation, however necessary it might be. 
Mr. P. said, without intending any disrespect to 


the gentleman from Pennsylvania, or be thrown 
back again upon a national bank. The gentle- 


Mr. 


man from Pennsylvania distinetly averred that 
the system could not succeed, unless it should 
be converted into a national bank; he also avowed 
his hostility to this bill in any and ‘every form 


| or shape in which it could be presented; and he 


informed the Elouse at the outset that he intended 
to voteagainstit. ‘The gentleman, also, further told 
the House that if they passed the bill, the respon- 


| sibility would be upon them; if they rejected it, 


the responsibility would be elsewhere. “he gen- 
tleman had predicted that the whole system mast 
fail, and that the scheme was altogether impracti- 
cable. Now, Mr. P. submitted to the gentleman 
whether it was fair to that part of the House 
who differed in opinion with himself, and who 
thought it a practicable scheme, to embarrass that 
scheme with these amendments, and strive to 


į render it wholly inoperative? To putthe proposed 


provision into this bill, would, indeed, have this 
effect. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania further said, 
that the success of the State banks as fiscal agents 
of the Government, for the last six months, was 
mainly to be attributed to the forbexrance exer: 
gised by the Bank of the United States during the 


spring of 1834, and the effect of the panic. For-. 


bearance of the Bank of the United States! Mr. 
P. then knew not what forbearance was; but he 
did know that during the whole of last session 
nothing was heard or seen but one general stream 
of invective from the party sustaining the bank, 
that that institution could not extend iis accom- 
modations, because, on account of the removal of 
the deposites, they were compelled to make pro- 
visions to pay off their own liabilities. So far 
from forbearing, we were again and again assured 
that the bank had been rendered powerless, and 
could not relieve the country; but as soon as Con- 
gress adjourned we saw a correspondence between 
the bank and a committee of merchants of New 
York, in which the bank said, that as Congress 
had adjourned without doing its duty, it would 
then generously extend its loans, Was the panic 
got up by the friends of the State banks, or by 
their opponents? By the friends or enemies of 
the bank? 
one response to this question. 

Mr. P, wished to set the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania right as to another fact. The gentleman 
had said that the effect of the panic had been to 
diminish the importation of foreign articles of 
commerce; but he must have overlooked the re- 
turns from the Treasury Department, If he would 
turn to them, he will see that, so far from our im- 
portation trade having decreased, it had increased 
to an amount of fourteen millions over any other 
year. . 
Mr. BINNEY explained. Ele had referred to 
the increase of importations in specie, and a dimi- 
nution of other articles, . 

Mr. POLK. Still the Treasury returns showed 
a great increase. The argument of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, that the panic had produced 
an influx of specie into the country, was falla- 
cious. It was true that more Specie was -im- 
ported during the year 1834; but then the amount 
of imports of goods, or general fabrics, had not 
diminished, and this fact was borne out by official 
Statements. The country, then, has been pros- 
perous; but she is indebted for that prosperity 
neither to the bank nor to the panic; but to the 
new impulses springing out-of the employment of 
State banks as fiscal agents of the Government, 
to which the bank and its friends had been the 
most inveterate enemies, and did all in their 
power to sweep them from the face of the earth. 
They have stood up against the power of that 
institution, and the effects of the panic also; and 
have been, so far, successful. The gentleman 
said that the parallel case of those banks, as for- 
merly existing, viz: between the years 1789 and 
1816, during which they were constan tly employed 
as fiscal agents, and did not hold good, because 
(said he) there was then as much specie in the 
country as now; and moreover, that the calamity 
of their inability came at last. Bat the gentle- 
man’s argument did not hold good; for the coun- 


j try was then only just liberated from an expen- 


sive war, The cause of their failure ought to be 
ascribed to their having made their issues too 
large, many of them, he believed; from patriotic 
motives, and were not able to meet the sudden 


The whole country would give but 
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call upon them. We had, however, a guarantee 
now, which did not exist then, and that was in 
the regulation of the standard of our metallic cur- 
rency, by which it would be kept from exporta- 
tion. 

Mr. P. said he would now conclude with 
hoping that the House would not so embarrass 
and trammel the bill as, in the judgment of those 
in favor of it, and of those who would be called 
upon to execute it, to render it impracticable, and 
thereby give the vantage ground to the Bank of 
the United States. He was anxious that the 


public should be secured in every possible way, 
| 


but he could see no additional safeguards in the | 
propositions of the gentleman from Pennsylyva- | 
nia. 

One word in regard to theseamendments.. He | 
did not know whether it was improper to allude | 
to what had occurred elsewhere, but thig he might i 
say, that the proposition now moved by the gen- | 
tleman from Pennsylvania was not heard of when į 
the original bill was discussed in the Committee | 
of Ways and Means. The provision relative to | 
specie payments was inserted in the present bill, | 
though Mr. P. had deemed it unnecessary last | 
session; still he thought itcould donoharm. Mr. 
P. concluded, by trusting the House would alter 
its decision by reconsidering its vote and rejecting 
the amendment. : 

Mr. BINNEY spoke at considerable length, in | 
reply to the arguments of Mr Pork, and going | 
to show that the amendment introduced by hin, | 
and proposed to be reconsidered, would be salu- 
tary in its tendency, and necessary in its operation | 
on the general influence of the bill. It was not ` 
unreasonalie to require of each of the deposite | 
banks to retain within their vaults at least one- 
fifth of the amount in specie of its circulation and | 
depusites. Ele pursued his argument and reply 
for upwards of an hour, contending that the 
amendment proposed nothing but what the local | 
banks were fully able to meet. The converse of : 
this opinion must arise from a want of informa- | 
tion as to their real situation, highly injurious te ; 
them. | 

Mr. CAMBRELENG followed. He expressed 
his satisfaction at hearing the opiniorts from the | 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Bryney,] that | 
the State banks were in such high reputation. He | 
believed it was the first time such an admission | 
had come from that quarter of the House. Mr. ©. 
‘then proceeded to show his reasons for advocating | 
a reconsideration of the amendment of the gentle- | 
man from Pennsylvania, among which was the 
fact that the bank had no effectual control over the ; 
public moneys deposited in their vaults, which | 
were liable to be drawn and transferred by the : 
Government at any moment, 
hard money system he believed he would go as ‘ 
far as that genileman. 


prevail and the amendment be expunged. i 

Mr. McKINLEY then addressed the House at | 
length in favor of a reconsideration of the amend- ; 
ment. He appealed to the House to decide now 
whether they were prepared to sanction in this! 
bili a system which would most inevitably have | 
broken dawn the old one, or to put upon these : 
institutions such restrictions as none could bear. | 


tained the floor. He was opposed to many of the | 
amendments that had been made to the biii in its; 
progress through the House, but ngt to this one 
Mr. J. alluded to an amendment proposed to the ; 


Mr. SEABORN JONES, of Georgia, next obr | 
j 


bill by himself, relative to the deposites from the ; 


land offices, which he still deemed highly éssen- 


lial. He proceeded at lefgth to explain the rea- | 


rons which would impel him to oppose the motion | 
for reconsideration. ! 
Mr. HUBBARD, after a few explanatory re- | 
marks, moved the previaus question. : 
Mr. VANDERPOEL demanded a call of the ; 
House, and on that question asked for the yeas 
and nays; which were ordered, and taken as fol- 
lows—yeas 144, nays 59. e R 
So the call was ordered, and proceeded in until : 


all the members were found to be in attendance | 


(or cxensed for cause) excepting nine. 


Qn motion of Mr. BEARDSLEY, the call was: 


suspended. 
The- qnestion, i ' f 
now put?” was then decided by tellers, in the 


On the subject of a | 


He concluded, by repeat- ;; 
ing his conviction that the reconsideration should |: 


“Shall the main question be : 


f 


| affirmative, one hundred and twenty-six members 


voting for it—the noes were not counted. 

The question on reconsidering the amendment 
was then taken by yeas and nays; and decided in 
the affirmative, as follows—yeas 119, nays 109. 

ae the House agreed to reconsider the amend- 
ment. i 

Mr. S. JONES, of Georgia, then proposed his 
amendment above-alluded to, as an amendment to 
the one preceding. 

It was rejected without a division. 

_ Mr. MILLER here moved the previous ques- 
non, which would be on the engrossment of the 
iH. 

The motion was not seconded by the House, 
there appearing 97 in the afirmative, and 116 in 
the negative, being counted by tellers. 


Mr. CLAY then moved an adjournment; which || 


prevailed—ayes 105, noes 48. 
And the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Fray, February 20, 1835. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 


acommunication from the State Department, trans- | 


mitting an abstract of the number of seamen re- 
gistered in each port of the United States, in the 
year 1834, made in pursuance of the act of May, 
1796; which, on motion of Mr. SLLSBEE, was 


1 ordered to be printed. 


Petitions and memorials were presented by 
Messrs. KANE and TIPTON. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to which was referred the bill further to 
suspend the operation of certain provisos of the 
act to alter and amend the several acts imposing 
duties on imports, approved July, 1832, reported 
the same without amendment. 

Mr. WEBSTER said, that the act of 1832, in 
the 10th and 12th sections, provided that the col- 
lection of the duties on hardware, being impracti- 
cable in some of its provisions, should be suspended 
for a year, and in the mean time the Secretary of 


the Treasury was to make examination into the. 


practicability of carrying it into effect. Mr. W. 
read a passage from the late report of the Secre- 
tary, to show that it was now expedient to con- 
tinue to suspend the operation of these provisos 
until the end of next session of Congress, which 
this bill provided. He hoped, as it was necessary 
the bill should pass, that the Senate would take 
it up and let it have its several readings at this 
time. 

The bill was then considered as in Committee 
of the Whole; and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, reported the bill from*the House for the 
relief of Dominick Lynch, with an amendment. 

Mr. SILSBEE, from the Committee on Com- 


merce, reported a bill to allow a drawback of du- |} 


ties on imported hemp when manufactured into 


| cordage; which was read the first time afd ordered 


to a second reading. 
Mr. McKEAN, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, reported the bill from the House granting 


i| a pension to Jared Buckingham, without amend- 


ment; but intimated that the Committee were of 
opinion that the bill ought not to pass. 

Mr. PRENTISS, from the same committee, 
reported, without amendment, the bills from the 
House granting pensions to Daniel Pageand Lar- 
nard Swallow. 


Mr. TOMLINSON, from the same committee, i 
reported the bilis from the House granting pen- | 


sions to Stephen Gatlin and Peter Triplett. 
RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED. 

The following resolutions were submitted: 

By Mr. ROBINSON: i i 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be direct- 
ed to cause a survey to be made of the route from 
Vandalia, the seat of government of illinois, to 
Lower Alton, on the Mississippi river, for the 
purpose of ascertaining the eligibility of that route 


for the permanent ldcation of the national road. || 


By Mr. TIPTON: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be 
requested to report to the Senate the aggregate 


apreserved unmolested. e c 
i rogues the Parliament, and notwithstanding the 


number of midshipmen in the navy of. the United 
States, with the dates of warrants, appointments, 
and a tabular statement showing the number ap- 
pointed from each State and Territory, and from 
the District of Columbia ; and stating the number 
that each State and Territory is entitled to under 


existing laws of Congress and the regulations.of 
the Navy Department. : 


CHARLES J. CATLETT. 


Mr. PRENTISS moved to reconsider the vote 
of yesterday, by which the bill for the relief of 
Chagles J. Catlett was negatived, on the question 
of engrossment, : 

On motion of Mr. SHEPLEY, the motion to 
reconsider was laid on the table. 


CIRCUIT COURT SYSTEM. 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN gave notice that 
to-morrow he would move to take up the bill to 
extend the circuit court system. 


. THE VETO POWER. 

On motion of Mr. KENT, the Senate took up 
for consideration, as in Committee of the Whole, 
the joint resolution introduced by him, to amend 
the Constitution relative to the veto power. 

Mr. KENT desired to-occupy but a few mo- 
ments of the time of the Senate on this subject. 
He was at all times opposed to any hasty altera- 
tions of the Constitution, No man respected that 
instrument more than himsélf, nor was any. ane 
more inclined to cherish it; but while he enter- 
tained these feelings, he regarded the liberties of 
the country still more. There was always ground 
to fear, in disturbing the movements of the Gov- 


| ernment, lest we rush from one evil to another 


and a greater. The framers of the Constitution 
were far from believing that time and experience 
would not disclose Jatent defects in it—they there- 
fore left it to future times to amend such defects. 
Look only to the prerogatives, and claims of the 
Executive at this day, and you will see that the 
amendment proposed is the only remedy for this 
evil. 

The veto power as exercised tends to unite the 
legislative and executive powers, than which 
nothing is more dangerous, and the concentration 
of them in one hana is despotism, and leads to 
oppression. This has been boldly held forth by 
our patriotic ancestors, when they asserted that 


| the people alone could enact laws by which the 


people could be bound. This provision was 
designed only to prevent legislative encroachment 
upon the executive authority; they never designed 
it to operate upon matters involving no constitu- 
tionalobjections. Thesedoctrines we find through- 
out the instrument, particularly by that which 
says the whole legislative power shall be vested 
in Congress. It is a principle, that the law- 
making power should be vested in the representa- 
tives of the people, who are responsible for the 
proper performance of their duties. If this power 
ever pass from the people, it is easy to perceive 
the first step is to perpetuate this power, and every 
succeeding act would be one of encroachment and 
oppression. All legislative power being thus vested 
in the two Houses, they, and they only, can make 
laws. Itis manifest, therefore, that no President 
is justified in interfering with this power further 
than to protect himself. Jt was intended not to 
be active but defensive, and to. guard against in- 
advertent legislation. The first practical exposi- 
tion of this power will be found in a communica- 
tion of Thomas Jefferson. The closing sentence 
of this opinion of Mr. Jefferson is, that where 
the President’s opinion is equally balanced a just 
respect for the Legislature would incline him to 
lean to their opinion, and he acted upon this prin- 
ciple, never having vetoed a bill during his eight 
years’ term. f{Mr. K. here read from Mr. Madi- 
son’s writings upon the definition of a despotism ; 
and, also, from Blackstone’s Commentaries rela- 
tive to the English veto power; also, from Mr. 
Hamilton’s Federalist, to show that the veto should 


| always be exercised with great caution.) There 


are many reasons why a King of England should 
have the power which will not apply to a Presi- 
dent of the United States. The King is a heredi- 
tary monarch, bound to see his subjects’ rights 
He convenes and pro- 


power of an absolute negative, he has abstained 
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from its exercise since 1667, while in this country 
the President, regardless of public sentiment, has 
exercised it till it has become an occurrence of 
almost every day. The President is only a ser- 
“vant of the people, like us. Has no inviolability 
-of person, no prerogatives, or privileges, distinct 
frém any other citizen, but is liable to impeach- 
ment like any other officer. Here is a marked 
distinction between the two Executives of Eng- 
Jand and the United States. One advantage only 
the veto power possesses, and which the pro- 
posed amendment does. not disturb. It antici- 
pates a reéxamination of a measure -whiclfhas 
heen vetoed. for the purpose of arresting any- 
thing which may be prejudicial to the public 
good. But when the legislative power shall pass 
a bill a third time after it has been rejected by 


the Executive, Mr. K. said he could not con- |! 
gent that the will of one man shall frustrate the || 
repeatedly expressed will of the people. He heard | 
an experienced member of the other House say | 
that he believed the President had more power | 


than the King of England, and he believed there 
was much more to be feared from encroachments 


by the executive upon the legislative, than by the | 
The short © 


legislative upon the executive power. ! 
periods for which the members of the Legislature 


are elected, literally prevents any combinations || 
But the real character of | 


against the Executive. 


the Executive is unknown to the people, and bis | 
Here is the; 


will remains in his single breast. h 
weak poiutof republican Governments. Who, in 
the history of the world, have attempted to usurp 
power? x 
All history shows that it has always been the 
chief executive who has acted against the liber- 
ties of the people. Was it Cæsar or the Senate 
who attempted the liberties of Rome? It is unde- 
niable that there is a constant tendency in the ex- 
ecutive power to contemn the law, and undermine 
the provisions of law. This principle is to be 
found in the writings of all the patriots who wrote 
prior to the adoption of the present Constitution. 
„But how has the veto power been exercised here- 
tofore? In the commencement of the Govern- 
«ment, it was used to correct the effects of hasty 
‘and precipitate legislation, and of those acts which 
are supposed to violate the Constitution. Astime 
progresses, we find it no longer confined to such 
cases, but it assumes the power to act upon finance, 
commerce, and in fact everything which affects the 
interest of the people. Twice only wasit exerted 
during the first twenty years of the Government. 
Seven times within the first five years of this 
Administration, embracing various interests and 
deeply interesting to the people. i 
executive will opposed to the legislative will, anti- 
cipating and controlling the action of Congress, 


and entering upon the initiating powers of Con- |} 
gress, proposing a law which they may register | 
and he approve. When these examples are before | 
us, what. may not be apprehended in succeeding |! 
ages?. The danger consiste, not in the possession | 


of power, but in the illegal and improper exercise 
of Ft. $ 


Mr. CLAY said that.the gentleman from Mary- | 


Jand had presented a most interesting proposition, 
and he owed him his thanks for it, as well as for 
the clear «manner in which he had elucidated and 
sustained it. .The subject (he said) was undoubt- 
edly. entitled to mature consideration; he was 


inclined to support it, not only from a conviction | 


of the necessity of curtailing the enormity of ex- 


ecutive power, but because from the practical exer- | 
p 


cise of its effects, it had long since been felt in his 
State. But he regretted that it was so late in the 
session that it could not receive a deliberate con- 
sideration. He thought a period might arrive 
when we could do so. But at present he would 
move to lay the subject on the table, promising to 
call it up if an occasion should offer, during. the 
residue of the session. 
The motion was agreed to. 


BRANCHES OF THE UNITED STATES MINT. 


On motion.of Mr. WAGGAMAN, the Senate 
proceeded to consider, as in Committee of the 


‘Whole, the bill to establish branches of the United 
States mint. 


Mr. WAGGAMAN, in explanation of the ob? 


jects of the bill, said that when the mint. was first 
- established, branches of the institution were con- 


Has it ever been the legislative power? i 


We find the 


i templated. The importations of gold and silver 
|| bullion into New Orleans is now three times as 
|| great as it isin any other port of the United States, 
| and it is daily accumulating. In the Globe of to- 


| day, there isa statement that, on the 26th Janu- | 


i 


uary last, there was, in two vessels, an importation 
|| of upwards of half a million into the port of New 


i 


| Orleans, from which it is obviously necessary to | 


establish a branch of the mint there, to do away 
the expense and risk of transportation of the bul- 
lion to the mint at Philadelphia, which amounted 
to no less than two anda half per cent. Buta 
more impressive argument (he said) was, that it 
i would have the effect of adding to the circulating 


| 


H 
i 


three millions of dollars. The effects of this 
would be felt throughout the whole West. We 
in the southwest labor under very great diffi- 
culties for want of a specie currency. The great 


| flow of specie to the Atlantic States—and we have 
| now, in every State of the Union, batches of banks 
| which are deluging the country with a currency 
i| which is utterly useless to us, and which, by its 
| continuance, will be productive of the most ruinous 
effects in the rise of property which it will pro- 
; duce. As regards the branches in the southern 
| country, the necessity of them must be obvious to 
every gentleman. Ina very few years the mines 
; in that region will yield at least two millions, and 
the risk of transporting such an immense amount 
i of bullion to Philadelphia will present almost an 
i! insurmountable barrier to sending it there for 
‘coinage. Mr. W. declined saying anything more 
ii unti} he heard some objections to the bill, which 
/ he would undertake to answer, if there should be 
| any offered. 
i Mr. TALLMADGE then offered an amend- 
li ment to the first section, providing for the estab- 
4 lishment of a branch at New York. 
| Mr. T. said, thatif the system of branches was 
' to be adopted, the large amount of specie im- 
i| ported into New York, which was the great radi- 
! ating point for the internal commerce of the coun- 
ys made it proper that there should be a branch 
n there. 
| Mr. WAGGAMAN could not accept the amend- 
i| ment, because he did not think a branch of the 
ii mint necessary at New York. It was within six 
i! hours of facile transportation to Philadelphia, and 
‘į Certainly it was not immediately necessary. 
i| Mr. CALHIOUN hoped the gentleman from 
| New York would not press his amendment. At 
| present, a branch at New York was not necessary, 
|| Hereafter, he proposed to extend the system by 
i establishing branches at New York, Boston, Balti- 
; more, and Charleston, the great importing points 
of the country. But at present he hoped the gen- 
i! leman would not encumber this bill. 


|. Mr. BENTON rose to say a single word. He 
belonged to the committee which reported this 
i bill. He had looked over it with an anxions eye, 
‘| and found that it entered into his views of restor- 
ing a metallic currency to the country. He was 
in favor *of establishing branches of the mint 
i wherever they were necessary, and he was also 
| ready to appropriate money out of the Treasury 
ito give a hard-money currency to the people of 
ithe United States In France, which embraces a 
territory greatly less than that of the United States, 
there are ten branches of the mint, and in Mexico 
there exist seven. In the United States, from the 
| peculiar configuration of the country, it might not 
|| be necessary to have more than six or seven; but 


itis of importance to the West that there should 
be one at New Orleans. On the Atlantic, there 
may be necessity for more. He was therefore 
ready to vote as much money as was necessary 
for this purpose. Ata future day, he would be 
willing to vote for a branch at New York, but at 
present the amendment proposed was only loading 
down the bill. In No. 44 of the Federalist, Mr. 
| Madison enters into an exposition of the coining 
|| power, and states, that as many local mints as may 
|; be necessary to the wants of the country may be 
established. Before the confederation, each State 
had the power of coining at its own mint; but the 
power has been surrendered, and as there is not 
the facility in the Atlantic States to diffuse coin 
through the West, it becomes the more necessary; 
| a single mint in Philadelphia partakes, in a great 
! measure, of the character of a local institution. 


~ 


| 
| 
ji 
1 
i medium of the country some two and a half or | 
| 
| 
| 


sales of the public lands have caused a constant | 
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|! to be. 


many years ago, he actually introduced a resolu- 
tion for the-purpose of abolishing the mint at 
Philadelphia, viewing it as a local institution.. 
But happily the resolution did not pass. Mr. B. 
said he apprehended it was a right of the people 
| of the South and West to have branches of the 
mint, and he deemed it necessary in order to pre- 
vent the notes of the local banks from becoming 
the currency of the Federal Government. In 1789 
Congress passed a revenue law, in which the 

| eXpressly required that the revenue should be 
received and paid out in gold and silver only, and 
he hoped to’ see the. time when the Government 
would be restored to as good a condition as it was 
atthattime. He would certainly vote for branches 


|| wherever they were necessary. 


Mr. TALLMADGE remarked that, as honor- 
l able gentlemen had intimated their intention to 
i carry out the system of branches at another time, 
he would withdraw the amendment, 

The Senate then proceeded, on motion of Mr. 
WAGGAMAN, to fill up the blanks left in the 
bill, as follows: 

For the annual salary of the superintendent of 
the mint at New Orleans.......ccaseces $3,000 

To the treasurer. .sseeccesscccsceccese 2,000 

To the chief coiner.........eeeeeeeeees 2,000 

To the assayer and refiner, each........ 2,000 

To two clerks, each......6...22ee-206- 1,700 

Twenty subordinate workmen were also author- 
‘ized to be employed at that branch. 

Other blanks were fiiled as follows: 

For the branches in North Carolina and Georgia, 
the superintendents, each.......6+-06.-. $2 000 

The chief coiners, each..,..eee.seeeeee 1,500 

The assay ers, melters, and refiners, each, 1,500 

Two clerks, each.....ceeescseeseeseee 1,000 

Five subordinate workmen and servants to be 
allowed at each branch. 


Mr. KING, of Alabama, offered an amendment 
requiring the appointment of the officers to be 
made as soon as the necessary building shall be 
erected, 

Mr. CLAY said this bill was.a measure of con- 
siderable importance, and he had not information 
sufficient on the subject to enable him to form 
an opinion upon the propriety of its passage. He 
did not know whether the mint was or was not 
| Sufficient to do the coinage of the country. But 
‘he thought, while we were discussing the danger 
and ext@nt of executive patronage, we ought to 
be cautious how- we passed laws to increase it. 
But he wanted to examine the subject—he knew 
nothing at all about it—it was new, and he had 
not reflected upon it, nor did he know anything 
about the expense which would attend it. He 
therefore moved to lay the bill on the table, and 
have itand the amendments printed. Mr. C., how- 
ever, withdrew the motion at the request of some 
gentlemen. 

Mr. CALHOUN thought the bill would be 
extending the expense, but he put it to the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, whether all our citizens 
ought not to be placed on a footing—they were 
now incurring a loss of more than the whole 
expense of these branches, Are not the people 
of the South entitled to have the benefits and 
| Advantages of this Government equally with other 
| citizens? 
| Mr. PORTER opposed the motion—the effect 
| 
F 


lof laying thebill on the table would be, that it 
| would not be acted on in the House this session, 
; and the object would therefore be defeated—it was 
iof importance to the whole Union, and particu- 
i larly the western country. : 

| Mr. CLAY said, if we must go on and discuss 
| the bill, let us go atit. The annual expense of 
these establishments must be near half a million of 
dollars, and the same jin perpetuity, for it was 
i folly to suppose, if once established, that they 
| would ever be discontinued. He wanted to look 
jinto this question, and see what the probable 
| importations of specie may reasonably be expected 
The late importations are known to be 
| very extraordinary, and to have arisen from 
i uncommon causes, But he begged he might not 
| be driven into this question—he was not informed 
on the subject, and could not consent to let it go 


on. Fle therefore renewed the motion to lay the 
bill on the table. 


When Mr. Hillhouse was a member of the Senate, ' 
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Mr. WAGGAMAN requested that the motion 
might be withdrawn for a moment. 

Mr. CLAY. I withdraw the motion. 
debate go on. 

Mr. W. continued. The expense of these estab- 
lishments would not be more than from thirty 
to thirty-two thousand dollars a year at New 
Orleans, and fifteen thousand dollars at each of 
the other two places in the South. The mint (he 
said) had paid nearly all its expenses out of the 
half per cent. retained upon coinage. He hoped | 
the honorable member would not make any ob- 
jection to the biil. , 

On motion of Mr. CALHOUN, the bill was laid 
on the table, and the amendments were ordered to 
be printed. 

THE FOUR YEARS’ LAW. 

The Senate resumed the bill to repeal the law 
limiting the terms of certain officers, it being on 
its final passage. . 

Mr. POINDEXTER said that since this sub- 

` ject had been under the consideration of the Sen- 
ate, he had felt anxious to express his opinions 
upon its principles. It opened before us the 
whote theory of our Government. But from re- 
spect to the Senate, and a belief that it had been 
amply discussed to enable the people to understand ; 
it, he would not take up the time of the Senate by 
entering far into the discussion. He had wished 
in particular to examine the doctrine of implied 
powers. He denied the whole theory altogether. 
Tne executive powers of the President were de- | 
rived from legislative enactments. 
such thing as implied powers in any branch of | 
the Government. Where power was given, it 
was expressly declared and specified in the Con- | 
stitution. There was another point he wished to 
have discussed—that was the power of impeach- | 
ment—but he would forbear. 


Let the 


Mr. CALHOUN said the third section of the į: 
bill, involving the question whether the power of |i 


removal resided in the President by the Constitu- ; 


tion or not, was one of no ordinary character. i! 


Upon its decision momentous consequences de- ; 
pended; he believed the future destinies of this 
Government rested on that decision. But that 
subject had been ably discussed by gentlemen | 
qualified for the task, and he would not occupy | 
the time of the Senate by repeating their argu- | 
ments. He intended to confine himself to asingle | 
ont. 

P Mr.C. said the power of removal existed either | 


as a power necessary and proper for carrying into į 
effect the provisions of the Constitution, or as an | 
express grant of that Constitution. if it was | 
necessary for carrying into effect the Constitution, | 
it was more properly a legislative thar an execu- | 
tive power. : 
Mr. C. had relied on the decision of 1789 as the | 
true and proper exposition of the Constitution, 
until last winter, when his gttention was particu- 
larly called to the subject. > 
subject and looked over the debate of that time. 
He thought the arguments of the minority exhib- | 
ited a just view of the question and were unan- 
swerable. ` H 
Mr. C. said some Senators had grounded their 
arguments on the supposition that this power was 
contained in that general sweep, where all execu- | 
tive power is granted to the President. Others 
maintain that it was an inherent power; but he 
Mr. C. wished to 


powers would work. 
tions there could be no Government. 
cer, from the President down to the constable, 


There was no |; 


He then took up the |! 


Mr. C. said he had been unjustly dealt with* 
He had been represented as saying that all the 
officers of Government were the supple tools of 
executive power. That was far from his meaning; 
he believed there were many upright and con- 
| scientious officers. But his fears were for the 
future; he had seen within a few years persons 
of the noblest spirit and purest intentions, quail 
before that magic influence, which has. power 
over all, and before which.the loftiest bow down. 
Before it, Roman firmness had been broken; and 
every manly virtue blasted beneath its withering 
influence. ‘And whoever contended for that power 
upheld a mighty influence, which would swallow 
up our free institutions. 

_ There was (said Mr. C.) an immense amount of 
discretionary power, which must be vested some- 
where, and he thought it should be intrusted with 
Congress, as the immediate representatives of the 


by his negative over the laws of Congress. And 
here he differed with his honorable friend from | 
Maryland (Mr. Kenr] in regard to the veto 
power of the Executive. He believed that power 
was granted not only as a protection against the | 
encroachments of Congress, but also to prevent | 
all laws which might embarrass him in the per- 
formance of his duties. The judicial department 
was fortified by its permanence and tenure of 
office. 

Mr. C. said that if they wished to have the 
public business transacted faithfully, the officer 
should be made safe, as sure of his place as if it 
were a freehold. Such should be the policy of 
the Government, unless they meant that offices 
should be the spoils of victory, and be divided 
like conquered lands in former times. Every 
President ought to rejoice in the opportunity of 
giving his reasons and explaining his conduct to 
the people. ’ 

Mr. C. webt on to state, that the doctrines con- 
| tained in the bill were precisely the same as those 
| which had: been advocated by the friends of this 


j 
t 
i 


‘Administration, and upon which it came into 
power. He held the grounds of canvass sacred; 
pledges should be redeemed, and assurances given | 
to the people be scrupulously fulfilled. 

Mr. C. said the Senator from New York [Mr. | 
Wricut] had attempted to show there was no | 
danger from the multitude over which executive | 
| power was exercised. He then went on to show | 
jthat there was danger—an irresistible influence 
| exerted through each division and subdivision of | 
: that great mass. He referred to rotation in offices | 
‘he thought where the offices were filled by the 
| people, rotation might be practised; but where į 
ithey were filled by the will of a single man, it 
tended to make slaves and supple tools of men. | 

The debate was further continued by Mr. | 


people. ‘The President was sufficiently protected || 


must show some grant of power, either from the . 
Constitution or law. Congress was the great: of four years. 
central point where all power must receive Ils | grasping at more po 
sanction and direction, instead of being directed !! principle directly in e 
according to the views of separate and conflicting `| repudiates when it would depriv 
departments. If the different departments of the | his constitutional power. i 
Government should be placed hostile array against |; Some persons, for a few years faro aa 
each cther, it was easy to see which would prevail. ; seemed to manifest a longing desire that t en | 
The President executed the laws, and was clothed (| ate should have a hand in the management of the 
with thcir authority; he put all the machinery o 


executive departments beyond the power the Sen- 
Government in motion, and without him the laws |} 


were powerless; the judicial department might : latare. ‘The new mo 
decide upon the propriety and application of the | them to punish those postmasters 


e the President of | 


de of appointment will enable į 
: who shall have 
pinions on any | 


the face of that which it // 


i ate possesses as a coérdinate branch of the Legis- |} 


scribe, ‘for opinion’s sake,” every man as a par- 
tisan who shall have the hardihood to act with the 
mass of the people, in any public meeting adopt- 
ing resolutions that shall speak the language. of 
freemen in relation to the acts of every public 
man, and every body of public men. 

-Did the Senate intend, by making every valua- 
ble post office dependent on their will, to create a 
new corps of ‘‘supple and subservient tools,” 
such as the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Cray] 
described on Wednesday, as being first put to 
“ silence,” and afterwards compelled to become 
“ neutrals” in politics. The Senator complained 
of the postmasters in Ohio, who had the hardi- 
hood to attend a political convention in that State. 
Doubtless the Senator would like to lay his hands 
on these offenders who have had the presumption 
to act with others of their fellow-citizens, and 
express their opinions in relation to public men; 
and the bill of the Senate will give warning to all 
postmasters not again to offend in like manner. 

There seems to be a sort of hydrophobia dread 
of removals from office whenever a certain party 
is at the bottom of the wheel. The Senator from 
Kentucky says the principle of dismissing men 
from office is a new principlé—that it commenced 
about six years ago, when General Jackson first 
came into office. So great has been the burden on 
the mind of the Senator since that time, that he 
may be readily excused for not recollecting what 
took. place during the Administration immediately 
preceding that of General Jackson. Does ‘he 
remember that the editors of two principal Dem- 
ocratic newspapers in Maine and New Hamp- 
shire, which had ‘done the State some service” 
while contending in a fearful minority during the 
war with Great Britain, were proscribed because 
they would not put on and wear the then execu- 
tivecollar? Does he recollect the declaration then 
made by a Secyetary of State (Mr. Clay] relative 
to one of those newspapers when the Represent- 
atives of the State requested his reasons for pro- 
scribing its editor, that he would ‘ have no neu- 
trals??? Does he remember that this Secretary 
proceeded to make these removals, as was stated 
at the time, even against the wishes, or without 
consulting the Representatives of the people of 
those States? 

The Senator has complimented the veteran 
Gerry for his opposition to, the doctrine of execu- 
tive removals in the Congress of 1789. If he had 
been conversant with Gerry’s administration, 
while at the head of the executive of Massachu- 
setts, in 1810 and 1811, he would have seen that 
he carried the doctrine of removals, in just retel- 
iation of the universal proscription by the opposite 
party, much farther than it ever has been carried 
by President Jackson. The name of the revolu- 
tionary patriot was made a by-word with the 
aristocracy of Massachusetts, because he had the 
independence to prefer his own political friends to 
his political enemies, in his appointments to office. 
Fle was even arrested for debt on the day of the 
annual election, by his political enemies, to show 


| their spite for his fidelity to the Democratic party. 


The Senator says the people of the West cannot 
and will not submit to the turning out of officers; 
and he seems to take it for granted that the pres- 
ent Administration alone is guilty of the enormous 
offence of preferring its friends to its enemies. 
What has the Senator himself been doing for. the 
last six years? Have not his nightly cogitations, 
and his daily speeches, been directed to the busi- 
ness of turning out the '‘ hungry” and “ haggard” 
| crew, who have obtained offices under General 
Jackson? Can any man believe the Senator would 
| have consented to the confirmation of any officer 
differing in opinion with him, if he could, by with- 
holding that consent, have forced the appointment 
of one of his political friends? 

It would be difficult for any friend of the Admin- 
istration in the Senate soon to forget the ‘* armor 
and the attitude” of the honorable Senator from. 
Kentucky during the session one year ago. The 
“ Long and Hungry ’** exultation at the old Han- 
; over election ip Virginia, in which our friends were 
' turned out, and the Senator’s friends were in the 


i full tide of success, had such an impression on my 
mind that I have been scarcely able to think of 


ji 


laws, bat the President must enforce their decis- | the independence to express their o 


ions. Hence it was easy to see which department | matter which may be adv 
l! majority of the members of the Senat 


would prevail in the conhict. 


i 
' 
l 


erse to the opinions ofa || E 
e—-to pro- i! honorable Senator. 


Long and Hungry” for office 
t my eye at the seat of the 
lt was most manifest, Mr. 


| anything else than ‘ 
| every time ĮI have cas 
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elective power. ‘The whole businees of the hon- 
orable Senator for years seems to have been, 
either directly or indirectly, to bring about that | 
state of things which should leave the coast clear, 
to the turning out of every political enemy, that 
the Senator himself, anu his friends, might step 
into their places. 

Speaking of the labors of the Post Office Com- 
mittee at the last session, and in anticipation of 
what they were to do in the recess, a Senator from 
Massachusetis [Mr.WeEssrer] then said: ** They 
“have hada laborious winter, and are likely to have 
‘a laborious summer. Let them go on fearlessly, 
‘andthe country will appreciate theirservices. Let | 
t them explore ail the sources of corrupt patronage; 
‘let them bring all abuses into the, broad light of 
‘day: let them inquire into the number of removals 
* of postmasters, with the alleged cause of removals; let 
* chem inquire at whose bidding honest and faitaful 
“men have been removed to make way for parti- 
“sans,” &c. 

Well, the Senate’s committee, sitting during 
the recess, went into the department agreeably to 
instructions; to make inquiry of the abuses of 
the removal of postmasters. ‘The Postmaster 
General did not acknowledge their authority to 
catechise him as to the cause of removals. And 
it is my beliéf that the Senate alone has not the 
power to go into any executive department in 
the recess, to call the executive to account for the 
reasons why it removes or appoints its subordi- 
nate agents. 

Removals from office, after all, have been the 
great and crying sin of the Post Office Depart- 
ment since General Jackson came jato office, 
From the opinions which have been advanced in 
the Senate Chamber, we might suppose that after 
à man is once seated in office, he hag a right to it 
for'life: it is very inconvenient for him to give it 
up, since he depends upon it for a living: he has | 
made his arrangements to keep it, and it will but 

„deprive his children of bread to take from him his 
office. 

[care not whence comes such a doctrine, whether 
from the North or South, the East or the West. 
Į say no man is entitled to an office one moment 
longer than he is useful in that office, nor has he | 
the right to complain if the power which gave it, 
at any time shall see fit to take it away. When 
a man accepts an office, he either considers ita 
matter of favor to himself or favor to the public; 
if it be a favor to himself, how are his rights 
invaded by discontinuing that favor? If he ac- 
cepts the office at a personal sacrifice, he ought to 
be thankful to be relieved of the duty. 

The doctrine that once in an office of emolu- 
ment gives man a claim to be always in cflice, 
will not stand alone. If we would see this Gov- 
ernment becoming one of the most corrupt on 
earth, we should favor the appointment of men to 
office for life. And this would hardly go far enough; 
for the poor children who would suffer if their 
father was deprived of office during his life, would 
certainty have stronger claims to the same office 
after the father was dead, when they were stili 
more helpless. ; 

In the elder Adams’s time the Federalists very 
well understood the advantage of the influence and 
emoluments of office. In the State of New Hamp- 
shire, from 1797 to 1804, no man who did not sub- 
scribe to the doctrines of the alien and sedition laws 
could even be appointed a justice of the peace. In 
1798 a Democratic clergyman was turned out of |; 
the office of chaplain, after a formal trial before the 
Legislature, because he happened to omit naming 
the President of the United States in his morning 
prayer. All the officers from high to low were 
filled by friends to the Administration. The ven- 
erable Whipple and Gardner, the one Collector 
of Portsmouth, and the other Commissioner of 
Loans for the State, who had been appointed, by 
Washington, were both dismissed from office by 
Adams, because their names were not found upon 
an adulatory address to the President which had 
been circulated at Portsmouth. 

Mr. Jefferson came into the President’s office in 


il 


i 


te 


i printer of a partisan newspaper that had called 


j he was removed early in 1801, anda Demvcratand |: 
friend to the Administration appointed in his place. |; 


‘had me tried and hung for rejoicing at American 


i England by Gideon Granger. Jt was not then as 


| ofthem under Mr. Madison. And itis well known | 


political opponents. W nipple and Gardner were 
reinstated in New Hampshire. Did Mr. Jefferson 
place other than a political friend in any consider- 
able office? Did he not remove officers in repeated 
instances, for no other reason than that they were 
opposed to the principles which elevated the repub- 
liean party and raised him to the Presidency? 
During his administration and the greater part 
of that of James Madison, Gideon Granger, of 
Connecticut, was the Postmaster General. The 
post cffices in 1800 were not more than one for 
every ten ai this ume. Yet, during those two Ad- 
ministrations, in almost every considerable office a | 
change of postmaster was made for no other reason 
than that the incumbent was not friendly to the 
Administration. g 
ia the two only towns where I ever lived in 
New Hampshire, changes were made of the post- 
master. When but a boy of fifteen years of age, 
in the year 1803, i well recollect the last mail bag | 


postmasterat Amherst. The old gentleman parted i 
with his office with great reluctance; he had fought 
hard against Mr. Jefferson, and he could not but 
consider it fair play that, inasmuch as Mr, Jeffer- 
son had succeedid, it was right that one of his 
friends should fill the office of postmaster. Inthe | 
other town (Concord) George Hough, a veteran 


Mr. Jefferson as many hard names as have been 
applied to P, esident Jackson, was the postmaster; 


For more than twenty years this undeviaung old | 
Federalist was afterwards my neighbor, always 
inveterate in his political hostility, but accommoda- 
ting and kind in the way of business. Daring the | 
war i can scarcely doubt he would willingly have , 


victories and urging the sons ef New Llampshire | 
to enter the army. Yet the old gentleman, in the 
way of business, readily united with me in the 
publication of a periodical work containing the 


i documents, which were then highly interesting to 
the people; two large volumes of which we printed | 
without asking Congress to subscrive for them. 
To the day of his death, on all political questions, 
i he adhered to the doctrines of the Aristocracy; : 
i he probably never in his life gave his vote or his 
t 


‘sect, he once declared to me that it was sufficient 
i for him ifa man was a Federalist to have his ; 
support, even though he was Algerine or Turk in 
his religion. 

These two cases are only specimens of the gen- 
i eral turning out of Federal postmasters'in New | 


i it is now; there were no charges exhibited against 
the incumbent waiting for answers and explana- 
tions. If the Democrats in any town were dis- 
satisfied with their postmaster, they wrote to the 
Postmaster General, generally through John Lang- 
don, the well-known patriot of the Granite State, 
and the removal was as sure to take place as the 
day is to succeed the night. 

‘The removals under the administration of James 
Madison were even more decisive in their charac- 
ter than under Thomas Jefferson. All the more: 
lucrative post offices that Mr. Jefferson had left in | 
the hands of the Federalists were by Mr. Madison ; 
changed to other hands. In Boston, in Ports- 
mouth, Newburyport, Hartford, Baltimore, and all 
other places where a change was desired, changes 
for political reasons at once were made; the most 


| 
i 


that, for refusing to remove the postmaster at 
Philadelphia for political reasons only, at the in- | 
stance and direction of the President, Gideon | 


Postmaster General. 


that-he had even less affection for his political 
| opponents than almost.any other President. 

It will thus be seen that the doctrine of change 
i and rotation in officeis not new. 


Sane 


* The name of a place in Virginia. 


that was opened by Doctor Samuel Curtis, the |! 


debates in Congress on both sides, aud publie |! 


influence to promote any Democrat to office. |: 
' Although a professing Christian of the prevailing |: 


Granger himself was turned out of the office of 


while they had the power. The Democrats, ag 
was natural, when they obtained the ascendency, 
as a matter of necessity, made removals of ther 
adversaries, because, as Mr. Jefferson then said, 
t‘ few died and none resigned.” From that day 
to this, much the largest share of permanent 
offices, depending on executive appointment, has 
been held by the party in this country adverse to 
popular rights. That party has not scrapled, in 
all instances where they had the power, to turn 
out their adversaries. Nor has it ceased to claim 
their right to remain in office, when the tables have 
been turned upon them. On the one hand, they 
never cease to cry out * proscription for opinion ’s 
sake,” while, on the other, their very creed is based 
on that spirit of persecution which will tolerate in 
Office, or even in prosperous business, no man who 
i thinks differently from themselves. 

{t is to old Virginia, to Jefferson and Madison, 
that we are icdebted for the republican example 
of doing justice to our own political friends when 
we arein the ascendency, They were not quite 
as magnanimous as Virginians have on some occa- 
sions since been. They did not think it of so little 
consequence what a man’s political opinions were, 
as to elect men as members of the Legislature, who 
were decided political opponents, and thus give a 
character to one branch of her representation in 
Congress hostile to the principles which she has 
ever. professed, 

After the examples of Jefferson and Madison, 
sanctioned as they were by the strong public sen- 
timent of the country, should it be imputed to the 
present Administration as a crime, that it prefers 
its friends to its enemies? It was abundantly evi- 
dent, during the panic of last winter, that a large 
majority of the army of office holders in this Dis- 
trict betonged to the Opposition. Men who had 
been neutral before, viewing the triumph of the 
bank, in its great contest for power, as certain, 
did not hesitate to come out. Indeed, at this mo- 
; ment, the enemies of the Administration stand a 
much better chance for favor than its friends, in 
| everything that depends on Congress. AN officers 
| who want increased salaries, increased expendi- 
| tures, great appropriations, and great patronage; 
all who want to press doubtful claimg tò a favora- 
| ble result, know very well on what side to look 
for favors. . 

As to removals of postmasters, I am of opinion 
that the present Postmaster General has been in 
fault, and that fault is, that he has not, in some 
| places, made changes where he ought-to have 
made them. There are counties in New England 
with thirty, forty, fifty, and sixty post offices, and 
scarcely a Democratic postmaster among them all. 
Perhaps not one in five of the post offices in some 
of the New England States, is in the hands of a 
friend of the Administration. It is well known 
that the Opposition party in New England not 
only do not suffer friepds of the Administration to 
be appointed to any office, but that they turn every 
man out, whenever they find a chance. When 
were they ever known to elect a man to Congress, 
or to any considerable office, opposed to their 
views? itis their general practice to exclude all, 
from the highest to the lowest grade of office. 
Now, it might be supposed, that a party possess- 
ing all ther pride and manly bearing, would 
scarcely deign to be whining continually, because 
when they are beaten in fair fight, they are obliged 
to give place in the principal offices of trust to 
those whom the people have declared better de- 
serving of the public favor than themselves. 

In New Hampshire, Mr. President, we repu- 
diate the doctrine that men have life estates in the 
public offices. With the Republicans of that State 
generally, it has become a practice to send a man 
to neither branch of the Legislature more than two 
years-in succession; to elect a man Governor nat 
more than three or four times; to choose a man 
representative in Congress, not more than twice 
or thrice at most, if he be distinguished; and I 
hope to see the time arrive, when it shall be con- 
sidered arule not to be deviated from, that no man 
shall be reélected a Senator in Congress who has 
served for the term of six years, until a term of 
years shall have intervened. 

The extravagant expenditures and abuses in this 
Government will never be fully remedied until the 
right of the people to instruct their Senators and 
Representatives shall be acknowledged in practice 
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as it ia admitied in theory—until a swift responsi- 
jlity, on the part of public servants to their em- 
ployerss shall be confessed—until rotation in office 
shall be considered a cardinal point in the re- 
publican creed. Scarcely any man can come here 
four or six years without being committed on 
some one of those precedents which are takenas the 
ground of unnecessary expenditure: he has some 
friend who wants a cisim allowed, or he comes 
from a section of the country where a handsome 
appropriation for the improvement of some river; 
the building of some canal or road; the erection of 
sume break water or light-bouse; the fortification of 
some harbor—will do immense good to his friends 
and neighbors, He goes for that claim or that ap- 
propriation; and when he hag gone for it, he is 


bound in all good conscience to go for almost any | 


thing that shall be proposed by any ather member || (rise in his place and assign his reasons for or | 


who has been so disinterested as to vote for his 
proposition, Lam quite certain thatit would be for 
the interest of every member of Congress to come 
here with the expectation that he shall not, in any 
event, continue in the House of Representatives 
over four years, and in the Senate beyond six 
years, aud that he shall retire at any moment the 
fict shail be ascertained he is misrepresenting the 
voice of a majority of his constituents. Sure f am 
that the public interest will be better subserved 
under the adoption of such a rule, than by continu- 
ing a man once chosen for life, under the repudi- 
ated rule of a repudiated politician, thatthe action 
of * the representative ought not to be palsied by 
the will of nis constituents.” J, however, am will- 
ing that each State should regulate its owa prac- 
tice in relation to rotation in office. The party 
with whom [act in the Stateof New Hampshire 
is adopting a rule which, while it makes office ac-, 


cessible to every man who will deserve it, preserves | 


the purity and economy and simplicity of its ad- 
ministration. 

It would be more for the interest of the public 
service at the seat of Government if a salutary 
system of rotation in office should be adopted 
throughout. 
here would be remedied by a change of officers. 
The idea of dependence on the emoluments of 
office, is degrading toa republican freeman; and 
it has degraded many who have spent their whole 
lives as clerks in the Departments, and died leav- 
ing destitute families. l wo c 3 
pect that he is to remain in office doing servile 
duty, or no duty, for life. Jf alaw should pass 


providing that a man should not continue in any | 


one public employment over twelve years—if one- 
third of all the mcumbents in bureaus of this city 
should be compelled to gb out every four years, 
leaving their places to be filled by persons who, 
within the limits of the States, have inhaled the 
air of freen:en, and know how to procure a live- 
hhood without being paid an ofice salary—we 


should find a different state of things in the public || 
offices; we should create a population at the seat i 
of Government bearing some affinity to that in- | 
domitable spirit of our countrymen which best |. 


provides for itecif on its own resources. Weak- 
ness and pusillanimity may aiways be expected 
in that child which is taught to believe that its 
parent will furnish its sole aliment. ; i 

I do not doubt the time will speedily arrive 
when offices of profit, depending as well on ex 
ecutive appointment as on elections by the peo 


ple, will be changed from one to another, til it | 


shall became a matter of course that each individ 
ual shall strive to qualify himself to discharge th 
duties of any office to which he may be called. 
I wonld even be willing to see the postmasters 
change! where an incumbent has enjoyed a lu- 
erative place for years, and his more needy neigh- 


bor, who was equally capable and worthy, was in ; 
i haree the duties of the office as 
I would be | 


a situation to dise 
well, or better, than he had done. 
glad to witness such a change, even when all were 
of the party friendly to the Administration. Asl 
know there never could be a change against us m 


the election of a President when a general turn-out || 


of all our friends in office would not take place, 


so could I not count on the value of that ad- 


vice from any professed political friend who telis 
us tbat we ought, when we 
tion ourselves, to let our enem 
possession of all the offices in our Gov 
pending on the executive will. 


ies remain in quiet 
ernment de- 


Many of the evils which now exist į 


1 would have no man ex- | 


succeed in an elec- ʻi 


į; spective offices—that it will create a corps of men 


f and feelings of the great body of the people, I will 
i! record my vote against it. ; 


|! Nevertheless, as the bill seems likely to pass 


if this body with my negative, Lam anxiousit should ! 


i! pass with at least one fe :ture which.] can approve. 
‘| instructions that the coramitt 
|| ing additional section: 

; “Secrion 4 And be it further enacted, That the 
j! proceedings of the Senate in relation to all nom- 
i © inations of public officers by the President sball 
! “be with open doors, and that each member may 


: ‘azainstthe confirmation ofthe person nominated.’ 
; The reason for the Senate acting in public on 
| nominations is of much greater force than in favor 
l of the President assigning his reasons for the re- 
i moval of officers. The President cannot lose his 
l: individual character in that of his office. His rea- 
| sons, which are written, must all be made public, 
| sooner or later. The indignation of the individual 
ii reported against, and that of his friends, will break 
} 

| 

i 


|; on his head alone, inducing even personal attacks, 
ias we have seen in the case of a late dismissed 
|| officer of the navy. Not so the proceedings of 
|| the Senate—the individual there is lost in the cor- 


iif there be any propriety in requiring the Pres- 
‘dent to communicate his reasons for the removal 
‘iof an officer, there is a much stronger reason why 
| the action of the Senate on all nominations made 
jj by the President should be in full view of the 
| people. 

l! Mr. H. concluded by asking the yeas and nays 
| 


upon his motion; which were ordered. ` 
Mr. BENTON then moved that the Senate 
i adjourn; which was not agreed to. 


that this bill, and that reported by the committee 
in 1826, were not identical, and was desirous of 
recommitting it to have alterations made, so as to 
make it conform to that bill in all particulars. 

Mr. BILL then withdrew his motion, in order 
to enable Mr. Benton to move its recommitment, 
with the instructions indicated by him. 

Mr. CALHOUN compared the two bills for the 


i the same, with the exception of one or two words 
‘indicated by Mr. Benton. 

Mr. WEBSTER expressed his willingness to 
see the bill altered, so as to make it exactly like 
the bill of 1826. 

Mr. LEIGH made some remarks upon the re- 
|, commitment. 

Mr. CUTHBERT desired the commitment, as 
the bill was now presented under a new aspect. 
i He strongly resisted hurrying so important a bill 
i! through at the close of a session where there was 
|i no exigency requiring it. bal 
i Mr. WHITE took the same view of this bill as 
of the one of 1826. 


returned, when f 

Mr. CALHOUN reported the bill amended in 
conformity with the instructions. | , 

The bill was then considered as in Committee 
of the Whole, and the amendments were con- 
curred in; when it was reported to the Senate. 

Mr. HILL then renewed his motion to amend 
the bill as before mentioned, and asked the yeas 
` and nays upon it; which were ordered. 


i 
i 
i 
i 


the proposition must lie on the table one day. 
Mr. BUCHANAN 


his proposition. 
| sideration, and 
attention which itrequired. He could not vote 
for it on this account. e 

Mr. CALHOUN said the proposition goes to 


li its own rules for its own government. 


|, having interests and feelings adverse to the spirit | 
}: of our republican institutions, and to the interests | 


i| t therefore move that the bill be recommitted, with | 
ee report the follow- 


|) porate or collective character of the body. Hence, |; 


Mr. BENTON then spoke for some time to show | 


| purpose of showing that they were now identically- 


The recommitment was agreed to; and the com- | 
mittee having obtained leave to sit during the sitting 
of the Senate, withdrew, and after a few minutes | 


Mr. POINDEXTER opposed the motion as | 
going to change a rule of the Senate; to do this, ip 


expressed the hope that the 
gentleman from New Hampshire would withdraw | 
h It was one which required con- 
it was now too late to give it that 


establish rules for the Senate by law, when the : 
Constitution provides that each House shall make 


The amendment was disagreed to by a vote of 
yeas and nays—yeas 3, nays 40; as follows: 
- YEAS—Messrs. Hill, Kane, Linn—3: 
NAYS—Messes. Bell, Bibb, Benton, Black, 
Brown, Buchanan, Calhoun, Clay, Clayton, Cuth- 
bert, Ewing, Goldsborough, Hendricks, Kent, 
King of Alabama, King of Georgia, Leigh, Me- 
Kean, Mangum, Moore, Naudain, Poindexter, 
Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Robinson, 
Ruggles, Shepley, Silsbee, Smith, Southard, Swift, 
Talimadge, Tipton, Tomlinson, Tyler, Webster, 
White, Wright—40. 
The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading; and at six o’clock, 
`The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
_ Friway, February 20, 1835. 

Petitions and memorials were presented, on 
leave, by Messrs. BEATTY, LOYALL, VIN- 
| TUN, POTTS, and HANNEGAN. 
| On motion of Mr. BEATTY, the petitions of 
| Colonel Henry W. Francis, claiming pay for 
horses stolen from his father in his lifetime, by the 
Cherokee Indians, was referred to the Committee 
on, Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

On motion of Mr. BEATTY, the letter of the 
Governor of Kentucky, and resolution of the Le- 
gistature of that State im relation to the establish- 
ment of a military school in said State, and a reso- 
lution from the Legislature of said State in rela- 
tion to the establishment of a national armory 
therein, were referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HANNEGAN presented sundry petitions 
for-the establishment of a post route from Michi- 
gan City to Plymouth, in the State of Indiana; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. ; 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr: CAVE JOHNSON, from the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, reported, with amendments, 
the bill for the relief of the heirs and legal repre- 
sentatives of James Latham, deceased ; which were 
concurred in, and the bill ordered to be read a 
third time. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON, from the same committee, 
reported, with amendments, the -bill to confirm 
certain land claims in the southeastern district of 
Louisiana; which were concurred in, and the bill 
ordered to be engrossed. 

Mr. HUBBARD, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported a bill authorizing the employ- 
ment of additional clerks in some of the depart- 
j ments.of the Government; which was read twice 
and committed. j 

Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported a bill authorizing the issuing of 
letters patent to John Howard Kyan, on certain 
conditions; which was read twice, and postponed 
| to Friday next. 

Unfavorable reports, upon various petitions, 
were made by Messrs. FOSTER and TOMP- 
KINS, from their respective committees, 

Mr. C. ALLAN, from the Committee on Ter- 
| ritories, reported the following resolution; which 
was rejected: 

Resolved, That this House will, on Saturday, the 
Q1st instant, from and after the hour of one o’clock, 
p m., take up and consider bills relating to the 
‘Territories, ; 

Mr. E. WHITTLESEY, from the Committee 
of Claims, submitted the following resolution; 
| which was agreed to: : 
| Resolved, That it is expedient that the Solicitor 
i, of the Treasury stay all further proceedings in the 
i| suits now pending, and judgments obtained in the 
circuit court of the United States for the north- 
ern district of New York, against so many of the 
sersons referred to in bill No. 369, reported on the 


18th of March, 1834, as may apply to him for that 
purpose, by themselves or attorney, until the close 
of the next session of Congress: Provided, That 
the endorsers, or securities, in those instances 
| where they exist, shali assent to the staying of 
i| further proceedings in the cases in which they are 
concerned, by a writing, to be lodged with the 


j said Soliciter. : 
! Mr. SEVIER asked the House to consider cer- 
‘tain bills relative to the Territories, which had 


|i been. reported by a Committee of the Whole. 


for completing certain roads in the Territory of 
“Arkansas; and a bill from the Senate to improve 
the harbor of the river Raisin. 


RAILROAD IN. FLORIDA. 


The bill from the Senate authorizing the con- 
struction of a railroad upon the public land, from | 
Tallahassee to St. Marks, in Fiorida, was taken j 
up. i 

Several amendments having been disposed of, |} 
the question recurred upon the amendment adopt- 
ed ia committee autnorizing the construction of a i; 
railroad upon the public lands in the Territory of i! 
Mehigan. i 

Mr, WITE said that he understood the rail-!! 
road in Michigan, provided for inthe amendment, 
was connected with the disputed boundary qnes- |) 
tion; he therefore hoped the Delegate from that 
Territory would withdraw the amendment, and 
atach it to one of his own bills, as it would be; 
caleulated to embarrass the bill in which his (Mr. ! 
W’s.) constituents were particularly interested. | 


Mr MERCER remarked that the adoption of | 
the amendment would make the bill incongruous, 
as it was not competent for the House to change 
the t:tle of a bill from the Senate. 


Mr. LYON said he could see no forcein the ob- 
jecuon ort. Delegate from Florida, The boundary 
question had nothing todo with it, He understood | 
‘that the members from Onio intended to resist the jl 
amendment becuu e one end of the proposed read | 
touched npon a tract of country claimed by the | 
State of Onio, He thought an objection of that | 
eharacter an iliberal one. In order, however, to ; 

‘avoid a ling debate, and according to a promise | 
which he had made to the Delegate from Morida, ;; 
not to throw any embarrassment in the way of 
the passage of the bill, he would withdraw the 
amendment . 

‘Tie bii) was then ordered to be read a third time. 


POST KOUTE BILL. 


Mr. CONNOR moved to suspend all the pre- | 
vious orders of the day, for the purpose of taking 5 
upthe pH reported from the Committee on the | 
Post Chace and Post Roads, establishing certain 
post routes and altering and discontinuing others, : 
kt was baportant Chat this bill should be acted on. 

Mr. VINTON hoped the gentleman would ask | 
for an evening session, for the purpose of consid- | 
ering this bill.. d 

Mr. CONNOR objected to the suggestion, there |! 
being usually so much confusion during an even- : 
ing session, j 

After some further conversation between several ; 
members, Mr. Connor yielded his objections, i 
and the afternoon of Tuesday next, from six: 
o’clock, was set apart for the purpose-of consid- | 
ering the foregoing bill. - i 

TENNESSEE LAND BILL. 

Mr. DUNLAP moved to suspend the rules of 
the House, for the purpose of going into Com- ii 
mittee of the Whole House, on the Tennessee i! 
land bil. | 

Mr. D. said he asked the indulgence of thej’ 


House to state the sttuation of the persons pro- | 
vided for in said bill, The citizens of eighteen | 
counties, and the fractions of five others, were | 
directly interested in the passage of this bill: they || 
live on scraps of vacant land. They had been || 
for twelve years asking Congress to provide some | 
means for them to obtain a title to their homes; | 
it had hitherto denied them. The members whose |) 
constituents were directly interested in the pas- i 
rage of tis bill had, during thelast and present | 
session, contented themselves to give silent votes. | 
They had not occupied the attention of this House | 
with long speeches. Their great anxiety to get | 
this, bill passed had prevented them ftom. occu- i 


| 
i 
| 
| 


i the last or present session, 
ii ing other gentlemen to get the business of their 
} constituents attended to; now we ask them to as- 
i sist us, 

, will give general satisfaction. 


i thatit would occupy but a short time of the House. 


li was to fulfil our obligations towards the [ndians; 


bate. 
of the time of the Flouse, for the consideration of ! 
their business: none had been given them during | 
We have been assist- 


The provisions of the bill are such as : 


there could be any opposition to the same, and | 


He asked it as a matter of favor of the House to 


ake up this bill. | 


Mr. CROCK ETT wished to make a few ex- | 
planations on the subject of this bill, 
Objection being made, Mr. C. resumed his seat. | 
Tne question was then taken on Mr. Dunzar’s | 
motion to suspend the rules; which was negatived | 


| —yeas 77, nays 52; two-thirds being required. 


| 
THE WESTERN TERRITORY. | 


Mr. GILMER moved to suspend all the previous | 
orders of the day, for the purpose of taking up : 
the bili establishing the Western Territory. Mr. 
G. ia submitting this motion, urged the importance 
and necessity ot speedy action upon this measure. | 

After a tew remarks by Mesrs. ASHLEY, | 


| LOVE, and H. EVERETT, the latter gentleman | 


asked the yeas and ways on the motion to sus- ! 
pend the rales; which were. ordered, and were— 
yeas 145, nays 50. 

So the [Louse determined to consider the bill. 

The House accordingly took up the bill to pro- 
vide fur the establishment of the Western Terri- 
tory, and for the security and protection of emi- - 
grants, and other Indian tribes therein, ! 


He did not believe |: 


The bill bad passed through the Committee of ` 


the Whole, who bad reported sundry amendments 
thereto, aud the question was on agreeing to the: 


i game, i 


Oa.motion of Mr. JOHN Q. ADAMS, the bill | 
was read at length by the Clerk. 

Several verbal amend ments were agreed to with- 
out discussion. 

Mr. WORACKE EVERETT entered into a: 
lengthened defence of the provisions of the bill. | 
He examined the relations in which the Govern- : 
ment of the United States kad placed itself by the | 
several treaties made from time to time with the | 
Indian tribes, and the relations in which it stood į 
towards the Indian tribes, by the claims they had 


f upon the Government of the United States, on 


account of those treaties. Various engagements | 
had been entered into with those tribes, providing 

for their removal westofthe Mississippi. For the | 
fulfilment of these engagements the faith of the’ 
nation was pledged. Among those engagements, į 


i was one gunrantying to the Indians the posses- i 


sion of their lands against all hostiluies whatever, ; 
whether arising from other tribes or between ; 
themselves. These were the two most important | 


(;engigements, and it became necessary to take. 
; measures for the purpose of fulfilling those obliga- 


tions, 
One great object of the bill was to enable the į 
Indians themselves to make such regulations | 
amoug themselves as should, in a great measure, 
relieve us from the burthen, so far as we could 
induce them to take vpon themselves the obliga- 
tions we have assumed; to defend themselves from ` 
foreign hostilities, and maintain peaceamong them- | 


| selves. This could only be done by employing |) 
ii such a military force as that provided for under the | 
i bil, 
| Government of the United States and the State of | 
il Georgia: we had bound ourselves to extinguish | 


One word as to the relations between the , 


the Indian tides to all the lands within the limits of 
that State; and that would be done if this bill 
pissed, and that embarrassing question forever set- 
ied. Mr. I. then referred to the Indian titles in 
Alabama, Tennessee, Mississippi, &c., which be- : 
longed to the United States, and which we should | 
then acquire. The first great object of the bill! 


wards the State of Georgia; the third to acquire a | 


territory for ourselves in those States wherein the < 


Indian titles belonged exclusively to the Govern- | 
ment of the United States. i 

The great question was, if the bill would effect | 
these objects. First, with regard to the Cherokees | 
in Georgia, it was a belief, well founded, that as: 


‘| gral part of the United States? 


‘| mon compact of the laws of nations. 


grate, and one great end would be answered, that 
of disposing of those intricate and embarrassing 
questions, which had so long been agitated, not 
only in the State of Georgia, but also in other sec- 
tions of the country. Mr. E. then entered into a 


H 
‘| review of the various sections of the bill seriatim. 
i 


With regard to the alleged indisposition of the In- 
dians to emigrate, Mr. E. said the committee had 
satisfactory evidence before them that the tribes 
were willing to do so, if their territorial govern- 
; ment could be ensured. The committee had pro- 
cured a translation of the bill, and submitted it toa 
delegation in Washington, who expressed them- 
selves satisfied with it. The object was not to 
force it upon the Indians, but to organize a plan, 
and to provide an « fficer on the spot, who might 
aid and assist in carrying it into effect. Much 
error had arisen from the name given to that 
officer, from his being called Governor, instead of 
Superintendent; and it was thence imagined that 
it was the object of the bill to form an Indian 
government; but this was not so, The plan of | 
the council was for the purpcse of their forming a 
confederation of the different tribes. It'was indis- 
pensable that the presiding power should be some- 
where; it was in the President of the United 
States, who, as Commander-in-Chief of the Army, 
was required to see the bill carried into effect, 
which could only be ensured by a military force; 
and the commander of that force would be ap- 
pointed in the usua! manner. Sufficient powers 
had been reserved to the United Srates, in the 
provisions of the bill, between the different tribes. 

With regard to a delegate, it was absolutely 
necessary that the Indians should have one in that 
Flouse. What objection might be urged against 
‘it he knew not, but if they were to examine the 
subject minutely, they would find it exceedingly 
difficult to discover by what authority a delegate 
from either of the Territories come there. ‘The 
end of the committee had been to provide for every 
thing which could civilie the Indian tribes, and 
no provision was thought more conducive to that 
end than the provision authorizing a delegate to be 
sent to Congress. lt would also be productive of 
a great saving to the United States, and would 
eventually do away with much of the expenses of 
the Indian department. 

Mr. JOLIN Q. ADAMS regretted to see that 
there was an evident disposition on the part of the 
House to pass this bill. ft was a bill interfering 
with the laws of nations, and proposing the es- 
tablishment of a despotism. Jt was a bill to alter 
the Constitution of the United States, and was 
i contrary to the second-section of that instrument. 
He asked the gentleman who reported the bill, 
[Mr. Evererr,] to show him any article of the 
Constitution authorizing the establishment of an 
Indian Territory. This Jand was guarantied 
to the Indians, and what right had we to take 
upon ourselves to form the Indians into an inte- 
Such an instance 
was never known under the Constitution. If you 
did this, what could prevent you from having a 
negro territory in the United States, and authorizing 
it to-send a delegate to Congress? Were genile- 
men prepured for this? He believed not, but it 
might come. 

lt was also a bill to change the laws of nations. 
The relations in which the United States existed 
towards the Indians, were relations under the com- 
The Indians 
had retained the power of self-government. We 
i had made treaties with them, and if we proposed 
| any such control ever them as that intended by 
| the present bill, it could anly be done by treaty. 
| We were assuming more than we had a right to, 
H 
j 
i 


‘in doing it by legislation, though he was notun- 
aware thatan Indian treaty was a mockery. 

It was a bill for the establishment of a despo- 
tism. 
tions, and was therefore despotic. 


It was in contravention of the laws of na- 
Under the 


x EA Ak ti i Constitution, every State must be republican, and 
e next to redeem the faith we had pledged to- ` 


the people were so punctillions, that although 
they reserved certain sovereign rights to the States, 
they made it a fundaments! principle with them 
all, that no government in this Union should be 
established, other than republican. If they did 
| so, the other States were bound to put it down 
by force. This bill was not republican at all; it 
established a military despotism. ‘To prove this. 


1°35. 
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Me. A. read the second and third sections of the 
bill, and said it was the very essence of despotism. 
He intended to move to suike out these two se 
The bili bad undergone a close and rigid 


thing that could be done tv those wrecks of so 
many mighty nations, but to see the represent- 
ativesof a great Repuulic sitting there to make 
laws for people who were unrepresented, was one 
of the greatest anomalies he could have conceived. 
It would be inefficacious. If those people had 
asked for it, and had requested the wise men of | 
this nation to make a code of laws for them, that if 
wouid be o ferent; but they could not be coerced ! 
by laws made without their consent. He should | 
shrink from doing so with horror. 
Mr. B. opposed, particularly, the provision of 
the bill providing for a reversion of the Indian 
lands to the United States, and said he could not | 
support the bill. We wee placing these men |) 
under the power of our legislation, und then pro- | 
viding for taking back their lands again. In a |; 
few years, (he said,) by dragoons and bayonets, 
Christian tomalawhs and scalping Knives, not one |; 
of these pour fellows would exist on his land. | 
Mr. GILMER said, if they intended to act 
upon tins bill, it was impossible to go into the old 
question with the Indians. The clause referred 
to by the gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. ; 
Burces] was an exact transcript from the agree- i; 
ment made with the Indians themselves. The | 
Indians were in a state of pupilage, regarded as 
unfit to govern themselves. It was said that the 
employment of a military force made this a des- 
pousm. Was not the United States a republican 
Government; and would the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts refuse to employ a miliary force to 
carry tue laws into execution? And why should | 
not the Indian Council dothesame? The gentle- 
man himself had ouce carried it out to a greater 
extent. Mr. G. contended that the bill was the 
only measure tbat could be devised to secure the 
luodians’ rights, and yet the bill was objected to by 
the gentleman from Rhode Island on that very 
ground. ° 
Mr. BURGES explained. 
rights to be secured by treaty. 
Mr. GILMER resumed. | 
motion to strike out the second section, he would | 
observe that the word territory was used, not in | 
the sense of a government, but as a territory or i 
tract of country. Mr. G. would have no objec- | 
tion to strike out all that part relating to territory, | 
and insert some other words, and also insert a į 
provision to reserve to the Indians the same right j; 
to the lands they had now. The word territory j, 
was introduced by the committee in compliance | 
| 
\ 
| 
| 
f 
| 
i 
| 
! 
| 


He wished their || 


i 
i 


With regard to the | 


with the wish of the Indians themselves. Mr. G. 
raoved to insert “lands within,’ so as to read, i; 
“lands within said territory,” and gave notice of | 
another amendment connected with the provision 
for a Delcgate to Congress. ( 
Mr. ARCHER regretted the apathy and indif- | 
ference with which this subject was regarded. 
Fe contended that the bill under consideration | 
was for the establishment of a foreign confedera- 
cy, that might become as great as our own. We 
had as much right-to go abroad and incorporate 
a government in a foreign land. We had terri- 
tories now, bat of what are they composed? of 
citizens of the United States. It had been said 
they were in a state of pupilage. Who governed | 
then? Who appointed the meetings of their i; 
councils? Did not every one know that the agent 
of the United States could govern these Indians 
by the influence of whisky and presents? When | 
these presents had not proved sufficient, what had 
proved so? Force! Is this securing to the poor 
Indian a government of his own? ‘The remedy 
proposed grew aut of those very acts of oppres- 
sion. Mr. A. contended that the proposed gov- 
ernment would be a despbtism—a military gov- 
ernment in its worst form. He had a feeling 
which he would never surrender, which would 
niways impel him to discountenance any govern- 
mentin this country composed of people of any | 
other color than bis own. ‘There was even now ii 


t 
i 
i 
i 
! 
j 
| 
] 
| 
| 
| 


; would make a parallel with tallen Rome. 


: governor or superintendent would resemble her 
i proconsuls, 


: go with him. 


|i than the fate of this almost extinct race. 
‘nant of them left on this side of the setting sun, 
: was a reproach to Spain and to Europe. 
i cotld more contribute to our glory, than to be the 


| ninth degree of north latitude, 


to the warnings of hiswry?. What finally sub- 
ugated Rome? Her provinces. The territory 
n contemplation, (though it did not deserve the 
name of territory, and he would not call it such,) 


Our 


He hoped the members of that 
Jouse would pause before they recognised the 
principles sanctioned in the bill; and he expressed 
himself opposed to it in every form. 

Mr. ILARDEN began by an examination of the 


claims of Georgia on the United States Govern- 


ment in reference to the Indian titles to lands in 
he Cherokee country, &c., and maintained that 
we were bound to fulfil the engagements we had 


|; made with Georgia for extinguishing those claims. 


It was the policy of the United States to give 


i: them such a form of government as should induce 


treaties with all the Indian tribes, and make all 


© those tribes the true friends of the United States. 


Such was the object of the bill. Notwithstanding 
the profound respect which he entertained for the 
Opinions of the gefitlemen from Massachusetts 


‘and Virginia [Messrs. Apams and ARcHER] Oi | 
| constitutional law, he could not see the subject in 


the same light in which they appeared to view it. 
Mr. H. then referred to the act admitiing the Ter- 
ritory of Loufsiana into the Government as a Ter- 
tiiory, for which the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts voted, and which was similar in many of its 
provisions to the present one, 
that Territory were appointed by the President, 


and where was then the ery of despotism? And i 


he would ask them where was the constitutional 
objection to this bill? Military force was author- 


i ized in the incorporation of Louisiana into the 
| Government.. Why then object to it here, where 
‘ tne Indians themselves were allowed a command- 
ing voice in its exercise? Ele could see no des- | 
| potism in the matter. The opposition to the biil 


reminded him of the trick of lawyers so often 


| resorted to to sustain a bad cause. 


Mr. H. said he would be happy to see a dele- 
gate from that abused race upon this floor, and 
he doubted not that nine times out of ten he would 
Give these tribes a government, 
W hat more de- 
reountry, 
The rem- 


and a standing among nations. 
graded the otherwise fair character of ou 


instruments of making a reparation, so long due, 
to aninjured—a persecuted race? Mr. H. alluded 
to the indirect and inefficient attempts that had 


„been made to civilize the Indians, by sending mis- | 


give them property, give 


give them a government, ) 
and everything would 


them laws and literature, ? 
follow. They would then become Christians 
ourselves. We owed it to Georgia to do it. 
owed it to ourselves, and to our God, and he 
never, in his life, voted more cheerfully for any 
bill than he should for the present. He had no 
such fears as those dreaded by thetwo gentlemen 
who had addressed the House that morning. 
Wait till the time comes and then meet the contin- 
gency. He hoped the bill would pass. 

Mr. VINTON said this discussion was unex- 
pected to him. It was a solemn subject, and he 
feared the character of the bill was not properly 
understood by the House. If the country was 
charged with any violation of public faith, which 
bore with particular force upon its national char- 
acter, it was this of its obligations to, and contract 
with, the aborigines. The territory included in 
the bill extended over an immense portion of our 
continent—bounded on one side by the twenty- 
and extending over 
thirteen degrees of longitude. Heconcurred with 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, {Mr. Apams, 
that the government proposed for this territory 
was a despotism—a military government In em- 
bryo. 


he officers of | 


What | 


ionaries among them, &c., but he would say, | 


like į; 
We}! 


How was this territory to be governed? By a: 
governor and’a council consisting of twenty-four 
chiefs, who were ‘* to be elected or selected.’? What 
selected meant, he knew not. Then it was con- 
fined to chiefs;no other Indian than achief. Then. 
the Governor had many despotic powers. Mr. 
V.recited the various provisions of the bill setting 
forth the same, : : 

Mr. CLAYTON rose and requested the Chair 
to call the House to order, as the stir was so great 
that, though sitting near the gentleman, he was 
himself unable to hear him distinetly. 
| ._Mr. HUBBARD said as there was a great ex 

citement prevailing in consequence of the import, 
ant news that had arrived, he moved that the 
House adjourn. Negatived. 

Mr. VINTON resumed. He was opposed to 
the bill, because, in the first place, it was uncon- 
stitutional, and secondly, it was anti-republican 
i Hf it was intended to form a civil government, he 
was for the employment of civil officers only. If, 
however, the bill should be adopted, he should 
move to restrict the limits of the territory within 
a smaller compass, so that it should not be larger 
than one, or two, at the utmost, of the Western 
States. 

Mr. CLAYTON reviewed the objections to the 
bili. Those of the gentleman from Massachusetts. 
{Mr. Apams] were three; first, that it violated the 
Constitution; second, that it violaced national law; 
third, that ic would establish a despotism.. The ` 
i objection of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
| Arcner] was that we were about to create a dan- 
ii gerous confederacy; and those of the gentleman 
ii irom Onio [Mr. Vinton] that the territory would 
ii be too large. Mr. C. maintained that these objec- 
i tions were more imaginary than real. He took 
them up and answered them serialim, He thought 
| that the General Government had the same power 


i had over the territory within its own limits. 
"hey both had the right to impose what conditions 
they thought necessary for the regulations of the 
! people residing within the territory. Nor could 
you stop after having once assumed the rigist. 
‘he United States Government had done it in 
| various ways, and they had the same power to 
' extend their regulations as far as it deemed ex- 
| pedierit. Mr. C. then gave a historical outline 
| of the incidents and events that had occurred be- 
| tween the State of Georgia and the Cherokee 
| Indians in that State, and advocated the bill at 
considerable length. 
| He concluded by insisting that it was not the 
| object of. the bill to establish a new territory or a 
new government. It was to securea home to the 
! Indian tribes of the country.. Such was the wish 
| and feeling of the State of Georgia, and, he trusted, 
uch would prove to be the feeling of this House 
and of this country. Where, he asked, was the 
idence of all that benevolence so often manifested 
‘lin this House? Now was the time to exert it. 
| Now it could be plainly evinced by the passage of 
: this bill. 
i Mr. ADAMS rose. to correct some statements 
| of the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. Harpiy] in 
i relation to the vote he gave on the admission of 
i the Territory of Louisiana into this Government. 
! He quoted from the Journals of the House from 
| 1804 to 1806, (which he held in his hand,) to 
| prove that the course be pursued on that occasion 
i was directly the reverse of that attributed to him. 
He made a wide distinction between that case, 
| however, and the present. This was for the ad- 
i mission into our Union of another race of beings, 
| 
i 
} 
| 


i 
| 

Ii 

if A ` miT 

|| over its own Territories that a State government 
f 
j 
H 
i 


and not the admission of white men belonging to 
a foreign government. 


‘| Mr. FILLMORE proposed an amendment to 
i the bill, which was decided then to be out of order, 
i but at the solicitation of Mr. F. the amendment 


‘was read. Mr. F. was induced to offer his amend- 


1! ment (he said) to apply particularly to those tribes 


t t to 
i| of Indians residing in New York. f 

i| This amendment not being considered in order 
i 

| 


by the Chair, : 
|, Myr. GILMER obtained leave to make some. 


i| explanatory remarks applicable to the subject to 
| which the amendment of Mr. F. alluded. 

| On motion of Mr. JONES, of Georgia, 

i The Elouse then adjourned. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, made in obedience to a resolution of the 
Senate, transmitting the information called for |! 
relative to obstructions in the Potomac river, be- | 
tween Washington and Georgetown. 

Also, a.communication from the: War Depart- 
ment, transmitting the information called for bya |: 
resolution of the Senate, relative to a survey at the 


mouth of St. Joseph’s river. ! 


NON-INTERCOURSE WITH FRANCE. 


Mr. SILSBEE presented the memorial of a 
number of ċitizens of Beverly, Massachusetts, 
praying the passage of anon-intercourse law with 
France. ; 

After some remarks from Messrs. SILSBEE, | 
CALHOUN, KING of Alabama, BROWN, 
GOLDSBOROUGH, POINDEXTER, LEIGH, 


BENTON, WEBSTER, and BUCHANAN, the |! 


memorial was laid on the table, and ordered to be | 
printed, ; 
i FOUR YEARS’ LAW. 

The bil to repeal the two first sections of the 
act limiting the term of certain officers, commonly 
called the four year law, came up on its final pas- 
sage, when Mr. EWING demanded the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered; and the bill was passed 
—yeas 31, nays 16; as follows: 


-YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Benton, Bibb, Black, H 


Calhoun, Clay, Clayton, Ewing, Frelingbuysen, } 
Goldsborough, Kent, King of Georgia, Leigh, | 
McKean, Mangum, Moore, Naudain, Poindexter, 
Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Silsbee, Smith, 
Southard, Swift, Tomlinson, Tyler, Waggaman, 

. Webster, White—3L. 

NA YS—Messrs. Brown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 
Hendricks, Hill, Kane, King of Alabama, Knight, 
Linn, Morris, Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Tall- 
madge, Lipton, W right—16. - 

BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills were also read a third time 
and passed: 

The bill further to suspend the operation of 
certain provisos of the ‘Act to alter and amend 
the several acta imposing duties on imports,” 
passed in July, 1832. 

"The bill for ihe relief of David Beard; 

The supplement to the act granting a township 
of land to certain exiles from Poland; 

The bill for the relief of Walter Loomis and 
Abel Gay; and 

‘The bill for the definition and punishment of 
offences against the United States. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, made an unfavorable report on the petition 
of Matthias Brumen. ` 


Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on n 


Naval Affairs, reported the bill from the House 
regulating the pay of the officers of the navy of 
the United States. 

Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on 
Pensions, reported the bill from the House grant- 
ing a pension to Joseph Gilbert. 

Also, the bil. granting a pension to John Gero- 
delle. 

Also, the bill granting a pension to Luke Voo- 
hise, with an. intimation that he should, when it |! 
came up before the Senate, move for ita indefinite |, 
postponement. 

Also, a bill granting a pension to Col. Gideon 
Morgan, with an amendment. 

Also, a bill to increase the pension of Origen 
Eaton, with an amendment. 

Mr, PRENTISS, from the same committee, 
reported a bill for the relief of John Ashton. Also, 
a bill for the relief of Thomas Morton. 


Mr. ROBBINS, from the Committee on the |. 


Library, reported a resolution requiring the Sec- 
retary of State to cause to be compiled and printed |) 
a list of the officers of Government. : 
BRANCHES OF THE UNITED STATES MINT. 

On motion of Mr. WAGGAMAN, the Senate 
resumed, as in Committee of the Whole, the bill 
to establish branches of the mint of the United 
States. i 


| asked the Government to establish mints there for 


|| us from the burthen of transporting our bullion to |} 


| Unton—they ask for their rights, under the regu- |i 


After some remarks from Mr. Brown, 
Mr. CLAY reiterated his oppesition to the bill, 
tand contended that the mint at Philadelphia was 
fully competent to do all the coinage which the || 
country required. He denied the correctness of |; 
the argument that the mint at New Orleans was |! 
necessary to prevent the transportation of the 
bullion to Philadelphia; ft would find its way to |! 
the great commercial marts of the country at all |; 
events, whether coined or not—he considered it, | 
therefore, unwise and injudicious to establish these 
branches. He supposed it would gratify the pride 
of the States of North Carolina and Georgia, to 
i have them there where they might conveniently 
| go and get out the precious metals, but when the 
objections to the measure were so strong, he could 
| not consent to yield his opposition to it. 
Mr. C. moved the indefinite postponement of 
| the bill, and asked the yeas and nays upon the |} 
motion; which were ordered. 
| Mr. MANGUM regretted that the gentleman 
‘had not all the information which was necessary |! 
i to enable him to understand this subject; if he had, |! 
Mr. M. thought he would not oppose the bill. He 
thought the necessity to multiply the number of 
American coins was manifest, and the actual loss 
of transporting the bullion and foreign coins to 
Philadelphia for coinage was about three and 
three-quarters per cent.; a loss which must retard 
| the increase of the coinage. With respect to grati- |; 
fying the pride of the southern States, he would 
tell the gentleman they had none to gratify. The 
actual loss in the gold region of Georgia and North |! 
Carolina far exceeds the-expense of all the neces- |! 
sary buildings for these establishments. He saw 
| 


no evil in the multiplication of these mints. It; 
j was well said by the gentleman from Missouri, || 
when the bill was up before, thatin the commenta- |! 
ries upon the Constitution it was understood that |! 
branches of the mint might be multiplied. He; 
was willing to establish branches wherever the ji 
natural advantages of the country required it, j 
Mr, FRELINGHUYSEN thought the object | 
of having a mint was mistaken, when he heard |! 
gentlemen say that there were great quantities of | 
i 


gold in the southern quarter of the country, and 


their accommodation, The mint was established 
for the accommodation of the Government, and.he 
thought the present one sufficient... Why put an | 
additonal burden on the Government because the į 
people in that section have been so fortunate as to 
find gold in abundance? The plain answer is, if 
i you have found gold, you ought to be the last to 
ask the aid of the Government in transporting it 
| to Philadelphia. The manufacturer asks no aid 
in transporting his productions to market, and 
i how is the case of the gold digger any stronger? | 
He wished gentlemen to answer this objection. | 
Mr. BROWN said the gentleman from New | 
| Jersey asked why we apply to Congress to relieve 


. . e . . èj 
did not ask to be paid for transporting their mate-'| 


rial. Mr. B. said it was true they bave notapplied 
for this assistance, but they have applied for that 
whichis much more substantial—protection. The ji 


i 


people of the South ask no protection—they rely i! 


be coined, when the manufacturers of the North | 
1 
| 


of justice, which is extended to other parts of the |! 


lation of Congress—the right to coin money. But 
the gentleman from Kentucky says that there is |! 
ao expense imposed upon the South by way of |; 


| transporting their bullion; that the burthen would H 
ji be the same as if it was coined there. 


The remark |: 
of the gentleman is founded in mistake. What | 
are the facts? Can the bullion of North Carolina į 


| be circulated as a circulating medium? Weall; 


know it cannot be done, and its value, therefore, ‘i 
must be necessarily curtailed, and it must be 


on their own exertions—they ask but a simpleact |) i 


tlemen on the other side of the House, was that 
the measure would be auxiliary to the restoration 


| of the metallic currency of the United States, and 
| contribute to bring the Government back to that 


currency which was contemplated by the Consti- 
tution, ; 
A protracted and discursive debate then ensued, 


l in which Messrs. FRELINGHU ¥SEIT, MAN- 


GUM, CALHOUN, BENTON, PORTER, 
WEBSTER, GOLDSBOROUGH, CLAY, and 
EWING participated, when the principles of the 
gold biil of last session were fully gone into. 

The question to péstpone was determined in 
the negative by the following vote: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Buchanan, Clay, Ewing, 
Frelinghuysen, Goldsborough, Hill, Knight, Me- 
Kean, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, Smith, South- 


| ard, Swift, Tipton—16. 


NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Black, Brown, 
Calhoun, Cuthbert, Hendricks, Kane, King of 


| Alabama, King of Georgia, Leigh, Linn, Man- 


gum, Moore, Morris, Poindexter, Porter, Preston, 
Robinson, Shepley, Silsbee, Tallmadge, Tyler, 
Waggaman, Webster, White, Wright—-27. 

Mr. CLAY made some further remarks in op- 
position to the bill; and, with a view to test the 
opinion of the Senate, he moved its recommitment 
to the Committee on Finance, with instructionsto 
amend the bill so as to authorize the establishment 
of one branch only, upon which motion he asked 


| the yeas and nays; which were ordered. 


After some further remarks from Messrs. POIN- 
DEXTER, WAGGAMAN, CLAY, and CAL- 


| HOUN, the question was determined in the nega- 


live by the fullowing vote: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Black, Buchanan, Clay, 
Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Goldsborough, ill, 
Knight, McKean, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, 
Smith, Southard, Swift, Tipton, Tomlinson—18. 

NAYS— Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Cal- 
houn, Cuthbert, Hendricks, Kane, King of Ala- 
bama, King of Georgia, Leigh, Linn, Mangum, 
Moore, eran Porter, Preston, Robinson, 
Ruggles, Shepley, Tallmadge, Tyler, Waggaman, 
Wine, Wrighta o SO Y $ 

Mr. CLAY then moved to postpone the bill till 
Monday next; and on that motion he asked the 
yeas and nays; which were ordered, and the ques- 
tion was determined in the negative—yeus 20, nays 
22; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Buchanan, Clay, Ewing, 
Frelinghuysen, Goldsborough, Hill, Knight, Mc- 
Kean, Moore, Naudain, Poindexter, Prentiss, 
Robbins, Shepley, Smith, Southard, Swift, Tip- 


| ton, Tomlinson—20. 


NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Black, Brown, 
Calhoun, Cuthbert, Hendricks, Kane, King of Al- 
abama, King of Georgia, Leigh, Linn, Mangum, 
Porter, Preston, Robinson, Ruggles, Tallmadge, 
Tyler, Waggaman, White, Wright—2Q. f 

Mr. CLAY then moved another section, as an 
amendment to the bill, authorizing the establish- 
ment of a branch of the mint at Louisville, Ken- 
tucky. 

Mr. C. made some remarks in support of the 
amendment, and Mr. MANGUM, Mr. BIBB, 
and Mr. WAGGAMAN, opposed it. 

The motion was disagreed to without a divis- 


ion. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, and 
the question being on concurring in the amend- 
ments made as in Committee of the Whole, Mr. 
CLAY moved further to amend the bill by redu- 
cing thesalary of the superintendent of the branch 
at New Orleans, from $3,000 to $2,000 per an- 
num, and upon that motion demanded the yeas 
and nays; which were ordered, and areas follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Buchanan, Clay, Ewing, 
Goldsborough, Hendricks, Hill, McKean, Moore, 
Morris, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, Shepley, 
Smith, Southard, Swift, Tipton, Tomlinson, 
W ebster—19. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Black, Brown, 
Calhoun, Cuthbert, Kane, King of Alabama, King 
of Georgia, Leigh, Lion, Mangum, Poindexter, 
Porter, Preston, Robbins, Ruggles, Tallmadge, 
Tyler, Waggaman, White, Wright—22. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. CLAY then moved a further amendment to 
reduce the salary to $2,500 per annum, and upon 
that motion demanded the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered and are as follows: 


WA YS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Black, Brown 
Caihoun, Cuthbert, Kane, King of Alabama, Kin 
of Georgia, Leigh, Manguin, Poindexter, Porter, 


Preston, Robinson, Talimudge, Tyler, Wagga- E 


man, White, Wright—20. 

So the Seuate agreed so to amend the bill. 

Mr. EWING then moved to amend by reducing 
the salary of the treasurer at New Orleans from 
$2,000 to $1,500. 

Mr. CLAY moved that the Senate adjourn; | 


The question recurring on the amendment, it 
was determined in the negative on a division— 
yeas 20, nays 21. | 

Mr. EWING then, moved further to amend by | 
reducing the salary of the chief coiner from $2,000 | 
to $1,500 per annum, and demanded the yeas and i 
nays on the motion; which were ordered, and it 


was determined in the negative by the following | 
vote: i 

Y E A S—Messrs Buchanan, Clay, Ewing, | 
Goldsborough, Hill, Knight, McKean, Moore, | 
Morris, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, Shepley, | 
Smith, Southard, Swift, Tipton, ‘Tomlinson—18 

INNA YS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Black, Brown, 
Calboun, Cuthbert, Hendricks, Kane, King ofj 
Alabama, King of Georgia, Leigh, Linn, Man- 
gum, VPoindexier, Porter, Preston, Robinson, 


Ruggles, Silsbee, ‘Tallmadge, Tyler, Waggaman, |! 


Webster, White, Wright—25. 

Mr. CLAY then moved to reduce the salaries 
of the assayer, melter, and refiner, from $2,000 
each to $1,500; which was disagreed to. | 

On mouon of Mr. CLAY, the salaries of the | 
two clerks were reduced trom $1;700 to $1,200 | 
each. | 

Mr. CLAY then moved to reduce the salaries ' 
of the two superintendents of the branches in | 
North Garolina and Georgia, from $2,000 to | 
$1,590 each, and on that motion demanded the | 
yeas and nays; which were ordered, and are as | 
follows: | 


YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Buchanan, Clay, Ewing, i 
il 
‘making an appropriation to repair Fort Mifflin, 


Goldsborough, Hill, Knight, McKean, Morris, 
Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, Shepley, Smith, 
Southard, Swift, Tipton, ‘omlinson—-18. 


NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Black, Brown, || 


Calhoun, Cuthbert, Hendricks, Kane, King of, 


Alabama, King of Georgia, Leigh, Mangum, !) 


Poindexter, Porter, Robinson, Ruggles, Silsbee, | 
Tallmadge, Tyler, Waggaman, Webster, White, | 
Wright—24. 

So the motion was disagreed to. 


| 
which was lost—-ayes 15, noes not counted. $ 

| 

| 


The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for a :! 


third reading. 
ASSAULT UPON THE PRESIDENT. 


‘ease, he thought there could not be the slightest 


: on account of French spoliations prior to 1800. 
: He said the committee had instructed him to state || 


The CHAIR laid before the Senate a commu- i 
nication from the Hon. Gsorce POINDEXTER, |i 


calling the attention of the Senate to an auony-, 


mous letter, stating that affidavits were in the» i à l 
> move that it be discharged from the further con- 


possession of the President of the United States, 
proving that interviews had taken place between | 
Mr. Forspexrer and Richard Lawrence, a few | 
days previous to the attempt on the life of the 
President, and asking the appointment of a select 


committee to investigate the facts and report them if i e t 
| against them, embodying much information on 
li both sides of the question, should be printed for 
the uge of the House; which was ordered accord- |; 5 
ii ingly. i Í 
Mr. FULTON, from the Committee on Claims, | 
| reported a bill for the relief of. Abner Stelson; |; 
|i which was read twice and committed. 


to the Senate. 
The communication was read,and also a docu- 


ment signed by D. J. Pearce, a member of the i 


House, testifying (as the reporter understood it) 


that he saw such depositions in the hands of the | 


President. f 
Mr. CLAY rose and said that the communica- 


tion and document which had just been read, i 


inspired him with nothing but the deepest morti- ‘Post Office and Post Roads, reported, with an 


‘amendment, the bill from the Senate to provide 


fication and regret; and when he saw the anony- 
mous letter to which the communication referred, | 
he did not believe there was the slightest founda- | 
tion for it. It was impossible for him to credit the | 
statement, that affidavits should have been pro- | 
cured at the instance of the Chief Magistrate, for 
the purpose of implicating a Senator of the Uni- | 
ted States in ao foul a transaction. That such a 
plan of injuring a fellow-citizen should be adopt- | 
ed, nfidavits of such a tenor procured, and put 
away for the purpose of producing them under | 


i! moved that two statements, the one prepared by the 
| gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Evererr,] | 


‘rious attempt involving the life of a fellow-citi- 
i zen, and that citizen the Chief Magistrate of the 


| ment. The bill was made the special order of the 


But (said Mr. C.) the communication calls on 
us for the exercise of a most unpleasant duty, and 
at a most unpropitious season—ata time when the 
Senate is within seven or eight days of the close 
of its session, and when the official existence of 
the Senator himself, for a time at least, is near 
its close. But although the time is short, that 
should not become a question when the duty of 
this body requires it to act. It was theduty of the 
Senate to examine into the case, as requested by 
the Senator, and if it should turn out to be true 
that he had the slightest.agency in that most nefa- 


country, he had no doubt, painful as the alterna- 
tive might be, that we would be called on to exer- 
cise the high functions conferred on the Senate by 


the Constitution, of expelling so unworthy a || 


member, But if it should turn out that there was 
not the slightest foundation for the charge, and 
that there had been no agency on the part of the 
Chief Magistrate in procuring such affidavits, it 
was due to the country that he should be vindi- 
cated from the aspersion, Taking this view of the 


objection to creating the committee of investiga- 
tion, as asked for. 

Mr. C. concluded by moving that a committee 
of five be appointed for this purpose, clothed with 
power to send for persons and papers. 

The motion was agreed to. 


On balloting for the committee, it appeared that || 


Messrs, TYLER, SMITH, MANGUM, KING 
of Georgia, and WRIGHT, were appointed. 


-~ FORTIFICATION BILL. 


Mr. WEBSTER then gave notice-that on Mon- 
day next he would move to take up the bill 
making appropriations for the support of the for- 
tifications of the United States. 


FORT MIFFLIN. 


Mr. BUCHANAN, by unanimous consent, 
offered a resolution, that the Military Committee 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 


and to construct pier batteries in the river Dela- 
ware; which was considered and adopted. 
The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Sarurpay, February 21, 1835. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee on 
Foreign A ffairs, reported the bill of the Senate to 
create a commission for the adjustment of claims 


that there was not sufficient time for its members | 
to investigate a question of such magnitude, and 
requiring the examination of so many documents. 
The committee had therefore instructed him to 


sideration of the bill, and that it be laid upon the 
table—with the assent of the committee, he also | 


in favor of the claims; the other by himself, 


Mr. CONNOR, from the Committee on the 


y 


for the organization of the Post Ofice Depart- 


day for Tuesday next, and the amendment was 
ordered to be printed. i 
Mr. WATMOUGH, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, reported a resolution setting apart 
this day, from twelve o’clock, m., for the con- į 
sideration of the motion to reconsider the vote 
rejecting the bill for the relief of Mrs. Susan Deca- 
ter and others. 


Mr. W. said that the committee had been 
induced to offer the resolution in consequence of 
the necessitous condition of one of the parties, 

The SPEAKER decided the resolution to. be 
| out of order. 
| Petitions were presented, on leave, by Messrs: | 
LOVE and POLK, and referred. Gs 

Mr. ASHLEY presented resolutions of the 
Legislature of Missouri relative to the boundary 
! line of that State; which were. ordered.. to. be 
| printed. 
| Mr. CHINN, from the Committee on the Dis: 
| trict of Columbia, reported a bill making an ap: 
| propriation for the support of the penitentiary in 

the District of Columbia for the year 1835; which 

was read twice and committed. : 
__Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported the following bills; which. were 
read twice, and ordered to be read a third time: 

A bill for.the relief of the heirs of James Wil- 
| son, deceased; and 

A bill for the relief of Sarah H. B. Stith. 
_ Mr, BEATTY, by leave, submitted the follow- 
ing joint resolution; which was read twice, and its 
| furtuer consideration postponed to Monday next, 
| and it was ordered to be printed: 
| Resolved bythe Senate and House of Representatives 
| of the Congress of the United States, That the Secre- 
| tary of War be instructed to expend ten thousand 
dollars of the thirty thousand dollars appropriated 
at the last session of Congress for the improve- 
ment of the navigation of the Cumberland: river, 
between the mouth of Laurel river and ‘the Big 
South Fork of Cumberland river, in the neighbor- 
hood of the Stone Coal Mine, during the next 
summer. 


Mr. HAMER, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to which a resolution adopted by the 
House, on motion of Mr. Burees, had been 
| referred, directing said commitiee to inquire into 
the expediency of providing thatall printing here- 
after required for every branch of the public ser- 
| vice should be executed in the District of Colum- 
bia, and also into the propriety of excluding all 
newspaper editors and publishers of the same from ` 
a participation in the execution of said printing, 
mode a lengthy report. 

Mr. H. moved that the committee be discharged 
from the further consideration of the subject. ` 

Mr. FOSTER asked for the reading of the re- 
port. 

The reading of the report was commenced; but 
before it was concluded—- : 

Mr. WATMOUGH called for the orders of the 
day—yeas 98, nays 48. . 


REGISTERED AMERICAN SEAMEN. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of State, communicating, pur- 
| suant to law, the number of American. seamen 


| registered in each port of entry in the United 


States, for the year 1834, &c., which was laid on 
the table and ordered to be printed, 


BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills were read a third time and 
passed: - 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of James Ls- 
| tham, deceased; 
A bill supplementary to the act of 1802, for the 
| settlement and confirmation of certain land claims 
in the southeastern district of Louisiana; 

A hill to provide for the improvement of the 
harbor of Clinton river,in the Territory of Michi- 


an; : 
A bill from the Senate making appropriations 
to complete certain roads in the Territory of Ar- 
kansas; 

A bili from the Senate providing for the.im- 
provement of the harbor at the mouth of the river 
| Raisin, in the Territory of Michigan; 

A bill from the Senate authorizing the construc- 
tion of a railroad upon the public lands between 
St. Marks and Tallahassee, in Florida; and 

A bill to provide for opening certain roads in 
‘the Territory of Arkansas, and for other pur- 
| poses. 
i 
| 
$ 


QO. H. DIBBLE. 


The motion heretofore made by Mr. Mercer, 
to reconsider the vote on the passage of a joint 
lation authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 


reso f 
| to examine and adjust the claim of O. H. 


ury 


sion, was taken up 
After a few remarks from Messrs. MERCER 
and BANKS, the motion to reconsider was agreed 


to. 2 

Mr. BANKS, instructed by the Committee of 
Claims, and-by unanimous consent, submitted an 
amendment: to the resolution; which was agreed 
to. 
_ . Phe: question recurring on the passage of the 

joint resolution, as. amended, a desultory debate 
of considerable length ensued, in which Messrs. 
MERCER, BANKS,ANTHONY,FILLMORE, 
and MINER participated. ; 

Mr. ANTHONY moved. to recommit the reso- 
lution to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. HILAND HALL moved the previous 
question; which was seconded—ayes.80, noes 40. 

The House then determined that the main ques- 
tion should be put. 

The main question being, ‘‘ Shall the joint res- 
olution pass?” it was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 98, nays 75. ` 


SENATE BILLS. 


A bill from the Senate, granting to thè borough | 
of Mackinaw certain grounds for public purposes, 
was read the third time and passed. 


The following bills from the Senate were read 
twice and committed: 

A bill for the relief of the owners of the brig 
Despatch and cargo; R 

A bill for the relief of Walter Loomis and Abel 


ays 
A bill for the relief of David Beard; 
_ A bill supplementary to the act granting lands 
to certain exiles from Poland; and 
A bill amendatory of the act for the punishment 
| of certain offences against the United States, 


THE FOUR YEARS’ LAW. 


A. bill from the Senate to repeal the first and 
second sections of the ‘* Act to limit the term of 
office of certain officers therein named, and for 
other purposes,” approved May Ist, 1820, was 
read twice.. 

Mr. ARCHER moved that the bill be committed 
to a select committee, 

Mr. FOSTER moved that it be postponed to 
Wednesday next, and made the special order for 
that day. 3 

Mr. HUBBARD moved to commit the bill toa 
Committee of the W hole on the stateof the Union, 
end that it be printed. 

Mr. FOSTER said if the latter motion prevailed 
it would be equivalent to sending the bill to the | 
tomb'of the Capulets. He demanded the yeas 
and nays on the motion; which were ordered. 

Mr. HUBBARD referred to the number of 
appropriation and other important bills which 
were necessary to be acted on. He did not object 
to the postponement of the bill as proposed; but | 

he was opposed to making it a special order. 

Mr. ARCHER. withdrew his motion to commit | 
toa select committee. Ea 

The SPEAKER informed the House that there | 
were various special orders upon the Calendar, | 
which would have precedence, and that the pres- 
ent bill could not be reached, if made the special 
order for a particular day, unless the House by a 
vote of two-thirds postponed all the previous 
special orders. | 

Mr. E. EVERETT inquired of the Chair if 
the bill was of a character which required its | 
commitment? 

The SPEAKER replied that as the bill made no | 
appropriation of money, its commitment was not | 
required by the rules of the House. 

Mr. HUBBARD withdrew his motion to com- 
mit, i 

The motion of Mr. FOSTER was then agreed | 
to. 


DUTIES, ON L“ PORTS. 


A bill from the Senate to suspend the operation | 
of portions of the tenth and twelfth clauses of the | 
seventh section of the act supplementary to the | 
acis imposing duties on imports, of July, 1832, | 


was read twice and committed. 


The SPEAKER laid befor the House a letter !: 


from the Secretary of the Treasury, communi- 


| cating a list of balances on the books of the 


Treasury against collectors, &c.; which was laid 
on the table and ordered to be printed. ý 


~ 
WESTERN TERRITORY. 


The House then resumed the consideration of 
the biil to provide for the establishment of the 
Western Territory, and for the security and pro- 
tection of emigrant and other Indian tribes therein. 

The question pending was the motion of Mr. 
Gimer to amend the second section of the 
bill, by inserting the words ‘lands within,” so 
as to read “ lands within said Territory.” 

-Mr. SEABORN JONES, who was entitled to 
the floor, said the provisions of the bill had been 
sufficiently explained by the gentlemen from Ver- 
mont and Georgia, [Mr. Horace Everert and 
Mr. Gimer.) Mr. J. wished, however, to make 
a few remarks in reply to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. J. Q. Apams.} That gen- 
tleman had objected to this bill because it pro- 
vided for the employment of a military force; he 
(Mr. J.) could not avoid expressing his surprise 
at the objection from that quarter, when all must 
recollect but too well the employment of military 
force in Georgia, to deprive a State of her just 
rights. Mr. J. entered into a full defence of the 
course that had been adopted and pursued by the 
State of Georgia, arising out of the. engagement 
entered into by the Government of the United 
States to extinguish the titles to the Indian lands 
within her limits. Why had not the United 
States effected this sooner when they: had done it 
in other parts of the country? Because, by extin- 
guishing the tides to Indian lands within the ter- 
ritorial limits of other States the lands became the 
property of the United States, but the United 
States deriving no ben:fit from the lands in 
Georgia, had delayed carrying the compact into 
effect. He maintained that the whole blame rested 
on the United States for not putting an end to the 
question in Georgia, as she was bound to do, by 
fuifilling the obligations to which they were 
pledged under the treaty of 1802. Every appli- 
cation made by Georgia, every memorial, every 
remonstrance, received ‘but the monosyllabic an- 
swer—No. When Georgia found the Cherokees 
about to erect themselves into an independent 
government, she then extended her jurisdiction 
over those Indians. Was Georgia (said Mr. J.) 
to permit an imperium in imperio within her own 
limits? Could she permit this with peace and 
tranquillity to herself? Ought a sovereign State 
to permit it? She could not. What did she do? 
She remonstrated with the General Government, 


i who paid no attention to her complaints; and 
| Georgia was, consequently, driven to the expedi- 


ency of surveying the Cherokee country, and 
enforcing obedience to her laws. This bill was 


‘the measure that would effect what was desired 


in that respect; and if gentlemen were sincere in 
their professions of philanthropy, he called upon 
them to sustain it by their votes. Mr. J. con- 
cluded by announcing his intention of offering 
sundry amendments to the bill as soon as the 
House had passed upon the others under consid- 
eration. 

Mr. ASHLEY was opposed to the general 
principles of the bill, and said, at the proper time 
he should also propose some amendments. His 
principal objection was, that it was contrary to 
the spirit of the laws made by the Indians them- 
selves. Theré was scarce an instance in which 
laws were made for them by us with which they 
were not dissatisfied. The only way, in his 
opinion, to civilize the Indians, was to surround 
them with civilization. He was in favor of giving 
a certain portion of land to each, limiting them to 
a certain territory, and leaving them to make their 
own laws and regulations. He was quite sure 
that the Governor would become a despot, at least 


| in the opinion of the Indians themselves. He put 


the case of murder. If an Indian were to be 
executed by the order of the Governor, under our 
laws, it would excite general dissatisfaction among 
them; but if left to themselves, they would do 
justice with alacrity. 

One great object of the bill was to relieve the 


The amendment was agreed tu without a'divis- 
ion . 

Mr. GILMER then moved to strike out the fol 
lowing from the second section of the bill: “ And 
that the right of such Indians or tribes shall be 
impaired by their being at any time formed into a 
territory.” 

Mr. FILLMORE then submitted theamendment. 
which he had attempted to introduce yesterday, 
applicable to the Indian tribes in the State of New 
York. It was to insert after the word tribes “and 


| Indians.” 


Mr. HORACE EVERETT thought the amend- 
ment unnecessary. It was, however, agreed to, 

Mr. BATES then moved to strike out part of 
the same section, pledging the faith of the United 
States. Agreed to—ayes 81. ; 

The question then recurred on Mr, Avams’s 
amendment to strike out the"second section of the 
bill. Negatived. 

_ Mr. ADAMS then waived for the present his 
intended motion to strike out the third section. 

Mr. GILMER proposed a modification of the 
same, relating to the appointment of the governor 
by the President of the United States, over the 
Cherokee, Choctaw, and Creek tribes of Indians. 
` Mr. VINTON said it was a very important, 
and exceedingly impertect bill, in some of its 
details; he would suggest that a further time be 
given for perfecting it before a motion should be 


| made for the previous question, which he under- 
; stood to be the intention of the gentleman from 


Georgia, [Mr. Jones,] as soon as the amend- 
ments of the Committee on Indian Affairs should 
be acted on. 

Mr. JONES disclaimed such an intention. 

Mr. VINTON said he had some important 
amendments to offer, which he hoped would be 
permitted to be heard and incorporated in the bill. 

The amendment of Mr. GILMER was then 
adopted. 

Several other amendments, of a verbal charac- 
ter, were then agreed to. 

Mr. VINTON then proposed to introduce an 
amendment, extending the right of sitting in 
council to all the individuals in the community. 
He objected, too, that there was no provision in 
the bill setting forth whether their proceedings 
should be by quorum, or that the votes should 
be by a majority or a minority; nor was there one 
for framing a code of laws; nor was the council 
compelled to keep a journal of its proceedings. 
These points required to be corrected, and he 
should submit several amendments touching these 
subjects. 

Mr. V. then moved his first amendment, pro- 
viding that the existing chiefs or other Indians, 
holding or cultivating the soil, or engaged in the 
occupations of civilized life, should be eligible for 


; members of the council for two years. 


Mr. H. EVERETT moved to strike out that 
part of the amendment, ‘engaged in the occupa- 
tions of civilized life.” 

Mr. ASHLEY said he was opposed to the 
amendment, as inapplicable to the condition of the 
Indians. He would leave the whole subject to 
the Indians themselves, who always selected their 
most intelligent men. 

Mr. H. EVERETT thought the word chiefs 
had better be omitted. 

Mr. VINTON said if the object of the bill was 
not to civilize the Indian, then the amendment to 
his amendment ought to prevail, and not other- 
wise. If gentlemen would say such was not their 
object, he would better understand them. 

Mr. EVERETT, of Vermont, explained. 

Mr. SEVIER gave an explanation of the man- 
ner of the Indians with regard to the cultivation 
of the soil. It was almostinvariably in common, 
and not confined toa few. He hoped theamend- 
ment would be adopted. ; 

Mr. GILMER was in favor of the section as it 
stood, and any additions thought necessary might 
be made to it. 

After some further conversation between 
Messrs. VINTON, H. EVERETT, GILMER, 
and SEVIER, the amendmentof Mr. EVERETT 
was agreed to—ayes 86, noes not counted. 

The question recurring on the amendinent of 


State of Georgia of the Cherokees; but that very |! Mr. Vinron, 


1835. 
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Mr. GARLAND was oppo 
tions it would involve. 

Mr. VINTON and Mr. S. JONES argued in 
favor of it. ž 

After some further conversation, the amend- 
ment was agreed to. ` 

Mr. POPE moved an adjournment of the 
House. Negatived—ayes 56, noes 67. 

Mr. VINTON then moved an amendment, pro- 
viding that the council should keep a journal of 
its proceedings, that electors should be twenty- 
five years of age, &e. 

Mr. GARLAND moved an amendment to this’; 
amendment. 

Mr. LOVE said he would leave the whole in- 
ternal regulations of these tribes to themselves. 

- After some remarks from Mr. EVERETT, of 


Vermont, the question was then taken on thej! 


amendment of Mr. GARLAND, and rejected. 
The amendment of Mr. VINTON was also 
rejected. 
Mr. GILMER moved to strike out the provi- 
gion giving the Governor the power, at all times, 


sed to the restric- Í 
j 


|i the relief of Lemuel Porter, and it was ordered to 


to adjourn the council. Agreed to. 
Mr. GILMER also proposed sundry verbal 
amendments, which were agreed to. 


| 
i 
Mr. GILMER also proposed an amendment | 


giving the Governor the pardoning power in cases |: 


where the punishment should be death. Agreed į 


to. j i 
Mr. DICKINSON moved to reconsider this |' 


vote; which was agreed to. 


Mr. ASHLEY offered a proviso, securing the | 
rights of citizens of the United States, travelling i 
in Missouri and on the western frorżier, pursuant | 
and in conformity with treaties with the Osages, 
which he briefly advocated. 

Mr. HUBBARD considered this subject suffi- 
ciently provided for in the first section of the bill, 
which he read. 

Mr. ASHLEY then withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. S. JONES then offered an amendment re- 
specting «the pardoning power vested in the Gov- 
ernor, &c. 

Mr. ALLEN,of Ohio, said heshould vote against 
the bill however it might be amended, for he was 
opposed to the whole princip'e of it. It would 
require the most profound attention and delibera- 
tich before it could be perfected. THe warned the 


House that they were about organizing a new | 


system of government in this country. The bill | 


possessed not one single feature known to the), 
Constitution. He could not vote for the bill under | 
any consideration; bat his respect for the commit- |: 


tee who reported it would induce him at a proper 
time to state his objections more at length. 


After a few remarks from Mr. H. EV BRETT, |: 


Mr.S JONES withdrew the amendment. i 


Mr. DICKINSON proposed an amendment, to |; 


strike out the word ‘delegate’ and insert ‘agent.’ | 


On motion of Mr. MINER, ji 


The [House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Mownpay, February 23, 1835. 
Mr. HILL presented the credentials of the 


Hon. Hexry Hurgar, a Senator elect from the |: 
State of New Hampshire, for six years from and ;; 


after the third of March next. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. i 

Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Miltary | 
Affairs, reported a bill to increase the corps of: 
engineers; which was read the first time, and or- 
dered to a second reading. 
Mr. BENTON, from the same committee, to 
which the resolution of Saturday last was referred, | 
made a report, recommending appropriations to | 
he inserted in the fortification bill for the repair of : 
Fort Mittin and Pea Patch, in the river Delaware. 
Mr. McKEAN, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which’ was referred the bills from the | 
House granting pensions to Benjamin Holland | 


i 
i 
j 
l 


and Isaac Eckwright, reported them, severally, | 


without amendment; also, a bill from the House : 


i 


for the relief of Josiah IH. Brown and John) 


tee, reported the bill from the House granting 
additional compensation to the district attorney for | 


S || that composed of Delaware and Maryiand, and 
The amendment was then withdrawn. j! 


ii it should not pass without emphatical opposition 


|: of the United States. 


|i judge, will suffer hi 


| mi district of South Carolina, without amend- 
| ment. nee . i 

| _ Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on | 
Pensions, reported the bills from the House -for 
the relief of Captain Cole, a Seneca Indian chief, 
afd for the relief of Solomon Case. 

Mr. PRENTISS, from the same committee, 
reported the bills from the House granting pen- 
sions to Justin Cobband George C. Seaton, without 
amendment. f 


i LEMUEL PORTER. 
_On motion of Mr. PORTER, the Senate con- 
| sidered, as in Committee of the Whole, the bill for | 


| be engrossed for a third reading. 

SILENCE ELLIOT. 

| On motion of Mr. LEIGH, the Senate consid- 
ered the report of the Judiciary Committee upon 
the case of Silence Elliot; and the resolution re- 
ferring the same to the Solicitor of the Treasury 
to be inquired into and to make a report to Con- 
gress, was adopted. 


CIRCUIT COURT JURISDICTION. 

Oa motion of Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, the 
Senate proceeded to the consideration, as in 
: Committee of the Whole, of the bill supplementa- 

ry to the act to amend the judicial system of the , 
United States. $ 

[This bill provides for consolidating the circuits ; 

composed of New Jersey and Pennsylvania, with | 


j 


requiring Judge Baldwin to hold the circuit courts | 
in the Delaware and Maryland circuit, so as to! 
obviate the necessity of appointing a Judge of the | 
Supreme Court in that circuit, and thereby to ex- | 
tend the circuit eystem to the westera States. } 
The blanks in the bill having been filled up for 


į 


i 
| 
| 
| 
i 


suggested by Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, 


; Mr. BENTON rose and said, he could not per- !! 


; mit this bill to go through the Senate without; 
making every resistance to it which it was in his | 


| it was a perfect monstrosity, It gave them a ju-' 
dicial circuit which extended from the Gulf of, 
: Mexico to Lake Michigan—from the torid to the? 

frigid zone; and proposed, to give them one term | 
iina year. The gentleman had better have made | 


| itlikethose planets whose circles are once in twen- || 


ty years. Mr. B. said that on this biil, so directly l 
affecting their interests, neither he nor his col- | 
league had been consulted. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Does the honor- 
able gentleman’s colleague say he was not con- 
| sulted? . 

Mr. LINN replied that he had been spoken to 
by the gentleman with respect to one of the} 
amendments which has just been made to the bill, | 
which was suggested at his instance. | 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN observed that he | 


i 


lanks iti 
He believed the | 
Mr. Kxa,] | 
om He! 


consulted, not with respect to filling the b 
: was true. f 
Mr. BENTON continued. 
gentleman near him from Alabama, { 
was not consulted. The two gentlemen fr 
: Senators with whom there had not been the slight- | 
i est consultation upon the structure of this bill. 
‘Tt is the first time in the history of the American 
_ Senate of a bill having been framed, making pro- 
: vision for three entire States without consultation 
: with the six Senators of those States; and there- 
i fore, when this bill was reported, he determined 
from him before the Senate and the whole Ameri- 
can people. This important bill is brought v2 
here during a short session, ard at the eleventh 
for rearranging the whole judicial system 
As regards filling these 
blanks, Mr. B. said, that so far as Missouri was 
concerned, as to time, he had as lief it was filled 
| with doomsday, and as to distance, with the anti- 
‘podes. His constituents would not be bamboo- 
| gled with such a bill, A circuit of such extent 
| was mockery, mockery, mockery to the people of 
Missouri. Under the name of a circuit court, 
there is a total impossibility in the way of carry- 
ing it into execution. No man, who is fit tobe a 
mself to be appointed for it. 
Louisiana is at one end of 


i 
: hour, i 


1 
i 
i 
i 
i 
l 


l Look at the circuit. 


the times of sitting of the several courts, &c., as |! 


power to put forth; for as it regarded his district f 


heard that some of the western gentlemen were :; 


linois were not consulted; so that there were six i 
| ment 


(| Mr. B. cone 


H 


ii Missour 


i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
! 


it, and then you are to take'a huge leap over Ten- 
nessee'and Kentucky, the Cumberland’ and Ohio 
rivers, and then alight on the borders of Lake 
Michigan. The middle of this distance is cut off 
by another circuit. Can sucha circuit be thought 
possible for practical purposes? ‘The only result 
can be to answer a temporary purpose, and an 
object which is not visible on its face. What is 
the object of this bill. . Certainly nothing for the 
good of the people. : 

Mr. B. had seen in some of the papers that he 
| (Mr. B.) had moved to go into exceutive session, 
for the despatching the executive business on hand. 
He had made no such motion, nor any movement 
in favor of such a nomination as that alluded to. 
But it was made forty days ago. Do we suppose 
here that the people are blind, and that every body 
don’t know that we have slept? and now, at the 
' end of the forty days, we are to be bamboozled, and 
that western Senators are to suffer such a bill to 
pass without opposing it? There is an old maxim, 
that ‘* There are many ways to kill a dog;”? and 
“ There are two ways to drown a man.” Oneis 
to throw him overbcard, and another is to ‘‘ scuttle - 
the ship and let him go to the bottom.” He 
might speak in enigmas, but they would be per- 
į fectly intelligible, to Senators at least. Mr. B. 
said no man would consent to receive the salary 
and perform such duties. He ‘then ailuded to 
the number of circuits and terms in the Eastern 
' States, and contended that there was no impar- 
tiality in extending the proposed circuit over such 
an immense district, giving it to only one term a 
| year. Itis said to be only deluding the people 

with expectations which they will never realize. 
What is the complaint with respect to the present 
| organization? -It is that there is now no judge on 
the Supreme Court bench having a knowledge of 
the practice of the civil law. And ifa judge from 
the North should be sent to New Orleans the same 
difficulty would exist—he would have no knowl- 
edge of the civillaw. There ought, therefore, to 
be a judge upon the Supreme Court bench from 
Louisiana. He said he had not seen the bill, and 
| therefore did not know how this judge was to be 
; Shot from one end of this circuit to the other; how 
| you are to transport him. By steam? There js 
no steam to'effect it. And to get over land from 
New Orleans to Lake Michigan, must depend on 
a series of connecting conveyances. He thonght 
we ought to wait for organizing this cireuit till we 
have arrived ata greater art in wrial navigation. 
Or perhaps the judge might in his journeys south, 
! be transported by one of those flights of wild 
geese which periodically emigrate from the north, 
if he could manage to have his car attached to 
them. Sir, (said Mr. B Jit will require something 
| more than mere appearances to induce the people 
i to suppose that this bill is introduced for the pur- 
| pose of extending judicial circuits to the West. 
| We say that this circuit should be given to Louis- 
‘ iana; and although we desire its benefits also, yet 
| we are willing to give it to Louisiana, and wait 
i till justice can be done us under the census of 
, 1840 We come in to the aid of Louisiana, and 
i therefore we are willing that the bill should be 
| amended so as to give to her two courts a year, 
and a judgé of the Supreme Court. The amend- 
proposes that there shall be a chief justice 
and eight associate judges of that court; the 
eighth circuit to be formed of Louisiana, Alabama, 
nd Mississippi, and the judge to be appointed in 
that circuit, and to reside there. There is also a 
: section in the amendment providing for trans- 
erring the business of the district court into the 
: eirenit court, which he believed was wanting in 
! the bill. 


| 
| 
i 
f 


luded by presenting an amendment 
; conforming to his views, which he moved to have 
: printed to be offered asa substitute for the bill; that 
tihe bill be laid on the table, and that the Senate 
| proceed to the consideration of executive business. 
Mr. BENTON withdrew the motion to lay the 
bill on the table, at the request of 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, who observed, that 
‘he did not expect that this bill would have met 
i with such a reception from the gentleman from 
i, When the gentleman said the bill was 
a monstrosity, and that his constituents were bam- 
boozled by it, he (Mr. F.) was neither converted, 
‘convinced, nor intimidated. He was prompted 
| to introduce this bill by the frequent messages of 


~ 
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the President of the United States on the subject; | 
and if the honorable gentleman’s constituents had 
been bamboozled by it, it was done at the sugges- 
tion of the President of the United States. When j; 
we look at the map and see the situation of Mis- 
sissippi, Louisiana, and Missouri, and see that 
` the judge can travel the whole distance by steam, 
Mr. F. believed that many gentlemen could be 
found, who would accept the appointment. Sup- 
pose he does ship from the torrid to the frozen 
zone, and he can administer justice by it, why 
‘should. he not do it? He could well concéive how 
gentlemen with western aspirations should desire 
to see ten judges on the bench instead of seven. 
(Mr. F. here read a passage from the President’s 
late message.] Here is the very enlargement of 
the circuit. court system, the very bamboozling 
which is recommended by the President. A va- 
cancy has happened in the Maryland district, and 
by giving that district to the judge who presides 
in Pennsylvania and New Jersey, that extension | 
which the President recommends, can be given to | 
the West. And the circuit spoken of will be one 
. of the pleasantest in the United States, and the 
courts in it-will be held in the pleasantest months 
ofthe year—April, May,and June. The question 
then is, is the Senate prepared to avail itself of the | 
chasm, which enables us to effect this great object? | 
If'we let the opportunity pass, it may be long 
before one so favorable may be presented again. | 

Mr. PORTER said he was singularly situated 
in this matter. He was between his friends on 
both sides; but he hoped to be able to say what 
would reconcile both of them. It was of no im- 
portance what were the motives of the originators 
of the bill or the amendment; for as to dodging 
any question connected with this or any other 
‘subject, he dodged nothing, He thanked the 
gentleman from Missouri for foregoing the benefits | 
‘of the proposed system, and giving it to the south- 
west; for (said Mr. P.) the present system is so 
grievous that we cannot bear it much longer. He 
thought the honorable gentleman’s amendment 
was the best possible plan that could be suggested. 
‘To avoid the inconvenience of an increase of the 
jadges, he thought it the best plan that could be 
-hiton. In Louisiana, the whole of our jurispru- 
dence is based upon the civil law; but what is her 
situation? . When her cases are tried and brought 
to the Supreme Court, there is not a judge on the 
bench who has any knowledge of it, The requi- 
site knowledge cannot be acquired from books, 
bat only by applying its principles to the affairs 
of men. There is no man on the bench who is 
acquainted with its principles, and it cannot be 
endured much longer. He begged gentlemen to 
arrange itin such way, now that itis in their 

ower, as to give us the benefits of the system. | 
fie hoped the amendment would prevail; but if it 
` did not, he asked the honorable gentleman from 

Missouri whether it was not better to take half a | 
loaf than no bread? For fourteen years we have | 
been struggling in the West to get the benefits of | 
the circuit court system. The justice of Congress 
has been applied to without avail. He deprecated 
waiting longer; and he now gave notice that, if he 
could not get the amendment, he was willing to 
go for.the original bill, He asked the honorable 
Senators why they would not take the gentleman 
from the fourth circuit, and give him to Ilinois, 
Indiana, and Missouri, and let us have, for the 
eighth circuit, Louisiana, Alabama, and Missis- 
sippi? But the inconvenience the gentleman from 
Missouri spoke of was not so great. A man could 
travel easier from New Orleans to Missouri than 
Judge McLean could go from Ohio to Tennessee 
and Kentucky. He put it tothe honorable gen- | 
tleman from New Jersey whether the amendment 
did not fully meet his views? 

Mr. EWING said, he did not see much force in 
the Senator’s [Mr. Benron’s] objection, on the. 
ground that the Senators whose States were inter- | 
ested-in the bill had not been consulted. The res- | 
olution directing the investigation of the subject 
was presented some weeks since. The subject 
had been before the Senate since that time. He 
would ask why did not the Senators go to the | 
committee with their suggestions, if they were de- 
sirous of making any to them. But the floor of 
the Senate was the proper place for suggestions. 
‘The honorable Senator objected to the extent of 


| larging the number of judges. The only way 


the digtricts, representing the sessions of the court 


to be like the long periodic returns of an eccentric | 
comet. But what were the purposes of these | 
courts? They were not to decide casesat common | 
law between man and man, but tribunals where 
the foreigner and citizen might plead. It was not 
considered so great a favor in his (Mr. E.’s) State, 
to be dragged into the courts of the United States. 
The citizens generally preferred their own cuurts, 
as the expense was much more in the district 
court than in the State courts. The great ends of 
justice would be as well answered by one court a 
year astwo. The Senator called the bill a mock- 
ery! But surely it would answer all the wants 
of those States. Why should they complain? 
Because they cannot be sued in the United States 
court instead of theif own county courts? He 
also told you of the extent of the proposed dis- 
trict, as if it was impossible for a judge to travel 
through it. Mr. E. said, that five or six weeks 
would be sufficient for Louisiana, and a week or 
two for each of the other States. The honorable 
gentleman could not be serious in his objections 
in regard to the judge’s transporting himself from 
place to place. The great natural advantages 
afforded for steamboat navigation furnished a safe 
and expeditious communication between all parts | 
of the district, excepting about one hundred miles 
between the Mississippiriver and Vandalia. Yet he | 
has told you about flying, and being drawn by 
wild geese. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, said he recollected 
well that they had been deprived of the benefits of | 
the circuit system on account of gentlemen being | 
unable to make up their minds as to the mode of | 
bestowing it. Ifthe system was good, the new 
States should have the benefit of it; if not, the old 
States should give it up. He was willing the dis- 
tricts should be formed on geographical principles, 
and so constructed as to be permanent, and ex- 
tend to allthe States alike. The additional ex- 
pense ought not to prevent gentlemen from giving 
these benefits to the South and West. He re- 


gretted that the subject had not been brought for- || 


ward at an earlier part of the session. He thought 
it would be better to send back the bill to the 
committee, with instructions to report the bill 
giving an additional judge to Louisiana, Alabama, 
and Mississippi. 

Mr. BIBB said there was one circumstance the | 
advocates of the bill seemed not to have regarded. 
Those six States had, for more than fourteen years, 
been denied the benefits of the circuit system. 
There, life and death depended upon the opinion | 
ofa single judge. In a civil case, also, his opinion 
was decisive. Congress had gone on, forgetting | 
that justice was the most sacred privilege. It was 


strange that ina new country, where so many || 


difficulties arose, the rights of the citizens should 
depend on a single voice. In those six States 
were many criminal cases, especially in Louisiana, ! 
where crimes, commitied on the high seas, were 
brought, all of which were decided by a single in- 
dividual, who was a judge of an inferior grade, 
and limited abilities. 

His opinion was, that the Supreme Court and 
the district courts ought to beseparated. Mr. B. | 
said party feeling had too much to do with the 
subject. The question often became what Presi- 
dent was to appoint the judge? In the digsensions 
about politics, the claims of justice were too often | 
forgotten. It was a burning shame! He was 
willing to make seven judges do all the business, | 
but still should prefer an additional circuit, as the 
wants of the new States, about to be admitted 
into the Union, must be provided for. 

Mr. BLACK said the system -should be abol- 
ished altogether, or be extended to all alike. The 
great objec.ion to extending the system was en- 


then was to enlarge the circuits. He was in favor 
of abolishing the fourth altogether, or to provide 
some cther way of giving two judges to the South | 
and West. He would, however, accept of one if 
he could get no more. But he had come to the 
determination, that if the old States withheld the 
extension of the judicial system, he had given the 
last vote he ever intended to give for appointing 
a judge. 

Mr. HENDRICKS said he preferred the origi- 
nal bill to the amendment. It had struck him as 
a favorable opportunity for giving a judge to the | 
new States. 


Mr. BUCHANAN said, he should not have 
risen to make any remarks upog the subject; but 
he believed the propitious moment had at lergih 
arrived when justice might be done to the West, 
The people of the western States had a right to 
: complain, and te complain loudly, that the circuit 
court system had never been extended to them. 
It must be admitted, however, that their Repre- 
sentatives, in this and the other House, had, in a 
great degree, been the cause of this injustice, 
Whilst he had been a member of the House of 
Representatives, he had exerted all his feeble 
‘powers, first under the lead of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, (Mr. W £BsTER,] and afterwards 
as chairman of the Judiciary Committee, to do 
| justice in this particular to the western States. 
| Every effort had hitherto been in vain, chiefly for 
want of a cordial and united effort of the western 
i gentlemen themselves. 
| Although no practical benefit has yet resulted 
from the repeated discussions of this subject, yet 
a great and important principle has been settled, 
At first, many gentlemen whose opinions were 
entitled to great consideration thought it best to 
detach the Judges of the Supreme Court from cir- 
cuit duties, and convert them into a mere court of” 


i| appeals. He believed that very few, if any, now 


entertained such an opinion. The truth was, that 
no man can be a useful Judge of the Supreme 
Court, who has not an opportunity of acquiring 
a practical knowledge on the circuit of the con- 
| flicting and ever-varying laws of the different 
States. itis thus, and thus only, that he can . 
bring with him to Washington and contribute his 
| Proportion of that sort of local State law which 
| can never be acquired in any other manner. The 
| judges of a mere appellate tribunal never could 
| ‘and never would acquire, by study alone, a suffi- 
cient knowledge of twenty-four distinct and clash- 


i; ing systems of the State laws and customs. 


It has then been established, that our present 
| judicial system shall not be abandoned. This 
being the case, no man can doubt but that it must 
i be extended to the six western States. Nature 
herself has clearly divided these States“into two 
circuits. The three southwestern States, Alaba- 
ma, Mississippi, and Louisiana, ought to form one 
cireuit;and the three northwestern States, Indiana, 
Illinois, and Missouri, the other. Before he sat 
down heshould make a motion to recommit the 
bill to the Judiciary Committee, with instructions 
to create those two circuits, 

Mr. B. believed that the circuit as proposed by 
| the biil under consideration was far too extensive. 
It was possible indeed thatthe judge might be 
| able to travel over it, though the places of holding 
the’courts were very remote from each other. But 
was there nothing more necessary? ‘The judge 
must acquire an accurate kno edge of the laws 
of each of the States within his circuit. This’ was 
a work of time and of labor. Every State in the 
Union had its own system of laws; and these were 
constantly changing, according to the will of 
twenty-four distinct Legislatures, If a judge were 


[æo be kept constantly on the road, he could never 


acquire the knowledge necessary to make him 
useful to the country. The proposed circuit was 
greatly too large. He would again repeat, thut 
nature had already formed the two circuits in the 
| West, which he should propose to establish. 
| Alabama, Mississippi, and Louisiana, were not 
more closely connected by their position, than 
they were in feeli: -and in interest. The same 
i might be said of Indiana, Ilinois, and Missouri. 
He trusted the time had now arrived when these 
circuits might be formed. in order to try *™ sense 
of the Senate upor the subject, he now u.uved, 

** That the bill be recommitted to the Commit- 
‘ tee on the Judiciary, with instructions to amend 
t the bill, to create two new circuits, the one to con- 
i ‘sist of the States of Louisiana, Alabama, and 
‘ Mississippi, and ‘the other of the States of 
‘Indiana, Hlinois, and Missouri.” 

Mr. CLAY wished to make a few remarks, to 
vindicate the General Government against the 
eternal cry of injustice from the new States. He 
did not deny that all the States ought to be onthe 
same footing. He cared but little what method 
was adopted; he had no objection to increasing 
the number ef judges; he would even go as far as 
twelve. The Supreme Court of the United States 
was no ordinary court. lt was a high political 
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tribunal to interpret the Constitution as 
civillaw. There was a trust committed to it too 
high for any earthly tribunal. He would not 
trast it there, if there was any where else to put 
it, It exercises a power over the Constitution 
transcendent to all the other departments of the 
Government; a jurisdiction higher than any court 
in England—either the Court of Cassation or the 
House of Lords. If ita functions were confined 
to civil eases, a small number would facilitate the 
business. But, in its higher jurisdiction, by ex- 
pounding the Constitution, he bad no objections to 
a larger number. 
Mr. KING, of Alabama, hoped the bill woul 

be recommitted without instractions, leaving it to 
the committee to arrange the circuits, otherwise 


it might lead to a discussion, when the time of the | 


Senate was so precious. 
After some further conversation between Messrs. 


CLAY, BIBB, BENTON, CLAYTON, LEIGH, 


and BUCHANAN, 

On motion by Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, to 
pamend said mouon by adding thereto the follow- 
ing words: «And so to arrange the third and 
fourth circuits, as to form in the whole eight cir- 
cuits,” it was determined in the affirmative— 
yeas 34, nays 10. 

On motion of Mr. CLAYTON, the yeas and 
nays being desired by one-fifth of the Senators 
present, those who voted in the affirmative are: 

YEAS—Meesrs. 


Goldsborough, Grundy, Hendricks, King of Ala- 
bama, King of Georgia, Kvight, Linn, McKean, 
Mangum, Morris, Naudain, Porter, Prentiss, Pres- 
ton, Robbins, Robinson, Silsbee, Smith, Southard, 
Swift, Tipton, Tomlinson, Waggaman, Webster, 


` White—34. 


NAYS—Messrs. Buchanan, Clayton, Cuthbert, 
Hill, Kane, Kent, Leigh, Ruggles, Shepley, Tall- 
madge—l0. ‘ 

The motion of Mr. BUCHANAN, soamended, 
was then agreed to, and the bill recommitted ac- 
cordingly. 

INVESTIGATING COMMITTEE. 


On motion of Mr. SMITE, the committee ap- 


pointed on the application of the Hon. Georce | 


Purspexrer, had leave to sit during the sittings 
of the Senate. 
FORTIFICATION BILL. 

On motion of Mr. WEBSTER, the Senate 
took up for consideration, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bil from the Elouse making appropria- 
tions for the fortifications of the United States, for 
the year 1835. 

‘The amendments of the Committee on Finance 
were taken up successively, as follows, and agreed 
to. 

An appropriation of $75,000 for the repair of 
Castle island, in the harbor of Boston. 

Bor the detences within the State of Maryland, 
$160,000. 


A section authorizing the Secretary of War to 


purchase six acres of land adjoining Fort McHea- |i 4 es ht | 
|! the present posture of affairs he was d-sposed |! 


to stand upon the ground of State sovereignty, | 


ry, near Baltimore. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, and 
these amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. DANTON then offered an amendment ap- 
propriating $75,000 to the repair of Fort Mifilm 
and the adjacent pier Oatteries in the river Dela- 
ware, 


KING. of Georgia, inquir hat ir 
Mr. KING, of Georgia, inquired what repais "Mr. HORACE EVERETT said the members 


there were to Le done, which made so large an 
appropriation necessary. 

Mr. BUCHAN 
tion of Fort Delaware, Philadelphia was left en- 


2 i 
trely without protection, and the important ques- 


tion with the War Department was, where that 
city could be most readily and cheaply defended. 

The result of the inquiry was, that it could be 
better done at Fort Milin. He hoped it would 
not be necessary, but if it should, undoubtedly, 
the repairs ought to be made. 


is 


well as the 


Bell, Benton, Bibb, Black, j 
Brown, Calhoun, Clay, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, i 


j 


i 
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N replied that by the destruc- || 
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Mr. BENTON read an extract from the report 
of the Secretary of War on this subject, when the 
amendment was agreed to. 

| Mr. BENTON then moved, by the instructions 
of the Military Committee, to increase the appro- 

priation for the repair of Fort Delaware, (the Pea 

! Patch,) to $159,000 . : 

| Mr. PRESTON made some general observations | 

j upon the system of fortifications, and expressed | 

he opinion that if these expenditures were in- | 

i creased unreasonably, or beyond the amounts 

| contemplated in the system, the Treasury would | 

| not be competent to sustain it, 

__ After some remarks from Mr. CALHOUN and į 
Mr. CLAYTON, in defence of the system and the 
necessity of the increased sum, the amendment 
was agreed to. 

Mr. BENTON moved a further amendment of 
$100,000 to the armament of the several fortifica- 
tons; which was agreed to. - 

The amendments were then all concurred in, 
| and the bill ordered to be engrossed for a third ! 
reading. 


| 
t 
| 
| 
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EXECUTIVE SESSION. r 
On motion of Mr. HENDRICKS, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of executive busi- 
| ness, and after some time spent therein, 
‘The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpar, February 23, 1835. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
i motion to print the preamble and resolutiors of 
i the Legislature of the State of Vermont, in rela- 
tion to the Public Lands, the Bank of the United 
| States, and the removal of the deposites. 

Mr. SLADE said it had been contended by the 
| gentlemen from New York [Messrs. TurRLi and 
| Bearps.ey] that the resolutions were disrespectful 
| to the House. He wished the gentlemen to point 
| out in what particular, either in form or substance, 
| these proceedings were disrespectful. He made 
ithe request the more earnestly, because, if the 
printing was refused, it wouid go forth. to the 
world, that resolutions presented by a member of 
the Hdfise, which had passed the Legislature of 
Vermont, were considered unfit to be entered on 
| the Journal of this House. 

| Mr. BOON moved to lay the motion to print on 
| the table. : 

On this motion Mr. H. EVERETT demanded | 
the yeas and nays; which were ordered, and were | 
—yeas 32, nays 139.. 

So the House refused to lay the motion to print | 
on the table. 

Mr. SLADE reiterated his former remarks, 
| which he said had not had the effect of producing 
i the specifications which he had required of the 
entlemen from New York. He was no great | 
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although he could not go as far as some of its advo- | 
‘cates. Ee commended in conclusion that the pre- 
| amble and resolutions were respectful, and that | 
| the Legislature of Vermont had a right to be heard | 
| and their proceedings spread upon the Journals of 


the House. 


from Vermont were requested to use their influ- 
| ence in furthering the objects of the resolutions. | 
| This was a sufficient reason for their presentation. | 
Mr. BOON meant no disrespect to the Legisla- | 
Í ture or the members from Vermont. He had 
moved to lay the motion to print on the table, to | 
avoid along and useless debate, for which there | 
was no time. He did not object to receiving the | 
views of a sovereign State. 


‘The resolutions had | 
been received by the House, 


and by referring | 


tiekler for State rights, but he began to think that || 
the advocste of State rights had more reason than jj 
heretofore for maintaining their ground. From a į; 
source which he need not designate, great danger |i 
to the just rights of the States had arisen, and in || 

| 

i 


‘i to be establ 


them to a committee, nothing more, he conceived, 
was necessary to be done. 

The question was then taken; and the motion to 
print carried—yeas 159, nays 32, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Petitions and memorials were presented by— l 
Mr. JARVIS, of Maine; 


i” Mr. HUBBARD, of New Hampshire; 


Messrs. JACKSON and PHILLIPS, of Mas- 
sachusetts; . 

Mr. BURGES, of Rhode Island; 

Messrs. HALL, SLADE, JAMES, and AL- 
LEN, of Vermont; * 

Messrs. WHITE, BEARDSLEY, DICKSON, 
and HAZLETINE, of New York; 

Mr. PARKER, of New Jersey; ` 

[Mr. Parxer presented joint resolutions of the 
Legislature of New Jersey, on the subject of the 
Bank of the United States, the removal of the 
public deposites, &e.} 

Messrs. BANKS, KING, CLARK, STEW- 
ART,COULTER,BURD,andSUTHERLAND, 
of Pennsylvania; f 

Messrs. KNIGHT, and A. H. SHEPPERD, 
of North Carolina; 

Messrs. JOHNSON and DAVIS, of Ken- 
tucky; 

[Mr. R. M. Jounson presented resolutions of 
the Legislature of Kentucky, in favor of the estab- 
lishment of a national armory in said State.] 

Messrs. PATTERSON, VANCE, WHIT- 
TLESEY, and HAMER, of Ohio; f 

(Mr. Parrerson presented the petition of the 
citizens of Huron county, Ohio, praying that a 
survey and estimate be made of the expense of 
making a ship navigation around the Falls of 
Niagara.} 

(Mr. Hamer presented petitions from sundry 
citizens of Ohio, praying an alteration of the post 
route from Bainbridge to Maysville. Also, peti- 
tions from Brown county, Ohio, praying the estab- 
lishment ofa new post route from Decatur to Mays- 
ville.] 

Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana; ; 

Messrs. HANNEGAN, KINNARD, and Me- 
CARTY, of Indiana; 

[Mr. Kinard presented an additional docu- 
ment in favor of allowing the Leavenworth. and 
Bloomington Railroad Company, in the State of 
Indiana, to take materials from the public landa, 
&c., for the construction of said rosà; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands.] 

Mr. PLUMMER, of Mississippi; l 

Mr. REYNOLDS, of Illinois; 

Mr. MARDIS, of Alabama; 

[Mr. Marnis presented the petition of Henrietta 
| Binns, of Sumpter county, Alabama, praying Con- 
gress to pass a jaw granting to her a preémption 
to a tract of land described in her petition.} 

Mr. ASHLEY, of Missouri; 

Mr. WHITE, of Florida; 
| Mr. Speaker BELL, 
| Which petitions and memorials were appropri- 
| ately disposed of. . 

i RESOLUTIONS. 
| 


On motion of Mr. BURGES, 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
i instructed to report to this House, on the memorial 
| of the Marine Society in Providence, in the State 
| of Rhode Island, in relation to a marine hospital 
| ished in the vicinity of that city; if 
| there be not time for that committee to report on 
| the expediency of that measure, that they be 

further instructed to report forthwith to this House 
i all the papers and documents which have been 
i referred to them thereby. 

Mr. BOCKEE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies one day. a 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
| to communicate to this House the reason of his 
| omission or refusal to place the names of Benedict 
| Alvord and Robert Brush on the revolutionary 
| pension roll, pursuant to the provisions of an act 
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passed 30th June, 1834, entitled “ An act for the 
rélief of Benedict Alvord and Robert Brush.” 
On motion of Mr. THOMAS, of Maryland, 
Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency.of providing by law for the payment of the 


claim. of Henry Hoffmon for military services in 


the war of the Revolution. 


: Mr: GAMBLE submitted the following resolu- 
tion, by consent; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to communicate to this House a copy of the 
report made to him by the engineer employed the 
last summer in the examination of certain routes 
for railroads from the Atlantic to the Mississippi 
and its waters. 


On motion of Mr, ALLAN, of Kentucky, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions be instructed to inquire into the propri- 
ety of directing payment to. be made to the heirs 
of Levi Todd, of the amount of half pay claimed 
by them to be due on account of the services of 
said Levi Todd, as a lieutenant in the Virginia 
regiment Commanded by Colonel George Rogers 
Clark, in the revolutionary war. 


On motion of Mr. WEBSTER, 
° ‘Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
removing the land office from Cincinnati to Green- 
ville, Ohio. 
` On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 
Resolved, That the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of making an appropriation for the erection of 
barracks at Donaldsonville, in the State of Louis- 
iana, for the accommodation of the troops of the 
United States to be stationed at that place. 


On motion of Mr. THOMAS, of Louisiana, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of making 
an appropriation to remove the obstructions to the 
navigation of vessels in the rivers Amite, Teche, 
Chipahaw, and West Pearl, in the State of Lou- 
isiana. ; 

On motion of Mr. WHITE, of Florida, 
> Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
directed to report to this House, at its next ses- 
sion, the number of Spanish claims to land in 
Florida now depending in the courts of that Ter- 
ritory, under the act of Congress of 1828, the 
amount of land claimed, the nature of the claim, 
and by whom granted, with a schedule of those 
made by the same officers, and for the same 
objects, of those confirmed by the Supreme Court 
of the United States, and whether the lands cov- 
ered by the titles are reserved from survey, or 
sufficiently designated to be laid down on -the 
township plats. 


Mr. MANN, of New York, by consent, offered 
the following resolution; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, Lhat the Secretary of War be re- 
quested to report to the next Congress, at the 
commencement of their first session, a statement 
showing the state and condition of the ordnance 
and ordnance stores, under the control of the ord- 
nance department; the number and kind of arms 
and accoutrements and heavy ordnance on hand, 
specifying the number and kinds fit for service; 
the amount of money expended in each year at 
the respective armories and arsenals, and the 
general objects of such expenditure since their 
establishment; the averagé cost of each kind of 
ordnance and small-arms and accoutrements in 
each year, showing the aggregate expense of 
buildings, implements, and machinery, devoted to 
the manufacture of arms at each armory; the 
number of officers and workmen employed at the 
respective armories and arsenalsin each year, and 
the number and kinds of arms produced; the ag- 
gregate cost of the whole, and the average cost of 
each description manufactured; and showing sep- 


arately the expenditure for each year of buildings, 


machinery, implements, workmen, and their num- 
ber in each year devoted to the manufacture of 
Flall’s patent rifles; the number annually pro- 
duced, and the place where manufactured; the 
average cost of each, including buildings, ma- 
chinery, and all charges, and the number now 
belonging to the United States. 


Mr. HANNEGAN, on leave, presented the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That the bill from the Senate, No. 54, 
being an act to improve the navigation of the river 
Wabash, be made the special order of the day for 
Thursday next, the 26th instant. 

Mr. HANNEGAN remarked, on introducing 
this resolution, that his object in asking the House 
to make this bill the special order of the day fora 
day certain, was the perfection of the bill itself so 
as to ensure its success, should the House feel 
inclined, as he hoped it did, to pass the bill. As 
the matter now stood it was imperfect, and he 
wished, before the measure was finally acted on, 
to propose an amendment, by inserting a provision 
for a port of entry—a provision necessary to the 
final success of the object contemplated by the 
bill. He did not wish to excite debate at this 
time, but when the bill came up, he would so 
move to amend it, and an opportunity would then 
be given for any discussion that might be con- 
sidered necessary. Should the House adopt the 
resolution, he would, on Thursday morning, 
move a suspension of all the previous special 
orders, for the purpose of considering this bill. 

Mr. McCARTY was in favor of the resolution. 
The bill was one of the utmiost importance to a 
large portion of the citizens of Indiana. 

Mr. MERCER suggested that the resolution be 
modified by adding after the word “ Wabash,” 
“and guch other bills as relate to roads and canals 
and surveys thereon.” 

Mr. HANNEGAN accepted the modification; 
when, after a short explanatory conversation 
between Messrs. HANNEGAN, MERCER, 
EVANS, McKENNAN, and SUTHERLAND, 
the resolution was rejected, 


Mr. POLK, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, reported, without amendment, a bill 
making .an appropriation for holding a treaty 
with the Camanche tribe of Indians; which was 
committed. 


Mr. HUBBARD moved to suspend the rules 
for the purpose of going into committee upon 
several appropriation bills which he named. 

Various other bills were named by different 
individuals, which they desired to include in the 
motion. 

Mr. HUBBARD varied his motion so as to sus- 
pend the rule generally, for the purpose of going 
into committee, without designating any particular 
bill or bills; which was agreed to—yeas 120, nays 
38. * 

. The House then, on motion of Mr. HUBBARD, 
resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. McKennan in 
tne chair.) 

RIVERS AND HARBORS. 


On motion of Mr. HUBBARD, the committee 
took up bill No. 648, making additional appro- 
priation for the Delaware breakwater, for certain 
harbors, and removing obstructions in and at the 
mouths of certain rivers, for the year 1835. 

The bill was read through by the Clerk. 

Mr. HUBBARD proposed an additional appro- 
priation for the pier or breakwater in Dunkirk 
harbor, New York, $9,570 16; and also a further 
appropriation for filling up three hundred and fifty 
yards with stone of the outer pier on the said 
breakwater. 

Agreed to. 

Mr. H. also proposed a proviso to the bill, 
giving the direction of these expenditures to the 
War Department, &c. . 

Agreed to. 


Mr. VINTON then proposed an appropriation 


of $50,000 for the improvement of the Ohio river, į 


between Pittsburg and the falls, to be expended 
under the direction of the War Department, and 
explained the necessity that calied for the appro- 
priation, for the removal of certain bars on the 


j river which obstructed its navigation. 


Mr. HA WES opposed the’ amendment as alto- 
gether unnecessary. He was convinced that as 
soon as one bar was removed the same causes 
which had made it would make it in some other 
part of the river, andin this way they might go on 
and expend the whole treasury of the country, 
and then effect no good. 

Mr. HUBBARD aaid the committee had had 


| of millions. 


; ments on the sea-board, and to vote 


the matter under consideration, and had not 
deemed it necessary to report in its favor, 

Mr. DENNY was in favor of the amendment, 
and denied that if one bar was removed another 
would take place; at least it would not generally 
be the case. He hoped the Committee of the 
Whole House would not reject the appropriation 
because the Committee of Ways and Means had 
not entertained it. 

Mr, CHAMBERS said this was an appropria- 
tion in which the whole West was concerned, and 
ought to be deemed a national work, and to be 
treated as such by that House. It extended over 
hundreds of miles, and accommodated the interes 
It facilitated the great chain of com. 
murication between the East and the West, which 
would be imperfect without the improvement of 
me stream from Pittsburg to the Falls of the 

io. 

Mr. LYTLE argued in favor of the appropria- 
tion with considerable energy, in reply to Mr. 
Hawes. It wasrecommended by the appropriate 
committee, the Committee on Roads and Canals, 
and it was grounded upon the report of the gentle- 
man (Captain Shreeve) in whom the whole coun- 
try had confidence. 

Mr. HARDIN gave an explanation relative to 
the effect produced by removing the bars, which, 
he contended, was generally productive of more 
harm than good. If he thought otherwise, he 
should cheerfully vote for the item; but his present 
convictions would lead him to oppose it. 

Mr. DICKINSON, of Tennessee, complained 
of the systèm by which these appropriations were 
made, and said, till a better plan was devised, he 
hoped the bill would be rejected altogether. He 
believed the works contemplated in the bill would 
never be completed, and he called upon the mem- 
bers of the South to interpose and puta stop to an 
expenditure which now, under this bill, amounted 
to above $300,000 for the present year. It would 
beinconsistent to resist appropriations for improve- 

for one of the 
same character in the West. ` 
ti POPE made a few remarks in favor of the 
ill. 

Mr. LANE was well acquainted with the Ohio 
river; but he had no constitutional scruples on the 
subject, for he would not give a fig for the con- 
stitution if the treasury of the.nation could not 
be expended in promoting such works as the pres- 
ent. He explained what was necessary to be 
done in removing the bars, and denied that they 
would come up again. - The Ohio river was, of all 
others in the country, the most truly national, 
and it was the duty of the Government to im- 
prove it. Re ` 

Mr. BOON said that he had lived near the Ohio 
river upwards of twenty-three years, and within 


| twelve or fifteen miles of three bars, which have 


presented the greatest obstruction to the passage 
of flat-boats down the river, below the falls, as well 
as to the passage of steamboats both up and down 
the river. The circumstance mentioned by the 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Harow,] of a 
flat-bottom boat or two having been injured, per- 
haps lost, [ am not disposed to controvert. This 
has happened, however, when the river was some 
two or three feet above low-water mark. The 
improvement of those bars by wing-dams, is 
intended to improve the navigation of the river in 
times of low water. This, sir, I know has been 
done at the Scuffletown bar, as also the French 
Island bar; and at the bar above the mouth of 
Greene river, the improvement of itis in a state 
of progress, which bids fair to result in a success- 
ful improvement of the navigation of the river at 
that place. 

My residence near the bars which I have men- 
tioned, has given me an opportunity of knowing 
something of the effect which has been produced K 
by the improvement of the navigation of the river 
at those points, by wing-dams. Before the im- 
provement which has been made, J have known 
from twelve to fifteen steamboats at one time to 
be obstructed in their passage over those bars, 
to say nothing of the great number of flat boats 
that were obstructed in their passage down the 
river, before the erection of wing-damg at those 
bars. But now that those improvements have 


| been made, and their utility tested, I am enabled 


to state that steamboats of middle size can, and 
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have thought it my daty to say thas much in | 
relation to what has come under my own obser- 
vation. l 


Mr. EWING maintained that it was not the | 


West alone that was interested in this improve- | 


ment, but the South was equally so, and every 
section of tne Union was moreor less so. It was, 
in his opinion, a perversion of the Constitution to 
oppose the appropriation of the people’s money 
for the peopie’s good. Mr. E. proposed to amend 
the amendment, by inserting at the end of it, “ for 
improving tne Wabash $25,000.” 

Mr. HUBBARD submitted whether the amend- 
ment was in order, a bill having been reported’ 
providing for the same object. 


Mr, EWING said the bill was not the same as | 


his amendment, for it 
amount, $20,000. 
The CHAIR decided the amendment out of | 


provided for a different 


order, on the grounds set forth by Mr. Hupparn. $ 
Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, produced a |! 


letter from Captain Shrieve, covering a statement 


` of the expenses of the proposed improvement, with |, 
his opinion of its propriety and expediency, &c., |) 


which was read by the Clerk, and Mr. S. supported 
the arnendment at some length. 

Mr. CHILTON hoped the discussion would 
be brought to an end, for this question had been 
argued so frequently, from session to session, that 
ail must be well versed in it. i 


Mr. BURD hoped the House would not draw |: 


an invidious distinction, by rejecting so smail an | 
appropriation for this part of the Ohio river, while | 


elsewhere. He believed the object within the 
intent and meaning of the Constitution, for the 


means of the country could be devoted to no object |: 
more national than that of improving its rivers, į; 


which were the veins and arteries of the country. 


ence to his votes at last session. He added that 


Mr. [IA WES gave an explanation with refer- i 


the communication of the engineer confirmed him || 
i introduced by the gentleman from New Jersey 
| himself, 


in his opinion that the appropriation was unneces- 
sary, and if made would be endless. If $20,000 


were expended, it would necessarily involve an || 
||. Mr. BEATTY moved an item of $25,000 for 


exnenditure of $40,000, and as soon as $40,000 


were expended, $80,000 more would be required, |! 
He believed more barm || 
than good would ensue, and he would never give |: 


and so it would go on. 


his vote for destroying the navigaticn of this beau- 
tiful river, | 

Mr. LYTLE again addressed the committee in 
favor of the amendment, and maintained that its | 
character was peculiarly national, and was scarce- | 
ly equalled in point of importance. If, however, | 
the issue was to be made of opposing all appro- 
priations for improvements in the West, Mr. L.! 
should oppose equally those in other sections of | 
the country, which were not more naticnal than | 
the one now under consideration. i 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, said a few | 


words on the same subject. i 


Mr. HARDIN was as solicitous as any gen- |; 


tleman could be for the improvement of tbe Ohio | 
river, provided it was productive of benefit, but | 
he was still convinced that the removal of the | 
bars would do, as it had done heretofore, harm. | 
When one bar was removed, generaliy a worse | 
one was formed instead of it. Mr. H. contended 

that the West bad no right to complain. 


compact three per cent. of the produce of the |. 
public lands in Indiana, Ohio, and Hlinois, were |, 
to be expended in internal improvements, but if |; 


the whole of the land within the triangle formed | 
by those three States were sold at the full price | 


of a dollar and a quarter an acre, it would barely | 
make one-third of the amount already expended | 
there upon the Cumberland road. Mr. H. entered | 
into an explanation with reference to his course | 
on the Portland and Louisville canal. He had | 
voted to take up the subject, but he explained the | 
difficulties he was under, whether he should vote | 
for it or not, to one of his colleagues, and had he | 
been present when the vote was taken, he in- 
tended to have asked leave to be excused from | 
voting. i 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, referred toa | 
survey made for the improvement of the mouth 
of the Mississippi, and thought the amount con- ' 


| 
so many hundreds of thousands were expended |! 

| 

| 


By the |; 


| appropriated in the bill, §60,000 were for western 
| harbors; and the amount for new entries did not 
| exceed $20,000. It moreover contained already 
| $50,000 for the Ohio, Mississippi, and Missowi. 
ite had been argued in favor of the amendment 
; that the Committee on Roads and Canals were for 


| it; why, then, had they not reported a bill for the 


| purpose? The Committee of Ways and Means 
could not be expected to do it. He denied that 


|i the bill was exclusively for the benefit of the sea- 


! board, for it only appropriated $17,000 for New 
| England. He hoped the bill would be reported 
j a8 it stood. : 
| Mr, DICKINSON, of Tennessee, again reit- 
erated his objections to the bill. 
| Mr. SUTHERLAND rose to urge the friends 
of the bill not to debate it, but to act, if they did 
| not wish to killit. He referred to several bills 
! which he was desirous of bringing before the 
| committee, involving no constitutional difficulties. 
| The question was then taken, and the amend- 
| ment was agreed to—yeas 72, nays 54. 
| Mr. BARBER moved an amendment appropri- 
ating $25,000 for removing obstructions in the 
Thames river, Connecticut. 

Negatived. 

Mr. PARKER proposed an amendment appro- 


alias Tucker’s Island, Little Egg Harbor, New 
Jersey, $5,695 40, and sent to the Clerk’s table a 
report of the engineer thereon, ` . 
| Mr. SUTHERLAND objected to the amend- 
ment on the principle that it was for anew work, 
| and was now before the Committee on Commerce, 
ito whom it had been referred by a resolution 


The amendment was rejected. 


improving the navigation of the Cumberiand river. 

Mr. B. made a brief explanation in favor of the 
proposed appropriation, and said that he had been 
i informed at the War Department, that the report 
| of the engineer on the subject would be sent to 
ithe House to-morrow. The vicinity of the river 
| Gontained bituminous coal, iron, copperas, and 
: other ore, sufficient to supply the whole continent, 


i river. 


| not counted. 


| „Mr. WATMOUGH proposed an item of | whole case to be laid before the Senate at the 


; opening of the next session of Congress. 


! $7,000 to remove the bar at the mouth of the 
Schuylkill. 


| 
i 


| vey. 

| Mr. WATMOUGH replied in the negative. 

| Mr. SUTHERLAND said, some four or five 
| years ago he had attempted to get a survey made 
i for this very object, and the committee to which 


| Mr. S. belonged intended to report a bill for that |; 


| purpose. 


! Mr. WATMOUGH asked if the gentleman 


that fact should be known elsewhere as well as in 
i that House. 

| Mr. SUTHERLAND again explained. The 
| subject was under consideration by the committee 
| of which Mr. S. was a member, and would be 
| reported upon in the present session., j! 
| „The amendment was rejected without a di- 
| vision. 


| Mr. MERCER moved an item for defraying il sioners at Jackson, in the State of Tennessee; 


i the expense of surveys, pursuant to the act of |: 


i 30th April, 1834, $30,000. 

| Negatived—ayes 65, noes 71. 

| Mr. HAWES proposed an amendment for the 

improvement of Green river, Kentucky, $25,000. 

: Mr. TRUMBULL moved an item of $25,000 

| for improvements at the mouth of the Connecticut 
river. 


was opposed to theamendment, as Mr. W.. Wished | 


priating for the protection and securing Flat Beach, |! 


Mr. POPE asked if there had been any sur- |; 


; embraced in a bill re 


Mr. SUTHERLAND said the subject was 

ported from the Committee’ 
on Commerce. noe 
The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. LYON offered an amendment for the im-° 
provement of the parbor of the mouth of St 

oseph’s river, in the Territor ihig: 
HE i y- of Michigan, 
_ Mr. HAWES jocesely asked if the 
in Canada or in the United States. 
_ Mr. LYON said the whole section of country in 
its vicinity was in the United States. 


SURVEYOR GENERAL OF ILLINOIS. 


The bill was then laid aside, and the committee, 
on motion of Mr. MAY, took up the bill (No. 


place was 


: 587) providing for the establishment of a surveyor 


general’s office in the State of Illinois. 

_ Mr. KENNARD moved to amend the bill by 
inserting a provision for the appointment of a 
surveyor general for Indiana, to reside at Indian- 
apolis. 

Mr. K. remarked that the Committee on the 
Public Lands, at the last session, were in favor of 
this proposition. He did not believe that the 
House would be disposed to give any advantage 
to one State over another, in this particular. He 
urged the propriety of his amendment as pecu- 
liarly proper in reference to certain constitutional 
provisions of that State, prohibiting the reduction 
of the size of any county below a given number 
of square miles. Se ae 

The amendment was disagreed to, when the bill 
was then laid aside. 

l INDIAN ANNUITIES. 

The committee, on motion of Mr. POLK, took 
up the bili making appropriations for Indian an- 
nuities, and other similar objects for 1835. 

Several amendments, some merely of a verbal 
character, were agreed to. 

On motion, the committee then rose, and the. 
chairman [Mr. McKennan] reported the forego- 
ing bills, with their amendments, to the House. 

On motion of Mr. HARDIN, 

The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, February 24, 1835. 
Petitions and memorials were presented by— 
Messrs. BUCHANAN, HENDRICKS, and 


LINN. : ; 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, from the Commit- 


i tee on Indian Affairs, to which was referred the 


memorial of John Ross, a Cherokee Indian, 
reported the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the said memorial be referred to 
the President of the United~States, and that the 
President be requested to ascertain the facts on ` 


s reiected—ayes 49, noes || Which said memorial is founded, and the amount 
le The ameniment was Teee JESS, : of reservation of which the Cherokees have been _ 


deprived as stated; and cause a report. of the 


Mr. SILSBEE, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill from the House for the 


i relief of William McLean, and the owners of the 
; fishing schooner Milo, which, on his motion, was 
| taken up for consideration and postponed indefi- 


nitely. ` 

Mr. PRENTISS, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, reported the bills from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, granting pensions to Benjamin Leslie, 
William Baden, and James Harrington. 

Mr. TOMLINSON, from the same committee, 


i reported the bills from the House granting pen- 


sions to Ephraim F. Gilbert and William Wilge; 


‘and, also, that the bill from the House granting.a 


pension to George McFadden, ought not to pass. 
Mr, TOMLINSON, from the same committee, 

reported the bill from the House to establish a 

pension agency at Russelville, in Kentucky. 
Also, the bill to provide for paying certain pen- 


both which bills were severally considered as in 
Committee of the Whole, and ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading. 
BUSINESS OF CONGRESS. 
Mr. WEBSTER rose and said it was his inten- 
tion at an earlier period of the session, to have 
drawn the attention of the Senate to a matter 
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‘February 24, 


-for the purpose of reducing the number of appli- 
cations to Congress upon private business. He 
would offer a joint resolution, which he held in 
his hand, not for consideration now, but to let it 
lie on the table, that it might meet the attention 
of Congress and of the people, in the hope that, 
at the next session, which is the long session, | 
some action may be had upon it. 

Mr. W. then submitted the following joint res- 
olution: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives : 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
"That a joint committee of the two Houses, to con- 
sist-of ——— members of each House, be appointed 
for the following purposes, viz: 

1, To examine the general nature of the private 
acts which have passed Congress within the last 
five years, to. ascertain their numbers, and to class- 
ify them according to their subjects. 

2. To consider the practicability of diminish- 
ing the number of private applications to Con- | 
gress, either by vesting the authority of deciding 
on such claims, or some of them, in some public 
board, or in the several departments, or by other 
proper provision; and to report thereon. 


THE CUMBERLAND RIVER. 


Agreeably to notice given, Mr. CLAY asked 
and obtained leave to bring in a joint resolution, 
directing ‘the appropriation heretofore made for 
improving the Cumberland river, to be applied ag 
wall above as below Nashville; which was read 
twice by unanimous consent, as in Committèe of 
the Whole, and ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time. 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 


“The bill making appropriations for the fortifica- 
tions of the United States, for the year 1835, was 
read the third time and passed. 


PUBLIC LAND TO MACKINAW. 


‘The amendments by the House to the bill 
granting a lot of land to the borough of Mack- 
inaw, for public purposes, were concurred in. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House were read 
twice and referred: 

The bill to confirm certain claims to land in 
Louisiana; 

A bill for the relief of the heirs and legal repre- 
sentatives of James Latham, deceased; 

A bill to provide for opening certain roads in 
the Territory of Arkansas, and for other pur- 
poses; 

A bill to authorize the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to settle the claim of Orange H. Dibble, for 
losses upon materials, work, and labor done on 
his contract for building a bridge over the Poto- 
Ynac, at Washington; and 

A bill for the improvement of the harbor at 
‘Lake Michigan. 

FLORIDA RAILROAD. 


The amendments of the House to the bill to 
authorize the construction of a railroad from Tal- 
lahassee to St. Marks, in Florida, were taken up 
for consideration; and the bill and amendments 
were referred to the Committee on Roads and 
Canals. 


LEMUEL TANNER. 


_ The bill for the relief of Lemuel Tanner, as- 
signée, &c., was read the third time and passed. 


BRANCH. MINTS. 


The bill for establishing branches of the mint 
of the United States in North Carolina, Georgia, | 
and New Orleans, being under consideration on | 
its third reading, an | 

Mr. HILL said, that having voted steadily 
against the bill for creating three additional mints, 
wbich must be conducted exclusively at the ex- 
pense of the people of the United States, and 
against some of those Senators with whom he had 
the happiness, generally, to agree, he felt a neces- 
sity for explaining the grounds.on which he gave 
hig votes. 


| 


ries for the several cflicers of the mint at New 
Orleans were placed from twenty-five to thirty- 
three per cent. higher than would be expected at 


any other point of the Union. In addition to 
this, it was to be observed, that during the sickly 
season of from three io six months in the year, 
the operations of the mint at that place must be 
suspended. The additional expense of coining at 
New Orleans must be far greater than the expense 
of transportation would be from New Orleans 
back and forward to the mint at Philadelphia. 
Mr. H. considered that Louisville, in Ien- 


! tacky, would be a far preferable point for a mint: 
| it would be more central for the western country; 


and the difference of the expense of coinage at | 


the two places in favor of Louisville would much 


more than pay all the expenses of transportation || 
| back and forward of the bullion or material for 


coinage. 

Mr. H. said, if he could believe for a moment 
that the establishment of these three new mints 
would be the means of introducing a specie cir- 
culation—-would change the circulation of paper 
for that of the precious metals—he would consent 
to incur some expense to the treasury to erect 
such an object, He believed that the introduc- 
tion of the new mints would not make hard money 
more plenty. A large portion of the gold which 
would be coined at New Orleans would not be 
from bullion or native gold; but from gold already 


j coined. The recent law had made all foreizn gold 


a tender—so that the coinage of gold in any vi- 
cinity could not and would not make gold more 
plenty. That circulation must depend on other 
circumstances—on the prohibition, by the State 
and local Legislatures, of paper bills of certain de- 
nominations. 

It had been said that the gold-finding business 
required protection: the bil) of the last session of 
Congress had raised the value of gold six percent. 

Mr. H. referred to the last report of the direct- 
or of the mint at Philadelphia, by which it ap- 
peared that the gold coinage at the mint during 
the last year, (half eagles $3,660,845, and quarter 
eagles $293,425,) has ‘*exceeded the aggregate 
coinage of gold during the nine preceding years;”’ 
and that the amount of silver coinage in the same 
‘time exceeds by about one quarter of a million of 
dollars the coinage of any previous year. He also 
showed from that report, that of the gold received 
during last year, $898,000 was received from the 
gold regions of the United States; $225,000 from. 
Mexico, South America, and the West Indies; 
$2,180,000 from Europe; $12,000 from Africa; 
and $9,000 from sources not ascertained; and that 
of the whole amount received from Europe, about 
four-fifths were in foreign coins. 

This statement from the mint at Philadelphia 
showed most conclusively that this institution was 
ample for all the wants of the country. The gold 
coinage of the Jast single half year had exceeded 
the whole gold coinage of the last nine years— 
while the silver coinage had exceeded that of any 
previous year. The importation of gold, resulting 
from its increased value, had been greater during 
the last year than could be calculated on hereaf- 
ter, and 1t was found that the mint at Philadelphia, 
even with its present force, was ample for the 
coinage of all that could be required for the sup- 
ply of the whole United States. If, in a time 
like the present, the National Mint is sufficient 


for all the wants of the nation, of what service |/ 


can three additional mints be to the country, 
when the importation of gold and silver shall be 
discontinued? In time of war, the operations of 


| the mint will be stopped; but the salaries of the 


officers and men will go on; and this bill will 
establish and create from twenty to thirty officers, 


| with larger salaries than the highest and most 


responsible officers in many States of the Union. 

l object to the bill (said Mr. H.) because, after 
incurring an expense in the outlay of half a mil- 
lion of dollars, it will fix a permanent annual ex- 
penditure of one hundred thousand dollars; and | 
all this, when the gold, silver, and copper, are 
coined, not for the benefit of the whole people, 
but for the benefit of individuals. Even if there 
should be no coinage, the expenses of the several 
mint establishments must go on. 

Mr. H. said the statement made in the Senate on 


l 


| thousands of miles distant. 


Saturday relative to the thirteen mints in France, 
had induced him to make inquiry in relation to 
the fact. He said there were thirteen mints in 
France: but only three of them were authorized 
to coin gold. The mints of France had this im- 
portant difference from the mint of the United 
States—they were in the nature of private institu- 
tions. The mint of the United States was a pub- 
lic institution, coining gratuitously for individuals 
all of the precious metals that may be committed 
to its charge. He quoted from Goldsmith’s Sta- 


| tistics of Irance, by which it was shown that 


the charges for coinage at the Royal Mints in that 
country were 29 centimes for every 160 francs in 
gold; thatis, 20 centimes for loss, and 9 centimes for 
coining; and on silver, one franc and fifty centimes 
for every one hundred francs; that is, one franc 
for coining, and fifty centimes for loss. He’ 
showed from this book that in the year 1827, the 


| profits from the mints, after paying all expenses 


of recoining and salaries to the Government, 
amounted to 120,000 francs, or about $23,000. If 
(said Mr. H.) the mints in this country were 
founded on the same principle as they are in 
France, he would have no objection to adding three 
to the present number, or any additional number. 

In England there is but a single mint, as there 


is in this country; and it is a Government institu- 


tion, nearly similar to that of the United States, 
Prom Rees’s Cyclopediæ*he found the account that 
in former times there was a mint in nearly every 
county of England; that at this time there is only 
one single mint for the whole of England, Scot- 
land, and Ireland. That mint is in London; and 
the single institution produces coin with so great 
facility, that the whole wants of the country are 
by it supplied. As one mintin that country is, 
sufficient for the whole United Kingdom, so one 
mint will be ample for the coinege of all that the 
wants of this country may require. 

The Senator from Missouri (Mr. Benton] has 
declared the system of mints to be a part of the 
hard money system. I will not yield to any gen- 
tleman that he is more the friend of a hard money 
currency than I am myself. He supposes hard 
money cannot be diffused through the West and 
the South, if these mints shall not be established. 
He should recollect that banks are the natural 
enemies of a hard money circulation; especially 
will bank notes of a small denomination drive out 
of circulation hard money. Hard money, gold 
sovereigns, and Spanish milled dollars, and French 
crowns, was more plenty within the British pro- 
vince of Canada, until local banks were there 
established, than I have ever known it to bein the 
United States. Specie was constantly brought 
from that province in quantities. Yet the mints 
at which this hard money was produced, were 
So at New Orleans; 
until banks were there established, specie, gold 
doubloons, and silver dollars, were there always 
to be had in abundance. Drive small bank notes 
out of circulation, and no additional mint can be 
wanted to give the people all. the gold and silver 
they may desire. 

We have had, very recently, (said Mr. H.,) a 
severe lecture on executive patronage, in the report 
of a committee on that subject. Is it not matter 
of surprise that gentlemen who should take a con- 


| spicuous part in that committee should, in a few 


days thereafter, advocate the passage of a law 
which will invest the Executive with an additional 


“annual patronage of at least $100,000? 


The report of the committee he considered a 
valuable document for some purposes. Mr. H. 
said he had a large number of extra copies of this 
report: sent to him. He thought the report did 
not represent facts in their true light; and on that 
account he did not feel disposed to distribute with 
alacrity such a document. But he considered it 
valuable for another purpose. He desired to have 
it always before members of Congress, when they 
had under consideration such projects for expend- 
ing the people’s money as that of the mints which 
was now before us. Mr, H. read several para- 
graphs from Mr. Catnoun’s report; among which 
was the following: A 

‘t Experience has shown that it is next to impos- 
‘sible to reduce the public expenditure with an 
‘ overflowing treasury; and not much less dificult 
‘to reduce patronage without a reduction of ex- 
‘penditure; or, in other words, that the aost 
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tsimple and effectual mode of retrenching the 
* superfluous expenditure of the Government; to 
s introduce a spirit of frugality and economy in the 
‘administration of public affairs; to correct the 
‘corruption and abuses of the Government; and, 
‘ finally, to arrest the progress of power, is to leave 
‘the money in the pockets of those who made tt, where 
‘sall laws, human and divine, place it, and from 
* which it cannot be removed by Governmentitself, 
< except for ite necessary and indispensable wants, 
- « without violation of its highest trust, and the most 
‘ sacred principles of justice.” . 
Mr. H. agreed cordially with the opinion here 
expressed, and hoped that parts of this report would 
be referred to as a text book for present and future 
legislators. : 
Ín conclusion Mr. H. said he saw no possible 
advantage in the erection of three new mints; the 
expenditure was unnecessary; it could not be 


accompanied by corresponding benefits. He must, | 


therefore, continue to oppose the bill, as he had 
heretofore done. 

Mr. BLACK said he found himself in an un- 
pleasant situation with respect to the bill before 
the Senate. He stood alone among the southern 
delegation on this. subject. He thought one 
branch enough for the Suuth. There were objec- 
tions to so many different branches on account of 
the diversity of dies, and the difference in the 
alloy that might be used at each place. He would 
movea recoinmitment of the bill with instructions, 
so to amend it as to strike out all the branches 
except one,.and that one to be located in either of 
the States of‘North Carolina, Georgia, or Louisi- 


ana. ; 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN said that he found, 
by the report of the director of the mint, that he 
never intended more than one branch in the gold 
region, and.one at New Orleans. According to 
the estimates of the director, (Mr. F. said,) it 
would be cheaper for the United States to pay for 
transporting the gold to Philadelphia than to estab- 
lish these branches. 

Mr. CLAY said he would acknowledge the 
efficient support which the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. Hii] had brought to the op- 
posers of the bill. Politics (said Mr. C.) made 
-“ strange bed-fellows sometimes of contending op- 
ponents. If the honorable Senator would always 
stand on such firm ground, the would hug him 
still closer to himself. The occasion gave rise to 
strabge reflections. For who would have thought 
a few days ago, after hearing the eloquent appeal 
of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Catuoun] 
against the increase of executive patronage, that 
the same Senator would so soon be advocating its 
‘increase, and the Senator from New Hampshire 
Opposing It? 

Mr. C. sid he would refer to the practical 
statements of the hoforable gentleman from New 
Hampshire. 
of the expense of transportation, &c., compared 
with that of establishing these branches. 

Mr. WAGGAMAN said, at that late period of 


the session to recommit the bill was to destroy it, | 


as was well known to the mover. 

Mr. W. said the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
Cay] had argued very disingenuously. He had 
deserted the high ground on which his eloquence 
had placed him, and resorted to ridicule in order 
to defeat the bill. 

Mr. W. had made a calculation of the expenses 
of transportation, and differed almost $100,000 
from the statements of the Senator from Kentucky. 
Mr. W. ‘said New Orleans was the greatest eX- 
porting city in the Union, and her prospects were 
daily increasing. It was the outlet of rivers 
navigable more than thirty thousand miles, and 
irrigating a country capable of supporting a popu- 
lation of more than 150,000,000 of inhabitants. 

Mr. CLAY said a few words in reply. 


Mr. BROWN said, he regretted that the two | 


Senators [Mr. Hitz and Mr. Cray] who seldom 
acted together, 5 
their united efforts to defeat a bill in which his 
State was so deeply interested. He had thought 
the arguments exhausted on Saturday, and if the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Cray] had labored 
under any delusion as to the votes at that time, he 
hoped the vote about to be taken would undeceive 
him. He could assure the honorable Senator that 
they did not come as mendicants to ask thecharity 


Here Mr. C. wentinto a calculation | 


had takén that opportunity to use ; 


i for the benefit of the States. 


_of which the Senator from Kentucky is a strenuous 


| favor of fortifications. 


| orable Senator. The gentléman told us of the 


of Government, but they came as citizens to claim 
their rights, ve 

Mr. CALHOUN said, they were not to be for- 
ever neglected. There was a fundamental-principle 
which should be considered that this Government 
was not. a single community, but composed of 
twenty-four separate and independent States. The 
individual rights of one part were not to. be sacri- 
ficed to the ideal welfare of the whole. = The United 
States had taken it into their own hands to regu- 
latë the coinage, and they were bound to supply 
the wants of each section. It must be borne in 
mind that we were a community of States, united 
He had been ac- 
cused of advocating an increase of executive 
patronage. He was opposed to every measure 
tending to its increase, where the public wants did 
not absolutely require it. But we might as well 
refuse the usual appropriations for fortifications, 


advocate. 

Mr. BLACK replied that he was not opposed 
to establishing a branch at New Orleans, but 
thought the other two altogether unnecessary. 

Mr. CALHOUN said the two branches in the 
gold regions would be five or six hundred miles 
apart, and the transportation must be carried on 
wholly by land; therefore two was as necessary 
as one. 

Mr. CLAY said the Senator from North Caro- 
lina had retorted upon him the accusation of favor- 
ing executive patronage, because he had voted in 
To be sure, he was in 
favor of some fortifications, but not to the extent 
marked out by the aspiring genius of that hon- 


necessary extensions of patronage of the Govern- 
ment. All executive patronage (said Mr. G.) 
was founded on public necessities. Allthe extras 
of that wretched department which had made all 
sick at the heart—all Obadiah B. Brown’s extras, 
were for public necessities. 

The location of one of the branches in a country 
(the Cherokee country) yet held sacred by the 
legislation of Congress, was an insuperable objec- 
tion. While the rightful owners of the lands 
were in this city beseeching the protection of the 
Government, should they be turned away, in- 
sulted by the establishment of a mint in their ter- 
ritories? 

Mr. CALHOUN explained his views of the 
system of fortifications. He did not think the į 
Indians had any claim on that portion of country 
where the location was proposed to be made. He 
did not believe there was an Indian within thirty 
miles of the place. i 

Mr. CUTHBERT said, having heard the name 
of his State mentioned so often, he felt himself 
called upon to rise. He'wonld follow the course 
which the Senate would wish him to follow; he 
would use no expression which would provoke an 
angry discussion; he would rest, where Georgia 
rested, firm and at ease. Georgia did not wish 
to agitate the Indian question there; she would 
firmly persevere in her own course. 3 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN said he did not wish 
to bring forward a discussion on the course that 
Georgia had taken. She might pursue her course 
as an independent State, but her actions should 
not be sanctioned there. The American people 
were bound by the most solemn treaties to pro- 
tect that injured nation, now hunted down like a 
partridge on the mountains. Georgia did not 
plead here, as the Senator has said, but we should 
plead here. He hoped the Senate would pause 
before it tarnished the sacred honor of the nation. | 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, said he had been ac- 
tively engaged in his duties on a committee, which 


he could not abandon without a gross dereliction | 


He had not, therefore, heard the argu- 
ment on this subject, except what had just failen 
from the Senator from New Jersey. He under- 
stood the objection of that Senator to the estab- 
lishment of a branch of the mint in Georgia to be 
that the territory on which the establishment was 
to be made, was a subject of negotiation between 
the United States and Georgia, the object of which 
was to restore the country to the Cherokees. He 
said the validity of such an objection would rest 
somewhat on the probability of success in any 
such project. Who believed that the country į 
would ever be- receded by Georgia? Did any ' 


of duty. 


seriously purpose such nonsense? Why. should 
we be influenced in a practical measure of legis 
lation by connecting it with a measure impracti- 
cable in its nature? te . soe 
, Mr. K. said this ‘was a :practical question, of 
what is—and not a moral inquiry of what ought 
to be? Whatever might have been the past his- 
tory of the Indian country, it could not alter the 
present condition of the country. Georgia, right 
or wrong, could not now recede. Georgia ought 
not to recede. ‘Georgia would not now recede. 
The country was regularly organized—represent- 
ed in the Legislature—and as fully incorporated 
with the State government as any other portion 
of her territory. Why then. speculate upon this 
measure? It was said by the Senator who. had © 
just taken his seat, that the honor of the Union 
was concerned in obtaining back the Cherokee 
lands to comply with solemn treaties, If we wished 
to restore our national honor, we would have to 
do something more than get back this country. 
Where were the countless thousands of the abo- 
rigines who once reigned in wild independence 
from Maine to Louisiana? Their bones now en- 
riched the soil of which they had been robbed. 
And although a necessary State policy required 
that Georgia should have the jurisdiction of this 
country, the Cherokees were offered more.for it 
than it would sell for if exposed lot by lot at pub- 
lic auction, with fair competition.. He would not 
go into the Cherokee questién at present, further 
than to add, that it could constitute no reasonable 
objection to the measure proposed. © f 

An argument much dwelt upon, and which 
seemed to be considered most triumphant, had 
just been repeated. It was stated that Govern-- 
ment might as well be called on to transport to 
market all the products of the country as to pay 
the loss on the uncoined metal exported by the 
mines. Mr. K. did not think the argument at all 
applicable. There was no restriction upon the 


|| States or their citizens in the manufacture of other 


products, but such products could be manufac- 
tured, sold, or appropriated in ‘any way that local 
policy might dictate as most profitable or advan- 
tageous. Buta restriction on the right of coinage 
was surrendered to the Union for the common 
benefit. And, therefore, the loss should be borne 
as a general charge. 

Mr. K. then went into the subject of the pres- 
sent gold coinage, and said that gentlemen were 
mistaken in fact, when they stated that gold had 
been raised so high as to depreciate it below a par 
value with silver; on the contrary, at the South, 
the new coin was generally sold at a premium. 
After some further remarks, explanatory of the 
amount of loss to the mines for the want of a 
mint, and the manner in which it was increased, 
and the advantages which will accrue to the coun- 
try by the measure proposed, Mr. K. concluded, 
with the hope that the-bill would pass as a meas- 
ure due to those parts of the country interested 
in the measure. ; 

Mr. BENTON eaid he felt extremely solicitous 
about the fate of the bill, as at that time of the 
session the vote on the recommitment would be 
decisive of its passage. Heconsidered the bill but 
the commencement of a series of measures to 
restore a sound and metallic currency to the coun- 
try; and opposition to the bill was_a measure in 
favor of paper instead of gold. He would con- 
tinue to combat a paper currency in every form, 
when in the Bank of the United States, deposite 
banks, or local banks. 

Mr. BLACK. thought the question had nothing 
to do with the currency. He was in favor of a 
gold currency. ; ae 

Mr. CLAY rose to vindicate his State against 
the insinuation of the Senator from Georgia, He 
denied that Kentucky had ever taken an acre of 
land from the Indians without paying for it. 

The hour of three -o'clock having arrived, the 
Senate, agreeably to a vote of yesterday, had a 
recess until five. 


EVENING SESSION. 
At five o'clock, when the Senate was called to 
order, ` z 
Mr. CLAY objected to putting the question 
until the seats of the Senators were filled, and on 
his motion the Sergeant-at-Arms was directed to 
bring in the absent members. 


286 


. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


February 24, 


‘After some further discussion by Messrs. 
KNIGHT, WAGGAMAN, BENTON,-EW- 
ING, CALHOUN, PORTER, and CLAY, the; 
question on recommitting, with instructions, was 
put, and decided by yeas and nays, as follows: ; 

YHAS—Messrs. Bell, Black, Buchanan, Clay, 
Clayton, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Goldsborough, 

“Hill, Knight, McKean, Morris, Naùdain, Rob- 
‘bing, Silsbee, Smith, Southard, Swift, Tipton, 
Tomlinson, and. Webster—21. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Cal- 
houn, Cuthbert, Hendricks, Kane, King of Ala- 
‘bama, King of Georgia, Leigh, Linn, Mangum, 

Porter, Preston, Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, 
Tallmadge, Tyler, Waggaman, White, and 
Wright—22. 

_. So the motion to recommit was rejected. - 

On the final passage of the bill, the yeas and 
nays being desired, were ordered; and were as. 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Cal- 
houn, Cuthbert, Hendricks, Kane, King of Ala- 
bama, King of Georgia, Leigh, Linn, Mangum, 
Morris, Porter, Preston, Robinson, Ruggles, 
Shepley, Tallmadge, Tyler, Waggaman, Web- 
ater, White, and Wright—24. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bell, Black, Buchanan, Clay, 
Clayton, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Goldsborough, 
FL, Knight, McKean, Naudain, Robbins, Sils- 
bee, Smith, Southard, Swift, Tipton, and Tom- 
‘linson-—19. : 

So the bill passed. 


JUDICIAL SYSTEM OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. CLAYTON, from the Judiciary Commit- 
. tee, to which the same was recommitted, reported 
the bill supplementary to the act to establish the 
judicial system of the United States, amended, in 
accordance with the instructions of the Senate. 

Mr. CLAYTON briefly explained the nature of 
the bill as amended. It attaches Maryland to the 
fifth district and Delaware to the third district, 
thereby abolishing the fourth district altogether. 
It-also provides for erecting a new district, to be 
composed of the States of Louisiana, Alabama, 
and Mississippi, and another of Missouri, Hli- 
nois, and Indiana, and provides also for the 
appointment of another -Judge of the Supreme 
Court. 

_ The amendment was concurred in, and the bill 
was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time. 

By unanimous consent the bill was put upon its 
third reading, when 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN asked’ the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered, and are as follows, to 
wit: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Benton, Bibb, Black, 
Brown, Buchanan, Calhoun, Clay, Ewing, Fre- 
linghuysen, Goldsborough, Hendricks, Kane, 
King of Alabama, King of Georgia, Knight, 
Leigh, Lane, McKean, Naudain, Porter, Preston, 
Robbins, Robinson, Silsbee, Southard, Swift, 
Tipton, Tomlinson, Webster, and White—31. 

NAYS—Messrs. Clayton, Cuthbert, Hill, 
Shepley, and Tallmadge—5. . 

So the bill was passed. 

RELIEF OF THE DISTRICT CITIES. 

On motion of Mr. SOUTHARD, the Senate 
took up for consideration, as in Committee of the 
: Whole, the bill for the relief of the cities of Wash- 
ington, Georgetown, and Alexandria. 


* 


Mr. TYLER said that last year, when this || 


same subject was before Congress, it met with 
considerable opposition. At this session the Dis- 
trict Committees of the two Houses met in joint 
session, and it was with considerable difficulty that 
the committees could agree upon a measure of 
relief. The city of Washington has contracted a 
large foreign debt, which it cannot discharge with- 
out the interposition of this Government. By the 


arrangements which have veen made with regard |i 
to their debts, the citizens ofthis city are ren- | 


dered liable to have their property sold. Last 
year, under the same pressing necessity, the sum 
of $70,000 was voted for their relief, and now the 
reasons for relief have come before Congress with | 


accumulated force; and the probability is, that for || 


thercoming year there will not be ¢14,000 of | 


7 
are here, ready to purchase the property of these | 


| scribe to this stock, and thus to incur the debt. 


| bill giving relief to this city; but since then he had 
| examined the question, and deliberately come to 


| other people in the United States, 


| priation of $70,000 for one year, and then adopted 


citizens of Washington under the hammer; so that 
there is danger, emphatically, that this city may | 
be ‘* sold to the Dutch.”’. Two remedies present | 
themselves to our consideration for this case, 
either to pay off the debt, or grant present relief. 
To the first, some gentlemen thought a question | 
of principle stood in the way; and he, (Mr. T.,) | 
who was among the straight-laced in regard to 
the constitutional powers of Congress, confessed 
that the principle was an obstacle in his mind; 
for he thought Congress could just as well, and 
with as much justice, pay off the debts of private 
individuals. He therefore thought that this was | 
by far the best remedy of granting relief. It is || 
placed in some sort on the footing of a loan, and | 
looks to the Chesapeake and Ohio canal stock i 
for indemnity, on the ground that they will sur- | 
render all their interests in this canal to the Gov- 
ernment. He held, that as a fund had arisen from | 
the sale of public lots in Washington, amounting | 
to some $600,006, Congress had a right to apply | 
that sum to any purposes they might think proper ! 
within the District; and the reason for extending | 
them relief was enhanced when it was recollected 
that Congress itself held out inducements to sub- 


Mr. BIBB said, he was last year opposed to the 


the conclusion that we ought to grant relief. On 
reading the act under which this burthensome 
loan had been made, he thought Congress were 
under a pledge to pay the debt. Undoubtedly it | 
is an act which on its face bears the impression 
of the encouragement of Congress to go into these 
expenses, and to borrow money on their own 
responajbilit y. He believed that the people here 
had to pay a higher tax than was paid by any 
He believed 
the average of taxes usually was six and ten cents 
upon the assessment of every one hundred dollars; 
here the assessment was one dollar and twenty- 
five cents upon that assessment. And as Con- 
gress has been the means by which this state of 
things has been introduced and imposed upon this 
city, and as we are their local, Legislature, they 
ought to be freed from so very oppressive a 
burthen. ft is only appropriating those funds 
which have been donated to the Government of | 
the United States. 

Mr. BLACK said he was opposed to this prop- 
osition last year, when it was reduced to an appro- 


upon the express understanding that it was nut to 
be pressed again. The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts (Mr. Wensrer] then declared in bis place, 
that when the application was made to Congress 

for permission to incur this debt, the people of | 
Washington used persuasions and supplications 
for the purpose; and he warned them against 
incurring it, on the ground that they never would 
be able to pay it. The law, he confessed, was a 
singular one; and it was only to be accounted for 
on the ground that it was formed upon their own 
solicitation. Ele would rather vote for the bill as 
a gift than as a loan; for if it is loaned, it is gone 
forever, just as if it is given; and we have the 
same-authority to give as to loan. But it is 
brought forward now in a new dress, and in a 
more imposing form, and appealing to our feel- | 
ings. He was opposed to the bill on constitu- 
tional grounds, and asked the yeas and nays upon | 
the bill; which were ordered. 

Some further remarks were made by Mr. 
SOUTHARD and Mr. LEIGH in favor of the! 
bill, and by Mr. BLACK against it, when, with- || 
out taking the question, 

On motion of Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, February 24, 1835. 
Petitions were presented, on leave 


» by Messrs. 
CAGE and BURGES. i 


j 


available funds in their treasury; and their prop- 


erty is subject to the infinence. of the act of the | 


‘Government. Th 


i 
i 
i 


e agents of the foreign creditors || engross 


Mr. PIERCE, of New Hampshire, from the: 
Committee on the Judiciary, reported a bill to! 
extend the patent of Robert Eastman for seven | 
years; which was read twice and ordered to be: 

ed. Í 


Mr. JOHNSON, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, reported the following resolution; 
which was agreed to; i 

Resolved, That on Wednesday morning, after 
reading the Journals and receiving reports from 
committees, this House will appropriate one hour 
to the consideration of the following bills: 

A bill to render permanent the present mode 
of supplying the army of the United States; 

A bill respecting the appointment of three addi- 
tional pay masters; . 
A bill respecting the topographical corps; gnd 

A bill respecting the corps of engineers, 

Mr. CHINN, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed to: . 

Resolved, That this House will, on Thursday 
next, from and after the hour of one o’clock, pro- 
ceed to consider bills reported by the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. R. M. JOHNSON, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported the following joint reso- 
lution; which was read twice and ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading: 

Resilved by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the system of discipline and tac- 
tics prepared by Major General Scott, under the 
direction of the War Department, and in con- 
formity with a resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of April 81h, 1834, shall be, and the 
same is hereby, established for the government of 
the army of the United States and of the militia. 

Mr. CONNOR, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, reported the follow- 
ing resolution; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House continue 
the services of the individual employed by him, 
under a resolution of the last session, to make 
certain maps for the use of the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 
> Mr. CAVE JOHNSON, from the Committee 
on Private Land Claims, reported the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That a translator of the French and 
Spanish languages be employed by the Clerk of 
this House for two years, whose duty it shall be 
to translate for the useof the House as well asthe 
Land Office, all such documents and papers as 
may be necessary for the action of the House, and 


| its committees, as well as the Land Office; and 


that the said translator be allowed the sum of 
eight hundred dollars for each year. 

Mr. JOHNSON explained the object and ne- 
cessity of the resolution. 

After a few remitks from Messrs, FILL- 
MORE, ASHLEY, E. WHITTLESEY, and 
WHITE of Florida, the resclution was agreed 


to. * 

Mr. BEARDSLEY, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, reported, without amendment, the 
bill from the Senate, amendatory of the acts for 


j the punishment of crimes against the United 


States. 

Mr. B. briefly explained the provisions of the 
bill, when, after: some conversation between 
Messrs. PHILLIPS, BEARDSLEY, FOSTER, 
VINTON, and BINNEY, it was ordered to be 
read a third time to-morrow. 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, moved that the bill 
‘granting an additional quantity of land for the 
satisfaction of revolutionary bounty land war- 
rants,” be included among the bills relating tothe 
District of Columbia, to be considered on Thurs- 
day next. . : 

The motion was objected to. 

Mr. MASON moved a suspension of the rule; 
which was agreed to; and the proposition to in- 
clude was adopted. 

Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, reported, with an amendment, the bill from 
the Senate supplementary to the act granting a 
quantity of land to certain exiles from Poland; 
which was postponed to Monday next. 

Mr. CARR, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the 
heirs of Jacob Smith, of Michigan Territory, 
deceased; which was read twice and ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. CARR, from the same committee, made 
an unfavorable report onthe memorial of Josette 
Beirbien; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
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Unfavorable reports, on. various petitions, &c., 
were made by Messrs. KINNARD, MITCH- 
ELL of Ohio, MILLER, SCHENCK, LIN- 
COLN, McINTIRE, CHANEY, PARKS, 
LEE of Tennessee, ADAMS of New York, and 
BEALE, from their respective committees; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

{Mr. Kinnarp, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, made a report on the memorial of 
Col. Francis Vigo, of Vincennes, Indiana, which, 
on his motion, was laid on the table and ordered 
to be printed.] ` ; 

Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, reported, with an amendment, a bill from the 
Senate for the relief of David Beard; which was 
committed. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG, by consent, moved to 
print three thousand. extra copies of the document 
prepared by Mr. E. Evererr and himself; the one 
in favor and the other adverse to the bill from the 
Senate, making an appropriation to satisfy the 
claims of certain American citizens, on account of 
spoliations committed by the French prior to 1800. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG moved to suspend the 
rule requiring the motion to lie over one day; which 
carried—yeas 110, nays 38. f 

The motion to print was then agrèed to. 

Mr. CONNOR remarked that the House had 
heretofore determined to hold a session this even- 
ing at six o’clock. It was proper that there should 
bea recess, and he therefore moved that the House 
shold adjourn at four to meetagain at six o’clock, 


.m. ; 
R Mr. C. P. WHITE moved to amend the motion 
by proposing a recess from four to six o’clock, p. 


m. each day, for the remainder of the session; | 


which was disagreed to—ayes sixty-one, noes not 
counted. . 

Mr. MARSHALL proposeda récess from three 
to five o’clock—lost, 69 to 72. . 

Mr. Connor’s motion.was then agreed to. 

Mr. C. P. WHITE called for the orders of the’ 


ay. 
Agreed to. ` 
- Mr. C. P. WHITE then moved to supend the 


a 


rule for the purpose of going into committee, with jj 


the view of considering such bills as might be deter- 
mined on by the committee; which was agreed to 
—yeas 134, nays 29. 


WHITE, resolved itself into a Committee of the 
Wholeon the state of the Union, (Mr. WARDWELL 
in the chair.) 

_ LIGHT-HOUSE BILL. 

On motion of Mr. SUTHERLAND, the com- 
mittee took up the bill (No. 660) making appro- 
priations for building light-boats, beacons, and 
monuments, and placing buoys, forthe year 1835. 

The bill was taken up by sections. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND moved to strike out the 
item of $400 for the erection of a fog bell on Cape 
Elizabeth, Maine. 

Agreed to. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND also moved to insert 
$1,000 instead of $700, for placing buoys near 

ynn, Lobster’s rock, Western rocks, Saw yer’s 
river, &c., Massachusetts. 

Agreed to. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND also moved an item of 

$400 for buoys in New Jersey. 

Agreed to. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND also moved an additional 
item for placing six buoys on the Potomac river, 
$250, and a spindle at Potomac creek, $500. 

Agreed to. - ` 

Mr. PINCKNEY moved an amendment of 
$5,000 for five beacon lights at Charleston harbor 
in lieu of the clause appropriating $750 for three 
buoys in the north channel of said harbor. 

Agreed to. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND moved an additional item 
of $3,000 for improvements at the mouth of Port- 
Jand harbor. 

Agreed to. 

Sundry other amendments were also agreed to. 

. The bill, with amendments, was then ordered 
‘to be reported to the House. 


| ordered to be reported to the House without 
| amendment. 


| river, in the Territory of Arkansas. | 


| landed on that territory, and would have perished 


The House then,“on motion of Mr. C. P. |) 


i six hundred miles each way there was no place of 
| accommodation for persons attacked with disease | 


NAVY DRY-DOCK. 

The committee,on motion of Mr. C. P.W HITE, 
took up and considered the bill authorizing the 
construction of a dry-dock for the naval service; 
which was ordered to be reported to the House 
without amendment. 

CONVENTION WITH SPAIN. 

The committee then, cn motion of Mr. C: P. 
WHITE, took up and considered the bill to carry 
into effect the convention with Spain; which was 


INTERNAL IMPROVEMENTS. 

On motion of Mr. HUBBARD, the committee 
took up the bill making appropriations for certain 
roads, and for examinations and surveys, for the 
year 1835. 

Mr. CORWIN moved to strike out the clause 
appropriating $346,086 for the repair of the Cum 
berland road. 

Agreed to. 

Mr. CORWIN also moved an additional item of 
$320 for one of the superintendents on the Cum- 
berland road. 

Agreed to. . i 

Mr. LYON moved an additional clause of | 


$10,000 for certain surveys and improvements in || 


the military road from Mackinaw to Green Bay, 


eG. 
Mr. MERCER opposed the a 
The amendment was rejected. 
The bill was then laid aside. 

: MARINE HOSPITALS, 

On motion of Mr. PEARCE, the committee | 
took up the bill making appropriations for the | 
erection of marine hospitals in the city of Balti- 
more and other places. 

Mr. McKIM moved to strike out that part | 
leaving the designation to the Mayor and City | 
Council, and to give it to the Secretary of the 
Treasury. " 

Agreed to. 

Mr. PEA 
item of $3,000 for the purchase of a site, and the | 
erection thereon of a marine hospital, at White 


ppropriation. 


Mr. SEVIER advocated the amendment. It 
was (he said) at the mouth of the Arkansas river | 
where the hospital was proposed to be built, the 
best site that could be selected. Last year, when 
the cholera raged at New Orleans, hundreds were į 


in utter destitution, but for the benevolence of i 
the citizensof Arkansas. It was one of the most | 
important channels of trade in the country, and for | 


on any part of the line. The proposition would | 
in no way benefit the citizens of the Territory he | 
represented, but the boatmen, sailors, and other 
persons engaged in navigating the waters in that 
section of country. > 

Mr. POPE would not deny that marine hos- 
pitals were perhaps required at Pittsburg, New | 
Orleans, and at the mouth of the White river. But 
he did deny that one was needed in the State of 
Illinois, at or near the mouth of the Ohio river. 
There is now a hospital at Smithland, sixty miles | 
above the mouth of the Ohio, and he could not see 
the necessity of establishing another only fifty or 
sixty miles off. There is also a marine hospital at 


Louisville, Kentucky, which, as well as the one at || 


Smithland, was built at the expense of Kentucky. 
He was as willing as any man to provide for the 
comfort of sick sailors, but he would try to do so 
in a mode different from that suggested by the bill. 


| It would be better to provide for the support of j; 


those already established than to erect new ones 
that are not required. When the. proper time ; 
arrived, he intended to submit a motion to strike 
out the appropriation for the erection of a hos- 
pital at the mouth of the Ohio, and to insert, in 
lieu thereof, a clause appropriating $5,000 to aid 
in the support of the one at Louisville, and $2,500 
to aid in support of that at Smithland. 

A long discussion ensued upoń the general 
merits of the bill, and the. propriety of erecting 
marine hospitals, in which Messrs. MERCER, 
HARDIN, POPE, DENNY, MASON of Vir- 
ginia, D. J. PEARCE, BURGES, LYTLE, 


RCE moved to insert an additional || 


sae sere 

| MORE, REED, WISE, HAWES, SUTHER-. 
| LAND, and VINTON, took part. : 
|. Mr BURGES moved to strike out the enacting 
i clause of the biil, but subsequently withdrew. it. 

| ai Before the question was taken on the amend- 
| frent, : 

| Mr. VINTON said it was evident that the whale 
| day would be consumed on the bill under discus- 
| sion, and he therefore, for the purpose of expe- 
| diting other business, moved that the committee 
| rise and report. the other bills, to the House— 
| ayes 75, hoes 40. : 
| The committee thereupon rose, and reported 
i the bills acted on to the House. : 

The bill to carry into effect the convention 
i with Spain; and the bill to authorize the construc- 
tion of a dry-dock for the use cf the navy, te- 
ported without amendment, were both ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading. . ‘ 

The amendments to the bill making appropri- 
| ation@ for certain roads; to the bill making appro- 
|, priations for building light-houses, beacon-lights, 
|j and making surveys for the year 1835, were then 
; concurred in by the House, and the bills ordered 
jj to be engrossed for a third reading. 

The bill making additional appropriations: for 
e Delaware breakwater, for certain harbors, and 
removing obstructions in and at the mouths of cer- 
| tain rivers, for the year 1835, reported. from. the 
| Committee of the Whole, with sundry amend- 
| ments, was then taken up. $ 
| On the question to concur with the Committee 
| of the Whole on the amendment appropriating the 
| sum of $50,000 for,the improvement of the Ohio 
| river, between Pittsburg and: Louisville, at. the 
| Falls of the Obio— ; : 

Mr. HAWES asked for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. POLK objected to so large an additional 
appropriation as $50,000 for the Ohio alone, which 
was already provided for under the bill to an 
amount of $50,000. 2 

Mr. LANE warmly advocated the appropria- 
tion, and said it was trifling compared with the 
immense extent of trade, and the great interest 
involved, 

Mr. VINTON remarked that the sum of $50,000, 
appropriated under the bill, was to be divided be- 
tween the rivers Ohio, Missouri, and Mississippi, 
and it was doubtful whether a cent of it would be 
expended on the Ohio. One agent could easily 
disburse the whole of it. When $50,000 was 
appropriated for the Red river, $40,000 for the 
Arkansas, $20,000 for the Cape Fear, he deemed 
| it barely just to resist the proposed amendment 
for the Ohio. 

Mr. HUBBARD explained, that the other items 
were recommended upon reports made by en- 
gineers, and upon positive estimates; whereas, 
such was not the case with the amendment. He 
expressed a Kope that the House would act upon 
the question at once, without further discussion. 

Mr. MERCER was in favor of the amendment. 

Mr. DENNY remarked that it should be borne 
in mind that the amendment was recommended by 
one of the standing committees of the House, after 
mature deliberation, and it was entitled to full as 
much consideration as if it had come sanctioned 
by the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL inquired if the Committee 
| on Internal Improvement had reported a bill em- 
i bracing this appropriation. i 
Mr. VINTON explained. The subject had been 
i referred to that committee under a resolution of 
| ene House. In consequence of the difficulty of 
| getting a special bill through, Mr. V. was instructed 
by the committee to move this amendment to one 
of the appropriation bills. ` ‘ 

Mr. POLK said he understood that the whole 
amount recommended by the War Department, 
was $50,000, under a report by Captain Shrieve; 
and the Committee on Roads and Canals,. not 
deeming the estimate large enough, asked for. this 
additional item. 

Mr. VINTON explained. The report of Cap- . 
tain Shrieve was predicated on the river below the 
i Falls, and never contemplated any improvement 
at all above that point. 

Mr. POLK was still correct, that all the infor- 
| mation upon which any estimates could be made, 
was before the Committee of Ways and Means. 
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REYNOLDS, JOHNSON of Louisiana, FILL- 


If the engineer had not reported, nor any docu- 
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ments furnished from the War Department, to the | 
House, upon what just ground could they venture 
io vote away so large an amount as that contem- 
plated in the amendment? Theimportance of the 
Ohio river as a channel of commerce, the nature of 
the obstructions, whether sand bars or gravel bars, 
had nothing to do with the question. The ques- 
tion was, whether the appropriation was founded 
on proper information? 

Mr. LYTLE said, notwithstanding his. pro- 
found respect for the Committee of Ways and 
Means, there were other committees for which 
he entertained as high respect as he did for that. 
From whatever committee a preposition should 
come, he was prepared to act upon it as he thought 
best conduced to the interests of the country. 
The commerce between Pittsburg and Louisville 
was of immense importance to that section of | 
the country, and the appropriation, he believed, | 
should be made. He denied the position thata 
recommendation from one committee shouldelothe 
any measure with more sanctity than that of 
another, 

Mr. BURGES cared not from what quarter a |i 
recommendation came, so that it was supported 
by facts, such. ag would establish its expediency 
and benefit, and he would be ever ready to sus» || 
tain it. : ; . | 

Mr. HUBBARD defended the course pursued 
by the Committee of Ways and Means. They 
had confined themselves in this bill to works 
already commenced, as its title expressed, for the 
“purpose of carrying on works already begun and 
in progress. If the Committee on Roads and 
Canals thought the appropriation now asked for 
so indispensable, why had not that committee 
introduced a bill for the purpose, and not endeavor 
to. thrust this amendment forward? It was alto- 
gether out of place in this bill, since it was to 
commence a new work. 

Mr. STEWART said the gentleman from New 
Hampshire (Mr. Hunnarn] labored under a mis- 
apprehension in supposing this to be anew work, 
since an act was passed for it in May, 1824, | 
eleven years ago, 

Mr. DICKINSON, of Tennessee, moved to 
strike out. the enacting clause of the bill, but with- 
drew it on the understanding that the question on 
the amendment should be taken at once, declaring 
his intention to renew. it hereafter. 

The question was then taken by yeas and nays; 
and decided as follows—yeas 109, nays 86. 

So the House concurred in the amendment. 

Mr. DICKINSON, of Tennessee, said although | 
he believed the amendment just adopted to be one 
of the best provisions in the bill, still he voted į 
against it from a dislike to its general principles, |; 
and he therefore renewed his motion to strike out || 
the enacting clause of the bill. ji 

Mr. HUBBARD asked for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. s 

Mr. HANNEGAN moved that the House 
adjourn, Negatived. $ 

‘The question was then taken; and decided in 
the negative—yeas 56, nays 128. 

The House then (at a quarter past four) took a 
recess till six o’clock, p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The House, according to order, reassembled at ` 
six o’clack, p m. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, trans- || 
mitting a copy of a report and survey of Cumber- 
land river; which was laid on the tableand ordered 
to be printed. ! 
Mr. BEATTY, on leave, moved to print five 
hundred extra copies of the foregoing communi- ; 
cation and document; which motion, by the rule, 
lies over one day. | 
4 POST ROUTE BILL. | 
On motion of Mr. CONNOR, the House then |: 
went into Committee of the Whole on the state of || 
the Union (Mr. Vance in the chair) upon the bill 
Í 


to establish. certain post routes, and to alter and || 
discontinue others, and for other purposes. |: 
The bill was read by sections; various amend- |! 
ments were offered and adopted, and others re- |; 
jected ,:when 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, moved an amend- 
ment directing the Postmaster General to cause the 


} 
| 


d 


mailbetween New Orleans and Mobile to be carried 
daily instead of tri-weekly, as at present. 


This motion was resisted by Mr. CONNOR, | 
| because it was an innovation upon the principles 


of the bill. Ele believed the Postmaster General, 
whenever the finances of the department would 
permit, would establish a daily mail between those 
points. i 

The amendment was advocated by Messrs. 
JOHNSON, of Louisiana, EDWARD EVER- 


ETT, and SEABORN JONES, and opposed by | 


Messrs. CONNOR and BEARDSLEY. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, moved to strike | 
| out the enacting clause of the bill. 


Upon this motion a desultory and exciting 


debate ensued, in reference to the management of | 


the Post Office Department, in which Messrs. 
JOHNSON, of Maryland, WISE, CONNOR, 
PEYTON, BEARDSLEY, LANE, HAWES, 
STODDERT, GARLAND, and LYTLE, par- 
ticipated. 


again. 

On motion of Mr. POLK, the House then, at 
half past ten o’clock, p. m., 

Adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, February 25, 1835. 


The VICE PRESIDENT communicated a 
letter from the Treasury Department, transmitting 
reports from the Fitst and Third Auditors, and 
Register of the Treasury, in relation to commuta- 
tion to officers of the Revolution; which, on motion 
of Mr. HILL, was ordered to be printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT also communicated a 
letter from the Treasury Department, transmitting 
abstracts of the official emoluments of the officers of 
the customs, and the fees received for certificates 
to accompany distilled spirits, wines, and ‘teas, 
and commissions on disbursements as superinten- 
dents of light-houses, and as agents for the marine 
hospitals. ; 

PETITIONS, ETC. 


Petitions and memorials were presented by | 


Messrs. KENT, TIPTON, and PORTER. 
Mr, KANE presented a joint resolution of the 


i Legislature of Illinois, for rescinding so much of 


the compact between that State and the United 
States, as prohibits said State from taxing land 
sold by the United States for five years after such 
sale. 

Mr. TIPTON presented a joint resolution of 
the Legislature of Indiana, relative to limiting the 
enrolment of the militia to able-bodied free male 
citizens of the United States, between the ages af 


twenty-one and forty years, and providing for | 


better arming and disciplining the militia of the 
United States. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. : 


„Mr. McKEAN, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, reported the bills from the House granting 
pensions to John Bryant, John Moore, ‘limotty 


Jordan, David Pearson, Samuel Shelmerdine, and | 


Abraham B. Boutwell. 

Tle also reported that the bills from the Elouse 
granting pensions to Robert Lucas, Isaac Carter, 
and the widow and heirs of Samuel Southerland, 
ought not to pass. 

Mr. TOMLINSON, from the same committee, 


{reported that the bills from the House granting 
i pensions to John W. Cox, Edward Nicholas, and 
! Labert L. Van Veltenburg, ought not to pass; and 


that the bill granting a pension to Joseph Swart- 
wood ought to pass. 
. BILLS PASSED. 
On motion of Mr. KING, of Alabama, the bill 


| for the relief of Richard H. Bell was considered 
: as in Committee of the Whole, ordered to be en- 
| grossed for a third reading, and then read a third 


time and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BENTON, the bill author- 
izing an increase of the corps of engineers was 
taken up, considered as in Committee of the W hole, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and 
finally passed. 

On motion of Mr. BELL, the Senate took up 
for consideration the biil to continue the patent of 


| Joseph Grant, was considered asin Committee of 
| the Whole, ordered to be engrossed fora third 
reading, and then read a third time and passed. 
| On motion of Mr. WHITE, the Senate took 
i| up for consideration, as in Committee of the 
i Whole, the bill for the relief of John Dougherty, 
an Indian agent; when it was ordered to be en- 
|| grossed for a third reading, and then read a third 
time and passed. 
SURVEYS IN MAINE. 

Mr. SHEPLEY submitted thefollowing reso- 
| lution: i 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to furnish the information calted for by a resolu- 
i| tion of the ——— in regard to the surveys made 
in the State of Maine, to the Secretary of the Sen- 
ate during the vacation; and that the surveys be 
| printed under his direction. 

TWO PER CENT. FUND. 

On motion of Mr. BLACK, the Senate took up 
for consideration, as in Committee of the Whole, 
the bill authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to invest the two per cent. fund reserved for roads 
leading to the State of Mississippi; when it was 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
Afterwards the bill was read the third time and 
| passed, g 
| Onmotionof Mr. KING, of Alabama, the Sen- 
{| ate took up for consideration, as in Committee of 
| the whole, the bill to authorize the application of 
the two per cent. fund of Alabama, set apart for 
public purposes, to the construction of a railroad 
trom Mobile bay to the Tennessee river. 

After some remarks by Mr. CLAY in opposition 
to the bill, and by Mr. KING in support of it, 

Mr. CLAY moved to lay it on the table; which 
was negatived—yeas 12, nays 14. 

Mr. CLAY then moved the indefinite post- 

ponement of the bill; and asked the yeas and nays 
i| upon the question; which were ordered. 

Some further debate ensued upon the bill. Mr. 
CLAY renewed the motion to lay it on the table; 
which Was agreed to. 

RELIEF OF THE DISTRICT CITIES. 

The Senate resumed the bill granting relief to 
the cities of Washington, Alexandria, and.George- 
town. 
| Mr. BENTON regretted that he should be com- 
ji pelled to vote against the bill, unless its friends 
i| were willing to tuke the relief it proposed for one 
|! year, and leave the rest to future legislation by 
| Congress. The people of ghis city (he said) la- 
bored under peculiar grievances—great expenses 
had been thrown upon them which entitled them 
t 
t 


N 


i to all the indulgence which we can extend to 
hem. This Government exacted hard terms in 
i getting the ground on which this city ig located, 
|! for their. own use. Many lots in this city have 
|| been sold at great amounts, and those which yet 
| remain are estimated at between two and three 
| millions of doliars. He thought the best thing 
| we could do would be to set apart the building 
| lots, the proceeds of which should be applied as a 
| sinking fund to pay this debt. One great objec- 
i tion with him was, that to extend this bill to five 
| years was an encroachment for four years upon 
j| Our successors. His proposition to limit it to one 
; year, was a quiet, easy, and almost imperceptible 

mode of granting effectual relief; but by passing 
i! the bill in its present shape, it was virtually im- 
| posing upon the treasury of this country a burthen 
| of near two millions of dollars. Mr, B. said he 
|, would be extremely sorry if, by voting against 
| the bill, it should be lost, for a residence of four- 
i teen years in Washington had convinced him that 
| its citizens should be favored. He wished to be 
| generous to them, but he wished also to prevent 
i the treasury from being saddled with a debt of two 
i, millions. . 

Mr. SOUTHARD said that the bill was the 
| result of the joint consultationof the two Commit- 
i tees on the District, and to alter it as suggested, 
: would be the means of defeat. He was much 
| gratified by the expression of feeling and opinions 
; of the gentleman from Missouri, and as far ag 
Í he could he would yield to his views. He said 
the appropriation was not for the payment of the 
whole debts of the city, but for that which was 
| contracted for the purposes of the canal. We can- 
not, at the present session, form and mature such a 


| bill as the gentleman’s views would require, or as ` 
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he would seem to suggest. A difficulty was pre- 
sented from the situation of the public grounds. 
Jt would require time to investigate how many lots 
could be spared from the uses or probable calls of 
the Government. 

Mr. BENTON was aware that his suggestion 
would defeat the bill; and his object in making it 
was to gain time to make the necessary investiga- 
tion. He therefore moved the necessary amend- 
ments to the bill, so as to make the appropriation 
to each of the cities for one year only. > 

After some conversation between Messrs. TY- 
LER, BENTON, and SOUTHARD, the amend- 
ment was agreed to. 


bill, À 

Mr. CLAY said, he should vote for it in its pre- 
sent shape, for the purpose of relieving the press- 
ing necessities of this city, but he hoped at another 
session that the Committee on the District would 
introduce a bill to take the stock of the canal, and 
assume the whole foreign debt. That he believed 
to be the only essential relief we could extend to 
them. 

Mr. PRESTON expressed. his intention to vote 

_for the bill, but he did so only from dire necessity. 
He would vote for it only to prevent the city of 
Washington from beng ‘* sold to the Dutch.” 

Mr. CALHOUN sincerety felt for the situation 
in which the city was placed, but he could under- 
stand this bill as nothing more or less than a prop- 
osition to make a donation of so much of the peo- 
ple’s money to them. He really commiserated 
their unfortunate situation; but he thought we had 
no right to give the property of the people away 
as was proposed. This bill was setting a bad pre- 
cedent. These people must suffer; and to relieve 
them now, would only be an inducement to them 
to incur greater debts, in the belief that Congress 
would always assist them. He recommended them. 
as a friend to depend upon their own resources 
aod industry; which alone could give them lasting 
relief. . 

Mr. BUCHANAN said, when this bill frst 
came up, he thought he had determined to vote 
against it; and he certainly should have done so, 
if it had not been for the change’ which -had been 
made in it, upon the motion of the honorable gen- 
tleman from Missouri. But now he felt that he 
was, in some measure, under duress with regard 
to it, and could not vote against it. He differed, 
however, from the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Leieu,] that the law which authorized this debt 
to be incurred, could be construed into a guarantee 
on the part of the Government to pay the debt. He 
declined entering into that question now. But the 
President of the United States was made the 
executor of the law, and if this bill did not pass, 
it would be the President’s duty to sell this city. 
He would vote for the bill for once; but, with the 
gentleman from South Carolina, (Mr. Caruovun,] 
he would advise the people of this city to depend 
upon their own energies and industry for substan- 
tial relief, and cease their applications to Con- 
gress. A 

Mr. TYLER said he was very sorry the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania could not vote for further 
relief than by giving his support to this bill. For, 
to be candid on the subject, if the relief is not to 
be continued, this appropriation will be of no man- 
ner of use whatever. The truth is, the energies 
of these people ‘are entirely crippled, and their 
means and strength prostrated in the dust. He 
hoped, at the next session, the honorable gentle- 
man would open his heart and be willing to grant 
permanent relief. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, said that he too wished 
to give in his experience on the subject of this bill. 
With him the conflict between inclination and 
duty had been a most painful one. And like some 
‘others, he had made up his mind to vote for the 
bill with the greatest reluctance. He had been 
surprised by a reference to the act authorizing the 
loan to find that, as between the Government and 
the contractors of the loan, Congress had virtually 
guarantied the debt. The nonor of the nation then 
was pledged for the payment of the debt. And 
on a hasty inquiry into the affairs of these three 
cities, he did not believe it in their power, at pres- 
ent, to discharge the debt. - And like others, he 
had no idea of seeing the capital of the Union in 
the hands of the Dutch. 


The question being on the engrossment of the 


Some gentlemen had constitutional scruples on 
the subject. It was theught we had no power to 
make a gratuity to the people of the District. He 


given a studied examination to the subject. He 
was, he thought, generally as much in favor of a 
strict construction of the Constitution as any other 
Senator; but, as.at present impressed, he thought 
that whatever restrictions were placed upon us 
when legislating for the States, there was no re- 
striction upon our sovereignty here. But power, 
and the propriety of its exercise, were different 
questions. We might possess the power and 
refuse to exercise it, on the score of justice and 
expediency; and here, he thought, wasthe difficulty 
in the measure before the Senate. For if there was 
any theory in which we all agreed, it was that re- 
publican Government is, or ought to be, an associa- 
tion upon principles of equality. What claims, 
then, have the people of this city, as a part of the 
great American family, to a gratuity from this 
Government, more than Charleston, or any other 
city in` the Union? They had a claim to our 
legislation for the usual purposes of Government, 
to direct and concentrate the energies of the people 
to the greatest advantage; but they had no exclu- 
sive claims to our bounty, at the expense of the 
rest of the Union. 

With these views it would be seen with what 
reluctance he voted for the bill; and he wished it 
further understood that he did not stand pledged 
to go further at the next session, if, in the mean- 
time, he could ascertain that it was possible for 
the cities of the District to pay their own debts. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, protested against this 
law being interpreted as any guarantee on the part 
of Congress, either to pay this debt or its interest. 
The question, then, was simply whether we shall 
relieve the people of Washington? He should 
vote for the bill as it was now; but he would have 
voted for itas it was originally, because he thought 


to sit by and see the capital of the country sold 
under the hammer. 

After some further observations from Mr. 
LEIGH, Mr. KING, of Alabama, and Mr. 
WAGGAMAN, the question of engrossment was 
taken, and decided in the affirmative—yeas 27, 
nays 14; as follows: - 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Buchanan, 
Clay, Cuthbert, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Golds- 
borough, Kane, Kent, King of Alabama, King of 
Georgia, Knight, Leigh, Linn, McKean, Nau- 
dain, Porter, Preston, Robbins, Silsbee, Southard, 
Swift, Tomlinson, Tyler, Waggaman, and Web- 
ster—27. 

NAYS~—Messrs. Black, Brown, Calhoun, 
Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, Mangum, Morris, 
Prentiss, Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Tipton, 
and Wright—14. 


The bill was then read a third time and passed, 


"TON moved to rescind the resolution for the 
recess; which was disagreed to—ayes 15, noes 15. 
` The Senate took a recess till five o’clock. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The bill to provide for paying certain pension- 
ers at Jackson, in Tennessee, and 


The bill to establish a pension agency at Russel- | 


ville, in Kentucky, were each read a third. time 
and passed. Sa 

The resolution requiring that the appropriations 
to the Cumberland river be applied as well above 
as below Nashville, came up on-the third reading, 
and, on motion of Mr. WHITE, was laid on the 
table. : 

The bill from the Hause, making permanent the 
supplies of the army, and fixing the salaries of 
certain clerks in the Commissary General’s office, 
was read twice and referred. 

The resolutions relative to the condition of the 
Post Office, submitted by Mr. Flux and Mr. 
Suir, came up in order, when Mr. Hau moved 
the following as an amendment to his resolution: 

Resolved, That no evidence appears in the report 
of any committee of the Senate which goes to 
impeach the private and official integrity of Wil- 
liam T. Barry, Postmaster General; that the extra 
allowances under his direction made to mail con- 
Í tractors, and the method of receiving combined 


the Congress of the United States ought not quietly | 


| 


did not feel these scruples, though he had not | 


The hour of three having arrived, Mr. BEN- |, 


ti 


bids on advertised proposals. for carrying the 
mails, are a continuation of the former-practice of 
the Post Office Department; and that the defects 
and irregularities of the department have been a 
natural consequence of a want of a due organiza- 
tion of the department by Congress. ~~ 


On motion of Mr. HILL, both ‘the resolutions 
and amendmént were laid upon the table. 


The bill for distributing the proceeds of the 
public lands among the several States; : i 

The bill to graduate the price of the public 
Jands which have been longest in market; 

The bill to grant to the State of Missouri a por- 
tion of the public domain for the purposes of inter- 
nal improvement; and 4 

The bill granting a township of land for the 
benefit of a university at St. Louis, Missouri; 

Were severally taken up, and then laid upon 
the table. 

PUBLIC DEPOSITES. 


‘The Senate proceeded to consider, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the bill to regulate. the 
deposites of the public money in the State banks. ' 

After an immaterial amendment, 

Mr. CALHOUN moved to fill a blank in the 
bill with the sum of two and a half per cent., the 
sum to be paid by the deposite banks for the use 
of the public money. 

After some remarks by Messrs. CALHOUN, 
KING, of Alabama, KING, of Georgia, PRES- 
TON, KNIGHT, SILSBEE, SHEPLEY, and 
EWING, ‘ 

Mr. BUCHANAN, in order to try the sense of 
the Senate, moved to strike out the half per cent., 
which Mr. CALHOUN, after some remarks, 
acceded to, 

Mr. PRESTON then offered an amendment, 
that when the average amount of-deposites shall 
not exceed $100,000 quarterly, in any one. bank, 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall be at liberty 
to contract for terms on which such bank shall 
have the use of the public money deposited in it. 

Mr. EWING moved to reduce the quarterly 
minimum to $50,000; when a desultory. debate 
ensued, in which Messrs. CALHOUN, PRES- 
TON, KING, of Georgia, KING, of Alabama, 
KNIGHT, TALLMADGE, BUCHANAN, 
SHEPLEY, SILSBEE, WEBSTER, and 
EWING, participated. 

On motion of Mr. CALHOUN, the bill was 
laid on the table. 


Mr. NAUDAIN then submitted a resolution to 
rescind the resolution for the recess. 
BALTIMORE AND OHIO BRANCH RAILROAD. 

Mr. SOUTHABD, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, reported the bill from the 
House supplementary to the act. extending a 
branch of the Baltimore and Ohio failroad into 
the District of Columbia, without amendment, 

After which the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wennespay, February 25, 1835. 


Mr. H. EVERETT, on leave, presented cer- 
tain amendments to the bill from the Senate, to 
provide for the organization of the Post Office 
Department; which were ordered to be printed, 

Mr. FORESTER, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Charles M. 
Frazier; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. STODDERT asked: the consent of. the 


i| House to print certain amendments, which he 


contemplated offering to the bill from the Senate 
to provide for the organization of the Post Office 
Department. 

Mr. CONNOR said he intended making an 


|| effort to-day to take up this Post Office bill. He 


should have done so yesterday if he could have 
! obtained the floor. If his motion should succeed - 
he suggested that there would not be time to print 
the amendments, as proposed. 

The motion to print was agreed to. 

Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, reported. the following resolution; 
which was agreed to. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to settle and adjast the claims of Frederick Ber- 
| nard, for services as an extra clerk between Sep- 
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‘tember, 1823, and March, 1827, according’ to the 
principles of equity and justice. : 
Mr. PINCK NEY—instructed by the Commit- 
tee on Commerce—moved the printing of a doc- 
-ument from the State Department, in relation to | 
the trade. between the United States and the | 
Islands of Cuba and Porto Rico; which was 
agreed to. 3 
= Mr P. referred to the importance of the doc- 
“uinents in question, particularly as regarded the 
interests of his constituents, and moved to print | 
‘two thousand extra copies of the same; which 
was agreed to. : 
“. On motion of Mr. EWING, a report from the | 
Treasury Department in relation to the Vincennes 
land district, was ordered to be printed. ; 

The motion submitted on yesterday by Mr. 
BEATTY, to print five hundred extra copies of 
& report and survey of the Cumberland river, was 
considered and agreed to. 

Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported the following bills; which were 
read twice and committed: 

A bill for the relief of John Howell; and 

A bill for the relief of James Baldridge. 

On motion of Mr. ASHLEY, three decisions 


of the Supreme Court, applicable to land claims ij 


-in Missouri—now pending before the House— 
were ordered to be printed. 

On motion of Mr. CONNOR, the Committee | 
on the Post Office and Post Roads were dis- 
charged from the further consideration of all sub- 
jects referred to said committee. ` 

Mr. JANES, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported a bill granting an invalid pen- | 
sion to Daniel Stoddert; which was read twice | 
and committed. 

Mr. CRANE, from the Committee on Revolu- | 
tionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief ofthe 
children. of William Crawford, deceased; which 
was read twice and committed. 

Mr. BURGES, from a select committee, reported 
è bill for the relief of the officers and soldiers who, 
‘served in the Rhode Island brigade in the revolu- 
tionary war, their heirsand representatives; which 
was read twice and committed. 

Unfavorable reports upon various petitions, &c., 
were madeby Messrs. GRAYSON, KINNARD, 
“JANES, GRAHAM, HUBBARD, and DAY; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. i 

[Mr. Kunwarp, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, moved to discharge said commit- 
tee from the further consideration of the petition 
of Dempsey Hicks; which, on his motion, was 
laid on the table. i 

Mr. K., from the same committee, moved to be | 
discharged from the consideration of the petition 
of Jobn Scott, and that he have leave to withdraw 
his:papers; which was agreed to. 

Petitions were presented by Messrs. FULTON | 
and MAY, and referred. ` 

Mr. McKINLEY said he felt it to be his duty 
once more to ask the Fouse to take up the resolu- 
tion offered by him fixing a day for the election | 
of printer. He wished the House to decide this 
question one way or the other, and so far as he 
was concerned, without debate. 

The SPEAKER decided the motion out of order. | 

SUPPLYING THE ARMY. 

The House then, on motion of Mr. R. M. | 
JOHNSON, went into Committee of the Whole | 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. W nire, of New 
York, in the chair,) on the bill to render perma- | 
nent the present mode of supplying the army of | 
the United States. 

The committee accordingly took up the bill as | 
amended; which having been read and agreed to, 


the committee rose and reported the bill to the |; 


House. 
The bill was then ordered to be engrossed. 
ADDITIONAL PAYMASTERS AND ENGINEERS. | 
On motion’ of Mr. R. M. JOHNSON, the 


‘House again resolved itself into the Committee of || 


the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Lyrzs | 
in the chair,) and took up and considered the 
following bills: : 
A bill respecting the appointment of three addi- 
tional paymasters of the army; and 
A: bill to provide for the increase of the corps of 
engineers. 


-Mr R. M. JOHNSON moved a substitute to 


the first section of this. bill, proposing to increase 
the corps. 

Mr. SPEIGHT was opposed to the bill. 

_ Mr. DUNLAP was opposed to any further in- 
crease of the army, and trusted the amendment 
would be rejected. : 

Mr. R. M. JOHNSON appealed to gentlemen 
to permit the bill to come into the House, when 
he would give every necéssary explanation that 
might be deemed requisite. 

Mr. LANE said hetrusted the motion to amend 
| would not be sustained by the committee. Every 
State in the Union is interested in the increase 
of the corps of topographical engineers. They 
are educated for the purpose, at the public ex- 
pense. Their services are devoted to the public 
Interest. They areexperienced; and their services 
are called for daily and hourly at the department, 
to superintend the surveys of our harbors, our 
roads, and our canals. The States required their 
services to superintend their surveys of internal 
improvements, authorized by the respective States, 
and carried on with their own resources. Also, 
by private incorporated companies in every por- 
tion of the country, who are engaged in construct- 
ing works of great public and local interest. 

That he had, at the request of a railroad compa- 
ny in Indiana, made application to the department 
for an engineer without success, because they 
were all on duty. ‘That the State of Indiana had 
authorized several surveys of a public and national 
| character, with a view to a general system of 
internal improvement within the State, to be car- 
| ried on with their own resources. They have an 
| agent now in this city for the purpose of obtaining 
an experienced engineer from the department. 

That the increase of this corps was, in his 
opinion, called for by every consideration of 
| National, State, and local interest. 

Mr. R. M. JOHNSON withdrew the amend- 
ment. Hick 

' Mr. DUNLAP offered an amendment providing 
for the repeal of all laws authorizing the appoint- 
ment of topographical engineers. i 

Mr. D. expressed his great surprise at the gen- 
tleman from Indiana (Mr. Laner] supporting the 
bill; but it was not uncommon to see gentlemen 
elected as friends of the present Executive, and 
when they came to that House they voted in favor 
of every measure of- internal improvement by 
the General Government. Mr. D. wanted these 
appointments and surveys confined to the States. 
He called upon gentlemen to redeem their pledges, 
and sustain the principles of the Administration, 
| which was assailed from every quarter of the 
country, while that House would be really to 
blame. He did hope that a House, with a Jack- 
son majority, would not be found sustaining every 


|| proposition opposed to the principles of the pres- 


ent Executive. 

Mr. LANE said, in reply to the gentleman 
from Tennessee, [Mr. Duniar,] that the House 
had received a lesson of party discipline. That a 
large portion of it seemed to have been intended 
for himself. That it would have been wisdom in 
the honorable gentleman if he had applied the 
discipline to himself, before he should have in- 
structed the House. Ee says he is surprised that 
the gentleman from Indiana and others who were 
elected as Jackson men, and sent here to support 
the principles of the Administration, should vote 
for these extravagant appropriations for surveys 
and for works of internal improvement; that to 
increase the corps of engineers was to authorize 
unconstitutional improvements. It was true he 
(Mr. L.) had been elected as a friend of the dis- 
tinguished Chief Magistrate, not to serve the Chief 
Magistrate, but to serve his constituents, the State, 
andthe Union. That he wore nocollar—no man’s 
yoke. In his votes, and the course he had and 


| would pursue, while honored with a seat in this 


House, he had and should follow the dictates of 
his ow conscience and judgment, uninfluenced 
by any other consideration than the interest and 
prosperity of his constituents, the State, and the 
Union. The honorable gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. Dunar] may have been elected because 
he was a Jackson man, to sustain the Adminis- 
tration right or wrong. Ifso, Mr. L. was proud 
to say his selection was a different one. That he 
had been elected in a district where General Jack- 
son himself had been beaten a few months before: 


He was willing to compare votes with the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, (Mr. Dunxap,] and let 
the House and the American people determine 
who had accorded to. the Chief Magistrate the 
most eficient support. In the present instance, 
he was sustaining the Chief Magistrate, while the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Dunar] was 
opposing him and his measures. The President 
recommended it in his message; the Secretary of 
War requires it; it is emphatically an Adminis- 
tration measure. A distinguished officer of one 
| of the bureaus is now in this Hall urging the 
passage of this bill. 

He (Mr. L.) was in favor of the General Gov- 
ernment improving the condition of the country, 
for the benefit of the people, with the money of 
the people. That he believed it not only consti- 
tutional, but the duty of the General Government 
| to aid the States, and even private companies in 
i the surveys and prosecution of all works calcu- 
| lated to facilitate the commerce and interest of the 
Union, Hehad no constitutional scruples, nor did 
he subscribe to the doctrine that a stream, because 
the water was salt, had the preference over a large 
land commercial channel of fresh water. If the 
| gentleman means to be understood that to be a 
Jackson man is to oppose all appropriations for 
the improvements of our rivers and channels of 
commerce, and all aid by the General Government 
for improvements in the several States, he could 
only say no such Jackson men could be found in 
Indiana. 

He (Mr. L.) not only believed the General Gov- 
| ernment possessed the power, but that it was their 
duty to improve all their channels of commerce, in 
| every part of the Union. That this principle had 
been acted upon, so far as they participated in the 
character of national works, That he understood 
these to be the principles of the Chief Magistrate. 
‘That he desires the passage of this bill increasing 
| the corps of topograpical engineers, for. the pur- 
pose of aiding the nation, the States, and compa- 
nies, in the prosecution of works of internal im- 
provement. l 

Mr. BOON said he was aware that the remarks 
which had just been made by his friend from Ten- 
nessee, (Mr. DuNXxar,] were not directed to him 
individually; but as he [Mr. Boon] should vote 
for the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Kentucky, and for the bill itself, he was not, there- 
fore, to be considered as being inconsistent in hia 
i course toward the Administration. Mr. B. said 
that no one, perhaps, had been more uncompro- 
mising in ‘his support of the present Chief Magis- 
trate in three several elections, than himself, and 
that few, if any, had given a more hearty and 
uniform support of the general policy of the pres- 
ent Administration than he had done during the 
time he had been honored with a seat in’ Con- 
gress; and that while he had given his support to 
the leading measures of the Administration, he 
i had also taken the liberty, on some occasions, to 
i go a scruple further in relation to some matters 
involving a mere difference of opinion. 

Mr. DUNLAP then withdrew his amendment. 

On motion of Mr. R. M. JOHNSON, the com- 
mittee rose, and reported the bill to the House 

The bill to provide additional pay masters, then 
came up on Its engrossment. 

Mr. JOHNSON gave a brief explanation of the 
merits of the bill. 

Mr. SPEIGHT opposed the bill. 
| _ Mr. BURGES moved a proviso to the first sec- 
tion, giving the President the power of appointing 
the additional paymasters, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate. 

Agreed to. 

Some conversation ensued between Messrs. 
POLK, MERCER, GRENNELL,. agd R. M. 
JOHNSON, on some of the provisions of the bill. 

Mr. CHILTON opposed the bill with much 
earnestness, and called upon the friends of reform 
and economy to vote against a proposition for the 
creation of a new source of expense. . 

Mr. WISE maintained that the bill was in 
| direct violation of the principles of the Constitu- 
tion, since it vested. the appointing power in an 
officer not recognised in that instrument. He there- 
| fore moved to strike out the third section of the 
bill, providing for the employment of citizens when 
| soldiers could not be engaged. 


i Agreed to 
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Mr. LYTLE said it had been contended that 
this bill went to create a new office. It had been 
urgently recommended by the department, and 
was believed to be highly essential to the welfare 
of the service. 

Before any quéstion was taken, the House, on. 
motion of Mr. HUBBARD, passed to the orders 
‘of the day. 

SUPPLYING THE ARMY, ETC. 


An act to render permanent the present mode 
of supplying the army of the United States; and 
fixing the salaries of certain clerks therein named, 
was then read a third time, and passed. 


PRINTER TO THE HOUSE. 

Mr. McKINLEY moved to suspend all the 
orders of the day, for the purpose of taking up 
the resolution on the subject of the election of 
printer, 

A question of order arose as to the construc- 
tion of the rule, whether the motion required 
more‘than a bare majority, ora majority of two- 
thirds. 

The CHAIR, referring to his decision the other 
day, that a bare majority was sufficient to post- 
pone the orders of the day, said the question now 
presented itself in a different shape, inasrouch 
as it-was a resolution, and the first hour only 
was set apart for the consideration of resolutions; 
and, in his opinion, the motion of the gentleman 
from Alabama would require a vote of two-thirds. 

Mr. McKINLEY appealed from the decision of 
the Chair. He was determined to obtain a decis- 
ion upon the resolution, if there remained any 
means of arriving at a decision. Hehad tried va- 
rious plans, in order to effect this object; but they 
had invariably been met by the Chair with the 
declaration that they were out of order. 

The question was discussed by the CHAIR, 
Messrs. FOSTER, MERCER, BRIGGS, CLAY, 
BURGES, PATTON, McKINLEY, EVANS, 
and CONNOR. 

Mr. McKINLEY then withdrew the appeal, 
and moved to suspend the rules of the House. 

Mr. CLAY asked for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and decided as 
follows: f 

YEAS—Messrs. John Adams, William Allen, 
Anthony, Beale, Bean, Beardsley, Beaumont, 
Bockee, Boon, Bouldin, Brown, Burd, Burns, By- 
num, Cambreleng, Carr, Casey, Chaney, Samuel 
Clark, Clay, Connor, Coulter, Cramer, Day, Dick- 
erson, Dunlap, Fowler, William K, Fuller, Gal- 
braith, Gillet, Joseph Hall, Thomas H. Hall, 
Halsey, Hamer, Hannegan, Hardin, Joseph M. 
Harper, Hathaway, Hawkins, Hawes, Hender- 
son, Hiester, Howell, Hubbard, Huntington, Jar- 
vis, Richard M. Johnson, Noadiah Johnson, Cave 
Johnson, Benjamin Jones, Kavanagh, Kilgore, 
Kinnard, Lane, Lansing, Laporte, Lee, Lucas, 
Lyon, Lytle, Abijah Mann, Mardis, John Y. Ma- 
son, Moses Mason, May, McKinley, McLene, 
McVean, Miller, Henry Mitchell, Robert. Mitch- 
ell, Morgan, Muhlenberg, Murphy, Osgood, 

. Page, Parks, Parker, Patterson, Pearce, Pierson, 
Plummer, Polk, Pope, Reynolds, Schenck, Shinn, 
Smith, Speight, Sutherland, William Taylor, 
Francis Thomas, Thomson, Turner, Turrill, Van- 
derpoel, Van Houten, Wagener, Ward, Ward- 
well, Whallon, White—103. 

NAYS—Messrs. John Q. Adams, Heman Al- 
len, John J. Allen, Chilton Allan, Ashley, Banks, 
Barber, Barnitz, Barringer, Bates, Baylies, Beatty, 
Bell, Binney, Biair, Briggs, Bull, Bunch, Burges, 
Cage, Campbell, Carmichael, Chambers, Chilton, 
Chinn, Claiborne, William Clark, Clowney, 
Corwin, Crane, Crockett, Darlington, Amos Da- 
vis, Davenport, Deberry, Denney, Evans, Ed- 
ward Everett, Horace Everett, Ewing, Felder, 
Fillmore, Forester, Foster Fulton, Gamble, Gar- 
land, Gholson, Gilmer, Gordon, Gorham, Gra- 
ham, Grayson, Grennell,. Griffin, Hiland Hall, 


Hard, James Harper, Hazeltine, Inge, Edward. 


Jackson, Janes, Henry Johnson, King, Lay, 
Luke Lea, Letcher, Lewis, Lincoln, Love, Man- 
ning, Martindale, Marshall, McCarty, McComas, 
McKennan, Mercer, Milligan, Miner, Moore, Pat- 
ton, Peyton, Phillips, Pickens, Pinckney, Potts, 
Ramsay, Reed, Robertson, William B. Shepard, 
Augustine H. Shepperd, Standifer, Steele, Stew- 
art, Stoddert, William P. Taylor, Philemon 


| Vinton, Watmouth, Frederick 


| Was a motion to postpone the orders of the day, 
as the resolution had been twice read, and he 


Thomas, Tompkins, Trumbull, Tweedy, Vance, 
t l Whitdesy, Elisha 
Whittlesey, Wilde, Williams, Wilson, Wise, 
Young—110. : 


So the House refused to suspend the rules. 
ELECTION OF PRESIDENT AND VICE PRESI- 


aa DENT. 
Mr. WILDE moved to suspend the rules for 
the purpose of taking up the joint resolution re- i 
Specting the-election of President and Vice Presi- 
dent of the United States. 
Mr. GILMER said all that would be necessary |} 


asked his colleague so to modify his motion. 

Mr. WILDE assented. 

Mr. HUBBARD suggested that it be commit- | 
ted to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. WILDE asked for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

The motion prevailed—yeas 112, nays 92. i 

By consent, sundry bills from the Senate were || 
taken up for reference, and several were referred. |! 

JUDICIAL CIRCUITS. 

The bill from the Senate relative to the estab- || 
lishment of a judicial circuit in the United States, 
being presented by the Chair— : 

[This bill provides for consolidating the cir- 
cuits composed of New Jersey and Pennsylvania, 
with that composed of Delaware and Maryland, 
and requiring Judge Baldwin to hold the circuit 
courts In the Delaware and Maryland circuit, so 
as to obviate the necessity of appointing a judge’ 
of the supreme court in that circuit, and thereby 
to extend the circuit system to the western 
patee 

Mr. FOSTER. suggested to the House the con- 
sideration of the question, whether it was worth 
the while of the House to refer this bill to the į 
Committee on the Judiciary, inasmuch as that 
committee had already reported that it would be 
impossible for the House to act upon it during 
the present session, He moved to commit it to a}! 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY thought the bill too import- 
ant to be acted on by the House without its first 
going through the investigation of a standing com- 
mittee of the House. ‘ 

Some conversation ensued between Messrs. 
FOSTER, MERCER, WILDE, THOMAS, of 
Maryland, and CLAY. 

Atthe suggestion of Mr. CLAY, Mr. FOSTER 
modified his motion so as to include the printing 
of the bill. > 

Mr. WILDE demanded the previous question; 
which motion was not, however, seconded by the 
House—ayes 68, noes 74. 

Mr. COULTER could see no reason why there 
should be any departure, in this case, from the 
ordinary course. The bill was a most important 
one, involving the lives and properties of thou- 
sands, and he hoped the House would not divest ; 
it of those protective proceedings which the rules 
had thrown.around every such measure. He was 
in favor of extending every privilege enjoyed by 
the old to the new States; but not at the expense 
of the former. New Jersey, Delaware, and Mary- 
land, had increased in population, and ought not 
to be deprived of any of their rights and privi- 
leges; and he entered his protest against it. The 
bill proposed a manifest act of injustice, and he 
trusted would undergo the strictest scrutiny in the 
standing committee of the House. 

Mr. CARMICHAEL said: Mr. Speaker, I con- 
cur with my honorable friend from PennsyJvania 
{Mr. Counrer] in the opinion he has expressed ; 
in regard to the importance of this subject. It is 
entitled to the most deliberate action of this House. 
This bill, from the- Senate, is designed to operate | 
in a peculiar manner upon the rights and interests 
of the State in which I reside, and of which Iam 
one of the Representatives upon this floor. I feel 
myself, therefore, called upon to protest against į 
the adoption of the motion of the honorable mem- 
ber from Georgia, [Mr. Foster.] . lts effect is to | 
dispense with the usual routine of business, which 
secures to every measure, before it is submitted 
to the consideration of the House, a previous ex- 
amination by one of its constituted organs—by 


91° 


one of its standing committees. . Sir; why this ` 


haste? Why hurry this bill into the Committee 
of the’ Whole:on ‘the state of the Union?” Where 
is the motive for all this precipitation? Deeply 
interested ag are the people of Maryland inthe result 
of this proposed alteration of the judicial districta 
of the United States, | must claim for the subject 
the most mature consideration. ; 

Sir, | have another reason for resisting this unu- 
sual and unnecessary proceeding. «This measure 


proposes to accomplish one object; it reaches another’ 


by indirection. “Its apparent purpose is to arrange 
the existing of judicial districts, and to establish 
two additional circuits. ` It merges the district of 
Maryland and Delaware, and gi 
Northwest and South west. 

s But whilst it professes—and you know, sir, as 
it originated in the Senate, I cannot speak of the 
motives upon which itis. based—it would be dis- 
courtesy to do so—whilst it professes. to sink r 
district, its effect is to despatch a judge.. Its effect 
is to relieve the Senate of a responsibility imposed. 
upon them by the Constitution. 

Sir, I understand the ready willingness of the 
honorable member from Alabama [Mr. Cay] to 
embrace this. measure at once—to disregard the 
usual and established order of legislation here. lt 
extends advantages to the people of the Southwest. 


| It is egough for him to know there is a ‘benefit 


held out to his constituents. He overlooks the 
consideration that it works a rank injustice to his 


i friends elsewhere. 


l have no objection to extend the contemplated 


| advantages to the West; but l cannot do it atthe 


expense of my constituents. It was only by hold- 
ing ont this benefit, never before contemplated for 
the West, that it was hoped to effect this unjust 
purpose to Maryland. 3 

If this bill is to be adopted, 1 hope it may be 
required to pass through the usual routine. I 
hope it will be referred to the Committee-on the 
Judiciary. ButI must earnestly resist any pro- 


ceeding, however presented, the manifest tendency | 


of which is to impose upon this House a share 
of the responsibility devolved by the Constitution 
upon the Senate of the United States, which will 


| require of this House to dispose of executive nom- 
inations.. And more especially when the obvious 


effect of it is to affect injuriously the interests of 
Maryland, and to crush one of her most valued 
citizens. . 

I hope the gentleman from Georgif& will. with- 
draw his motion to commit this bil! to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. CLAY disavowed any personal feeling on 
the subject. When, on the one hand, however, 
he was disposed to render strict justice to other 
parts of the Union, he stood then as the Repre- 
sentative of Alabama, and gentlemen must not 
expect him to abandon her interests. 

Mr. GARLAND was convinced that the com- 
mitment of the bill to the Judiciary Committee 
would only tend to defeat or delay it. His only 
object was to secure the action of the House on 
this all-important subject. 

Mr. CAGE adverted to the long-withheld jus- 


, tice which this House owed to the new States. 


He moved the previous question, but withdrew it 
at the request of ; 

Mr. FOSTER, who made some explanatory 
remarks. He was surprised at the opposition 
which had been elicited by the simple, motion 
which he had made. He avowed his intention 
of proposing eertain amendments when the bill 
should come before the House. He then renewed, 
according to promise, the motion for the previous 
question. 

[Here a discussion ensued on the nature of the 
previous question as applicable to the present case. 
Mr. SPEIGHT ‘thought the previous question 
would be the passage, but the Chair decided other- 


| wise.] 


Mr. CAGE then withdrew the motion for the 
previous question. 

Mr. THOMAS again addressed the House. 
He viewed the bill in the light of an attempt to 
destroy one of the worthy citizens of Maryland. 
Justice had been denied to that State by the pro- 
ceedings in this matter, and he demanded, as one 
of her Representatives, that it should be rendered 
to her. Mr. T. had protested, at-the early part. 


gives a circuit to the . 
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of the session, and subsequently, against acting 
upon this subject, because the facts were not fully 
in possession of the House, and he would appeal | 
to the chairman of the Judiciary Committee to 
say if he was acquainted with all the circum- 
‘stances involved, or had given the subject such an 
Anvestigation as had put him in possession of the 
principles of the bill. io 

Mr. BARRINGER said, were it earlier in the 
session, he would have no objection to gratifying 
the gentleman from Maryland by committing this 
bill; but he was convinced: it would be impracti- 

‘cable to obtain the action. of the House by this 
course. New Jersey, Delaware, and North Caro- 
Jina. had very litte business, and Virginia not a 
great deal, aud he was quite sure that the judges 
could perform the additional dutiesimposed under 
this bill. .He was quite sure that neither the 
Chief Justice nor Judge Baldwin would feel 
themselves unable to discharge the burdens under | 
this bill. 
thegentlemen from Maryland, that the advocates 
of the bill designed by it to destroy a distinguished 
citizen of Maryland,and Mr. B. disclaimed it for 
himself, and hoped such a suggestion would have 
no influence there or elsewhere. Fle supported the 
bill because he believed the measure it embraced 
was required by the wantsof the new States. He 
was convinced there was no necessity for sending | 
the bill to the Judiciary Committee, which would 
only postpone it till too late for action. 

Mr. B. asked for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. 

Mr. REYNOLDS said he would not at this 
late hour address the Louse, did it not seem to 
him that Maryland was about to be placed in a 
similar situation to that in which the western 
States had found themselves for many years. He 
was for acting on tke bill without referring it to 
the Jndiciary Committee, as he believed it could 
not then be acted on at the present session. He 
demanded, too, that the new States might be put 
‘on a footing of equality with the old ones in their 
judicial system, 

Mr. ROBERTSON said a few. words on the 
sharacter and qualifications of the present Chief 
Justice. ; 

Mr. THOMAS again. opposed the motion, and 
referred to a statement of the business in Balti- 
more, and also the opinions of the bar. 

Mir. MERCER said a few words in reply, 

The question was then taken by yeas and nays, 
as follows-—-yeas 119, nays 82. 


So the bill was committed to a Committee of the || 


Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to 
be printed. 


Mr. MANN moved that the House adjourn. 
Negatived—ayes 78, noes 84. 

ELECTION OF PRESIDENT AND VICE PRESI- 
DENT, 


The questiun on engrossing the joint resolutions | 


on the subject of the election of President and Vice 
President of the United States then came up. 

Mr, GILMER said he had no wish that «the 
resolution should. be discussed at that time, and 
he had risen only to ask that the question on the 
resolutions and the amendment should be taken 
separately, and thereon he asked for the yeasand 
nays; which were ordered, ` 

Mr. SPE{GEIT said, like the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Gitmer,] it was not his intention 
to discuss these resolutions. He wished to sug- 
gest a single amendment, which was to strike out 
the word “four,” and. insert siz as the extent of 
the presidential and vice presidential terms. He 
believed four years too short a period where the 
duration of the office was restricted to a single 
term. : 

Mr. PINCKNEY asked for the reading of the | 
resolutions; which were read. 

Mr. BARRINGER regretted that his colleague | 
[Mr. Sreicnr] had thought it necessary to offer 
the amendment he had. Mr. B. had no intention 
of provoking a discussion on these resolutions, 
but he rose to express his entire dissent from the 
amendment. He was convinced that four years 
was sufficiently long for a good President, whose 
place might be suppled by other good men con- 


secntively, and four years was abundantly ample, | 


and rather too ample, for a bad President 


f 
Í 

i 

| his amendment; which were ordered. 
| 


| amendment of the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. 


| sentiment of the gentleman from North Carolina, 


Mr. B. referred to what fell from one of |; 


Mr. SPEIGHT asked for the yeasand nayson 


Mr. PATTON said he could not vote for the 
amendment of the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina, [Mr. Speicur,] nor was he in favor of the 


Girmer.}] He believed it to be a cardinal point in 
our institutions, that no worthy citizen should be 
disfranchised. That they should at all times be 
eligible to office, and to being returned to that office 
at the pleasure of the people. He accorded with the 


[Mr. Barrincer, | that four years was too long for 
a bad man to serve us as President—but he would 
add to that sentiment, as amendatory to its ferce* 
| and truth, that eight years was none too long to 
secure the services of a good man to his country. 

The question on the amendment of Mr. 
Sreient was decided in the negative—yeas 41, 
nays 162. | 

‘The question then recurred on the first resolu- 
tion, and the subject was further debated till 
| quarter past five o’clock, by Messrs. POLK, 
PEYTON, GILMER, PEARCE, of Rhode 
Island, BURGES, and GHOLSON. 

{A full sketch of the debate will appear in to- 
morrow’s Globe. . 

Mr. POLK said he believed he had discovered 
avery important omission in the resolutions. They 
no where stated the number of votes to which 
each, State was entitled, although they laid down 
the mode and manner in which the elections should 
be held. Mr. P. said that his views in many 
points resembled those of the gentleman from 
Georgia, but in making important fundamental 
changes in our Constitution, it hecame the House 
to pause and to deliberate. Mr. P. was for a 
single term, against an election by that House, 
and would, in all cases, confine the election to the 
people; but he did not think that they should pass 
upon so weighty a subject in half an hour’s delib- 
eration, Heagainavowed himself in favor of the 
principles of the resolutions, and referred to his 
former course in support of them. 

` Mr. GILMER said he would prepare an amend- 
ment tv meet the defect pointed out by the gentle- 
man. 
| After some remarks from Mr. PEYTON and 
Mr. POLK— 

Mr. BURGES said he wished to see this sub- 
ject divided, for in its present shape it was incom- 
patible with his views. On the subject of the first 
| proposition, to render the Chief Magistrate eligible 
| for only one term, he should be in the affirmative; 
; but on the second proposition, he was, and should 
| ever remain, in the negative. It swept away all 
i the reserved rights ofthe lesser States, which, he 
contended, in the spirit of our institutions and 
our original compact, should forever remain in- 
violable. Mr. B. pursued his argument at some 
| length. 

Mr. GILMER then proposed to supply the 
omission by inserting the following: * according 
to the rule now fixed by the Constitution.” 

_ Mr. POLK proposed so to amend it as that each 
State should be entitled to the same number of, 
electors as members of Congress. 

Mr. GILMER withdrew his own amendment, 
i and accepted Mr. Poin’s. 

Mr. WISE remarked that even if it were an 
omission it did not repeal the existing law, which 
i was sufficiently explicit. 

Mr. POLK replied that it might hereafter give 
i rise to great disputes. ; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

| Mr. GHOLSON then moved an amendment to 
| allow the people an unrestricted choice of a suc- 
cessor in case of the death of the President. 

|_ Before the question was taken, on motion of 
| Mr. HUBBARD, 

The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, February 26, 1835. 
A message was received from the President 
of the United States, by the hands of Mr. Donex- 


son, his Private Secretary, transmitting the most || 
recent correspondence called for by a resolution 


lof the House, between Mr. Livingston and the 


Secretary of State, in relation to our affairs with 
France. 


A motion having been made to print the letter 
and accompanying documents, : 

Mr. PRESTON expressed a wish that they 
might be read, as it would be some days before 


| they would be printed, and some immediate ac- 
| tion on the part of Congress might be necessary. 


The documents were accordingly read and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Reiations, and 
ordered to be printed. 


The message and documents are as follows: 


| To the House of Representatives of the United States: 


I transmit to Congress a report of the Secretary 
of State, with copies of all the letters received 
from Mr. Livingston, since the message to the 
House of Representatives of the 6th instant; of the 
instructions given to that minister; and ‘of all the 
late correspondence with the French Government 
in Paris, or in Washington, except a note of M. 
Serrurier, which, for the reasons stated in the 
report, is not now communicated. i 

It will be seen that I have deemed it my duty 
to instruct Mr. Livingston to quit France, with 
his legation, and return to the United States, ifan 
appropriation for the fulfilment of tke convention 
shali be refused by the Chambers. 

The subject being now, in all its present as- 
pects, before Congress, whose right it 1s to decide 
what measures are to be pursued in that event, I 
deem it unnecessary to make further recommen- 
dation, being confident that on their part every 
thing will be done to maintain the rights and 
honor of the country, which the occasion requires. 


A. JACKSON. 
1835. 
DEPARTMENT or STATE, 
f Wasuineron, 25th -February, 1835. } 

The Secretary of State has the honor to submit 
to the President copies of all the letters received 
from Mr. Livingston, since the message to the 
House of Representatives of the 6th instant, of the 
instructions given to that Minister, and of all the 
late correspondence with the French Government 
in Paris, or in Washington, except the last note of 
M. Serrurier, which it has been considered neces- 
sary to submit to the Government of France before 
itis made public or answered, that it may be ascer- 
tained whether some exceptionable expressions 
are to be taken as the result of a settled purpose 
in. that Government, or as the mere ebullition of 
the Minister’s indiscretion. 

JOFIN FORSYTH. 

To the Present or rue Uniren Srares. 


Wasuineron, February 25, 


Mr. Livingston to Mr. Forsyth. 
LEGATION or THE UNITED STATES, 
Panis, Ilte January, 1835. i 
Hon. Jonn Forsyru: 

Sin: Believing that it would be important for 
me to receive the despatches you might think it 
necessary to send with the President’s message, I 
ventured on incurring the expense of a courier to 
bring it to me as soon as it should arrive at Havre. 
Mr. Bearsley, accordingly, on the arrival of the 
Sully, despatched a messenger with my letters 
received by that vessel, and a New York news- 
paper containing the message, but without any 
communication fromrthe department; so that your 
No. 43 is still the last which I have to acknowl- 
edge. The courier arrived at two o’clock on the 
morning of the 8th. Other copies were the same 
morning received by the Estafette; and the con- 
tents being soon known, caused the greatest sen- 
sation, which, as yet, is, I think, unfavorable,— 
the few members of the opposition who would 


j have voted for the execution of the treaty, now 


declaring that they cannot do it under the threat 
of reprisals, and the-great body of that party 
making use of the effect it has on natina! pride 
to gain proselytes from the ministerial side of the 
Chamber, in which, | have no doubt, they have 
in a great degree, for the time, succeeded. 

The Ministers are aware of this, and will not, I 
think, immediately urge the consideration of the 
law, as I have no doubt they were prepared to do 
when the message arrived. Should Congress pro- 
pose commercial restrictions, or determine to wait 
to the end of the session before they act, this will 
be considered as a vote against reprisals, and then 
the law will be proposed, and I think carried. But 


| Lought not to conceal from you that the excitement 
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is at present very great; that their pride is deeply 
wounded by what they call an attempt to coerce 
them by threats to the payment of a sum which 
they persist—in opposition to the plainest proof— 
in declaring not to be due. This feeling is fostered 
by the language of our opposition papers, particu- 
larly by the Intelligencer and New York Courier, 
extracts from which have been sent on by Amer- 
icans, declaring them to be the sentiments of a 
majority of the people. These,as you will see, are 
translated and republished here, with such com- 
ments as they might have been expected, and un- 
doubtedly were intended, to produce; and if hostil- 
ities should take place between the two countries, 
those persons may flatter themselves with having 
the credit of a great share in producing them. The 
only letter I have received from home is one from 
my family. This,to my great satisfaction, informs 
me that the President will be supported by all par- 
ties,and I am told that this is the language of some 
of the opposition papers; but as they are not sent 
to the legation, I cannot tell in what degree this 
support can be depended upon. Whether the en- 
ergetic language of the message will be made the 
pretext with some, or be the cause with others, 
among the Deputies for rejecting the law, cannot, 
of course be yet conjectured with any great degree 
of probability; but I think it will have a good 
effect. thas certainly raised us in the estimation 
of other Powers, if I may judge from the demeanor 
of their representatives here; and my own opinion 
is, that as soon as the first excitement subsides, it 
will operate favorably on the Councils of France. 
Already some of the journals begin to change 
their tone; and Iam much mistaken if the oppo- 
sition here, finding that we are in earnest, will 
incur the responsibility of a rupture between the 
two nations, which they see must take place if 
the treaty be rejected. The funds experienced a 
considerable fall as soon as the message was 
known, and insurance rose; in short, it has made 
them feel the commercial, as well as political, 
importance of our country. 

The Count de Rigny had requested me to com- 
municate the message to him as soon as it should 
be received. This I promised to do, and accord- 
ingly, on the morning of the 8th, to avoid any mis- 
take as to the mode of making the communica- 
tion, I carried the paper to him myself, telling 
him that I had received a gazette containing a paper, 
said to be the message of the President, which | 
delivered to him in compliance with my promise, 
but I requested him to observe that it was not an 
authentic paper, nor was it delivered in pursuance 
of instructions, nor in my official character. I 
thought it, for obvious reasons, necessary to be 
very explicit on this point, and he probably under- 
stood me, as he had not yet read the message. 
Little more passed at the interview, and | thought 
of it, but not immediately, to seek another. I 
shall probably, however, see him to-night, and 
shall then appoint some time for a further confer- 
ence, of which I will, by this same packet, give 
you the result. ý 

Mr. Middleton had just arrived from Madrid, 
with the-inscriptions for the Spanish indemnity, 
and a draft for the first payment of interest. His 
instructions are, he says, to leave them with me; 
but, as I have heard nothing from the department, 
I shall advise the depositing them with Rothschild 
to wait the directions of the President. 

The importance of obtaining the earliest intel- 
ligence, at this crisis of our affairs with France, 
has.induced me to direct that_my letters should 
be sent by the Estafette from Havre, and that, if 
any important advices should be received, at such 
an hour in the day as would give a courier an 
advance of some hours over the Estafette, that a 
special messenger should be despatched with it, 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, sir, 
your most obedient servant, 

: EDW. LIVINGSTON. 
Mr. Livingston to Mr. Forsyth. 
LEGATION or THE UNITED STATES, 

Panis, Jan. 14, 1835. 
Sm: The intended conference with the Minister 
of Foreign Affairs, of which I spoke to you in my 
last, No. 70,-took place yesterday morning. I 


Hon. Jonn Forsyru: 
began it by expressing my regret that acommuni- 


cation from the President to Congress had been so 
much misrepresented in that part which related to 
France, as to be construed into a measure of hos- 
tilities. It. was, I said, part of a. consultation 
-between different members of our Government, 
as to the pope course to be pursued, if the 
legislative body of France should persevere in 
refusing to provide the means of complying with 
a treaty formally made. That the President, as 
was his duty, stated the facts truly, and in’ mod- 
erate language, without any irritating comment. 
That in further pursuance of his official duty he 
declared the different modes of redress which 


,hostilities—expressing, as he ought to do, his 
reasons for preferring one of them. That in all 


tion; and I likened it to a proceeding, weil known 
in the French law, (a family council in which the 
concerns and interests are discussed,) but of which 
in our case the debates. were necessarily made 
public. Thata further elucidation of the nature of 
this document might be drawn from the circam- 
stance that no instructions had been given to com- 
municate it to the French Government, and that if 
a gazette containing it had beendelivered, it was 
at the request of his Excellency, and expressly 


one. I further stated that I made this communi- 
cation without instructions, merely to counteract 
| misapprehensious, and from an earnest desire to 
rectify errors which might have. serious conse- 
quences. I added that it was very unfortunate 
that an earlier call of the Chambers had not been 


the non-compliance with whith, was of a nature 
to cause serious disquietude with the Government 
-of the United Siates. I found immediately, that 


seriously affected the King, for Count de Rigny 
immediately took up the argument, endeavoring 
to show that the Government had acted in good 
faith, relying. principally on the danger of a second 
rejection, had the Chambers been called, at an early 
day, expressly for this object. I replied, repeat- 
ing that the declaration made by M. Serruier was 
a positive and formal one, and that it had pro- 
duced a forbearance on the part of the President 
| to lay the state of the case before Congress. In 
this conference, which was a long one, we both 
regretted that any misunderstanding should inter- 
rupt the good intelligence of two nations having 
i so many reasons to preserve it, and'so few of con- 
| flicting interests. He told me (what I knew be- 
fore) that the exposition was prepared, and that 
the law would have been presented the day after 
| that on which the message was received. He 
showed me the document, read part of it to me, 
and expressed regret that the language of the 
message prevented it being sent in. I said that I 
hoped the excitement would soon subside, and 
give place to better feelings, in which I thought he 
joined with much sincerity. It is, perhaps, neces- 
sary to add, that an allusion was made by me 


reinstatement of presentsMinisters, which I told 
him’ I had considered as a most favorable occur- 
rence, and that { had so expressed myself in my 
! communications to you; but that this circumstance 
| was unknown at Washington when the message 
was delivered; and I added, that the hopes of suc- 
cess held out in the communication to which I 
referred, and the assurances it gontained that the 
| Ministers would zealously urge the adoption of the 
law, might probably have imparted the same hopes 


the measure he had recommended. But that the 
formation of the Dupin Ministry, if known, must 
have had a very bad effect on the President’ 


s mind, 
as many of that Ministry were known to be hos- 
tile to the treaty. A 

When l took leave, the Minister requested me 
| to reflect on the propriety of presenting a note of 
our conversation; which, he said,should be formal 
or otherwise, as I should desire. { told him I 
would do so, and inform him on the next morn- 
ing by eleven o’clock. i i 

We parted, as } thought, on friendly terms, 
|l and in the evening, meeting him at the Austrian 
| Ambassador’s, I told him that, on reflection, I had 
determined to wait the arrival of the packet of the 
il 18ch before I gave the note, to which he made no 


the law of nations permitted, in order to avoid | 


|| this there was nothing addressed to the French na- | 


declared a private communication, not an official | 


made in consequence of Mr. Serrurier’s promise, | 


this was the part of the message that had most | 


to the change of Ministry in November, and the | 


to the President, and have induced some change in į 


objection.. After all this, you may judge of my- 
surprise, when last night, about ten.o’clock, E 
received the letter, a copy of which is enclosed, 
and which necessarily closes my mission.. ‘In-my 
reply, I shall take care to throw. the responsibility 
of breaking up the diplomatic intercourse between 
the countries where it ought to rest, and: will not 
fail to expose the misstatements which you will 
observe are contained in the Minister’s note: both 
as respects my Government and myself; but. the 
late hour at which I received the Count de Rig- 
ny’s note, and the almost immediate departure of 
the packet, may prevent my sending you a copy 
of my communication to him, which 1 shall use 
the utmost diligence in preparing. 

The law, itis said, will be presented to-day, and 
T have very little doubt it will pass. The minis- 
terial phalanx, reinforced by those of the Opposi- 
tion (and they are not a few) who will not take 
the responsibility of involving the country in the 
difficulties which they now see must. ensue, will 
be sufficient to carry the vote. The recall of Ser- 
rurier, and the notice to me, are measures which 
are resorted to to save the pride of the Government 
and the nation. i . 
`I have the honor to be, very respectfully, sir, 
your most obedient servant, 

EDW. LIVINGSTON. 


From Count De Rigny to Mr. Livingston. . 
{Translation.}] ° 


DEPARTMENT OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS, 
i Paris, January 13th, 1835. 

Sır: You have well comprehended the nature 
of the impressions produced upon the King’s 
Government by the message which his Excel- 
lency President Jackson addressed on the Ist of 
December to the Congress of the United States. 
Nothing certainly could have prepared us for it.’ 
Even though the complaints expressed in it had 
been as just as they are in reality unjust, we 
should still have had aright to be astonished on 
receiving the first communication of them in such 
a form. 

In the explanations which I am now about to 
make, I cannot enter upon the consideration of. 
any facts, other than those occurring subsequently 
to the vote by which the last Chamber of Depu- 


1 


‘ties refused the appropriation necessary for the 


payment stipulated in the treaty of July 4th. 
owever this vote may have been regarded by 
the Government of the United States, it is evident 
that by accepting (accueillant) the promise of the 
King’s Government to bring on a second deliber- 
ation before the new Legislature, it had in fact 
postponed all discussion, and all recrimination on 
the subject of this first refusal, until another de- 
cision should have either repealed or confirmed it. 
This postponement, therefore, sets aside, for the 
time, all difficulties arising, either justly orinjustly, 
from the rejection of the treaty, or from the delay 
by which it had been preceded; and although the 
message begins by enumerating them, I think 
proper, in order to confine myself to the matterin 
question, only to reply to the imputations made on 
account of subsequent occurrences. 

The reproaches which President Jackson con- 
siders himself authorized to address to France, 
may be summed upina few words. The King’s 
Government promised to present the treaty of 
July 4th again to the Chambers, as soon as they 
could be assembled. They were assembled on the 
31st of July, and the treaty has not yet been pre- 
sented to them. Such is exactly the whole sub- 
stance of the President’s argumentation, and noth- 
ing can be easier than to refute it. i 

{ may first observe, that the assembling of the 
Chambers on the 31st July, in obedience to a legal 
prescription, that they should be called together 
within a stated period after a dissolution of the 
Chamber of Deputies, was nothing more than a 

iece of formality; and if President Jackson had 
attended to the internal mechanism of our admin- 
istrative system, he would have been convinced 
that the session of 1835 could not have really 
commenced at that season of 1834. Every one 
knew beforehand that, after a fortnight spent in 
the forms of installation, it would be adjourned. 

The President of the United States considers 
that the bill relative tothe American claims should 
have been presented to the Chamber within: that 
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fortnight, I cannot understand the propriety of 
‘this reproach, ‘The bill was explicitly announced 
in the speech from the throne, on the very day in 
which the Chambers met. This was all that was 
required to make known the opinion and design 
of the Government, and to prevent that species of 
moral proscription to which absolute silence would 
have given authority. With regard to the mere 
act of presentation, so long before discussion 
could possibly take place, this proceeding would 
have been so unusual and extraordinary, that it 
might have increased the unfuvorable preposses- 
sions of the public, alread y too numerous, without 
producing any real advantage in return. Above 
all, the result which the President had in view, of 
being able to announce the new voteof the Cham- |! 
ber of Deputies in his message would not have 
been. attained. 5 

President Jackson expresses his regret that 
your solicitations (instances) had not determined 
the King’s Government to call the Chambers to- 
gether atanearlierday. How soonsoever they may 
have been called, the simplest calculation will serve 
to show that the discussions in our Chambers could 
not have been known in the United’States at the! 
opening of Congress, and the President’s regret is 
therefore unfounded. Moreover, the same obsta- 
cles and the same administrative reasons which 
rendered a real session impossible during the 
months of July and August, were almost equally 
opposed to its taking place before the last weeks’ 
of the year. The head of a Government, like | 
that of the United States, should be able to com- 
prehend more clearly than any one else, those | 
moral impossibilities which arise from the fixed 
character of the principles of a constitutional 
régime, and to see that in such a system the Ad- 
ministration is subject to constant and regular 
forms, from which no special interest, however 
important, can authorize a deviation. 


It is, then, evident, that, far from meriting the | 


reproach of failing to comply with ite engage- 
ments, far from having deferred; either voluntarily 
or from negligence, the accomplishment of its 
promises, the King’s Government, ever occupied 
in the design of fulfilling them, was only arrested 


-for a moment by insurmountable obstacles. This 
appears. from the explanations now given; and, I 
must add, that the greater part of them have 
niready been presented by M. Serrurier to the 
Government of ‘che United States, which, by its 
silence, seemed to acknowledge their full value. 

It is worthy of remark, that, on the first of 
December, the day on which President Jackson 
signed the message to Congress, and remarked 
with severity that nearly a month was to elapse 
vefore the assembling of the Chambers,they were 
in reality assembled, in virtue of a royal ordinance, 
calling them together at a period earlier than that 
first proposed, Their assemblage was not indeed 
immediately followed by the presentment of the 
bill relative to the American claims; but you, sir, 
know better than any other person the causes of 
this new delay. You yourself requested us not 
to endanger the success of this important affair, 
by mingling its discussion with debates of a dif- 
ferent. nature, as their mere coincidence might have 
the effect. of bringing other influences into play 
than those by which it should naturally be gav- 
erned, By this request, you clearly showed that 
you had, with your judicious spirit, correctly 
appreciated the situation of things, and the means 
of advancing the cause which you were called to 
defend. And permit me to add, that the course 
which you have thought proper to adopt on this 
point is the best justification of that which we 
ourselves have for some months been pursuing, 
in obedience to the necessities inherent in our 
political organization, and in order to ensure, as 
far as lies in our power, the success of the rew i 
attempt which we were preparing to make in the 
Chamber. a 

However this may be, the King’s Government, 
freed from ‘the internal difficulties, the force of 

"which you have yourself so formally admitted, 
was preparing to present the bill for giving sanc- 
tion to the treaty of July 4:h, when the strange 
message of December first came, and obliged it 
again.to deliberate on the course which it should 
pursue. 

: The King’s Government, though deeply wound- 
al. by imputations to which I will not give a name, 


j 
i 


f eration. 


D 


i 
8 


| been informed that itis to be introduced by an 


having demonstrated their purely gratuitous char- 
acter, still does not wish to retreat absolutely 
from a determination, already taken, in a spirit of 


good faith and justice. How great soever may be 


the difficulties, cauged by the provocation which 
President Jackson has given, and by the irritation 
which it has produced in the public mind, it will 
ask the Chambers for an appropriation of twenty- 
five millions, in order to meet the engagements of 
July 4th. But, at the same time, his Majesty has 
considered it due to his own dignity no longer to 
leave his Minister exposed to hear language so 
offensive to France. M. Serrurier will receive 
orders to return to France. 

Such, sir, are the determinations of which I am 


charged immediately to inform you, in order that | 


you may make them known to the Government of 


- the United States; and that you may yourself take 


those measures which may seém to you to be the 


natural consequences of this communication. The | 


passports which you may desire, are, therefore, at 
your disposition. 

Accept, sir, the assurance of my high consid- 
DE RIGNY. 
To the Hon. Epw. Livtwesrton. 


Mr. Livingston lo Mr. Forsyth. 


LEGATION or roe UNITED STATES, 
Paris, January 15, 1835. 


j 


Sır: Having determined to send Mr. Brown, | 
one of the gentlemen attached to the legation, to | 


Havre, with my despatches, I have just time to | 


add to them the copy of the note which I have 


sent to the Cvunt de Rigny. Thecourse indicated | 


by it was adopted after the best reflections I could 
give to the subject; and I hope will meet the appro- 


bation of the President. My first impressions 


were, that I ought to follow my inclinations, de- | 


mand my passports, and leave the Kingdom. 
This would at once have freed me from a situation 
extremely painful and embarrassing; but a closer 
attention convinced me that, by so doing, I should 
give to the French Government the advantages 
they expect to derive from the equivocal terms of 
their note; which, as occasions might serve, they 
might represent as a suggestion only, leaving upon 
me the responsibility of breaking up the diplomatic 
intercourse between the two countries if } de- 
manded my passports; or if I did not, and they 


order to depart, which I had not complied with. 
Baron Rothschild also called on me yesterday, 
saying that he had conversed with the Count de 
Rigny, who assured him that the note was not 
intended as a notice to depart, and that he would 
be glad to see meon the subject. I answered that 
{could have no verbal explanations on the sub- 


ject, to which he replied shat he had suggested the 
‘ writing a note on the subject, but that the minister 


had declined any written communication. Roths- 
child added that he had made an appointment with 
the Count de Rigny for six o’clock, and would see 


j me again at night; gnd he called to say that there 


had been a misunderstagding as to the time of 
appointment, and that he had not seen M. de 
Rigny, but would see him this morning; but, in 
the meantime, I determined on sending my note, 
not only for the reasons contained in it, which ap- 
pear to me conclusive, but because | found that 


; the course was the correct one in diplomacy, and 


that to ask for a passport merely because the 
Government nesr which the Minister was accred- 
ited had suggested it would be considered as com- 
mitting the dignity of his own: that the universal 
practice in such cases was to wait the order to 
depart, and not by a voluntary demand of pass- 


| ports, exonerate the foreign Government from | 
ithe odium and responsibility of so violent a 


measure. ` 
My note will force them to take their ground. 


If the answer is that they intended only a sugges- 
i tion, which I may follow or not as I choose, f will 
remain, but keep'aloof until { receive your direc- į 
tions. Jf, on the otherhand, I am told to depart, į 
I will retire to Holland or England, and there wait | 


the President’s orders. In either case, the arrange- 
ment will be extremely expensive, and my situa- 
tion very disagreeable. The law was not pre- 
ented. yesterday, but will be to-day, and I have 


exposé, throwing all the blame of the present atate 


| found the course convenient, they might call it an | 


| of things on M. Serrurier and me, for not truly 
representing the opinions of our respective Gov- 
ernments. They may treattheirown Minister ag 
they please, but they shall not, without exposure, 
; presume to judge of my conduct, and make me 
the scape-goat for their sins. The truth is, they 
are sadly embarrassed. If the law should be re- 
jected, I should not be surprised if they anticipated 
; our reprisals by the seizure of our vessels in.port, 
or theattack of our ghipsin the Mediterranean wiih ` 
a superior force. l ehall, without delay, inform 
Commodore Patterson of the state of things, that 
he may be on his guard, having already sent him 
a copy of the message. 

l have the honor to be, sir, your most obedient 


servant, . 
EDW. LIVINGSTON. 
Leeation or rue Unirep Srares or 


America, Paris, January 14, 1835. ? 


The undersigned, Envoy Extraordinary and 
Minister Plenipotentiary of the United States of 
| America, received late last night the note of his 
Excellency the Count de Rigny, Minister Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs, dated the 13th 
Instant, 

The undersigned sees with great surprise, ag 
well as regret, that a communication made by one 
branch of the Government of the United States to 
another, not addressed to that of His Majesty the 
King of the French, nor even communicated to 
it, is alleged as the motive fora measure, which 
not only increases actual subjects of irritation, but 
which necessarily cuts off all the usual means of 
restoring harmony to two nations who have the 
same interest, commercial and political, to unite 
them, and none but factitious subjects for col- 
liston. - 

The grave matter in the body of His Excel- 
lency’s note demands, and will receive a full 
answer; it is to the concluding part that his atten- 
tion is now requested. The undersigned, after 
being informed that it is the intention of His 
Majesty’s Government to recall M. Serrurier, is 
told “t that this information is given to the under- 
signed in order that he may communicate it to his 
Government, and in order that he may himself 
take those measures which may appear to him the 
natural result of that communication; and that, in 
‘consequence thereof, the passports which he might 
require are at his disposition.” This phrase may 
be considered as an intimation of the course which, 
in the opinion of His Majesty’s Government, the 
undersigned ought to pursue, as the natural result 
of Mr. Serrurier’s recall; or it may be construed, 
as it seems to have been by the public, into a 
direction by His Majesty’s Government to the 
Minister of the United States to cease his functions 
and leave the country. 

It is necessary, in a matter involving such grave 
consequences, that there should be no misunder- 
standing; the two categories demanding a line of 
conduct entirely different the one from the other. 

In the first, he can take no directions, or follow 
no suggestions but those given by his own Gov- 
ernment, which he has been sent here to repre- 
sent. The recall of the Minister of France, on 
the grounds alleged, could not have been antici- 


Mr. Livingston to the Count de Rigny. 


the passage in question, the duty of the under- 
signed cannot be mistaken. He will transmit the 
note of his Excellency the Count de Rigny to his 
Government, and wait its instructions. Widely 
different will be his conduct if he is informed that 
the conclusion of the Count de Rigny’s note is 
intended as a direction that he should quit the 
French territory. This he will, without delay, 
comply with, on being so informed, and on re- 
ceiving the passports necessary for his protection 
until he shall leave the kingdom. 

Leaving the responsibility of this measure where 
it ought to rest, the undersigned has the honor to 
renew to his Excellency the Count de Rigny the 


assurance, &c., &. . 
(Signed) _ EDW. LIVINGSTON. 


1835. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


No. 73. 
Mr. Livingston to Mr. Forsyth. 


LEGATION or tHE Uniren STATES, } ` 
Paris, January 16, 1835. 


Sır: The wind being unfavorable, I hope that 
this letter may arrive in time for the packet. 

‘By the enclosed semi-official paper, you will see 
that a law has been presented for effecting the 
payment of 95,000,000 francs capital to the Uni- 
ted States, for which the budgets of the six years 
next succeeding this are affected, and with a con- 
dition annexed that our Government. shall have 
done nothing to affect the interests of France. ft 
would seem from this that they mean to pay noth- 
ing but the capital, and that only in six years 
from this time; but, as the law refers tothe treaty, 
for the execution of which it provides, I presume 
the intention of the Ministry cannot be to make 
any change in it, and that the phraseology is in 
conformity with their usual forms. „ Atany rate, I 
shall, notwithstanding the situation in which I am 
placed, in relation to this Government, endeavor 
to obtain some explanation on this point. 

The packet of the 16th has arrived; but, to my 
preat regret, brought meno despatches, and having 
received none subsequent to your No. 43, and that 
not giving me any indication of the conduct that 
would be expected from me in the event of such 
measures as might have been expected on the ar- 
rival'cf the President’s message, I have been left 
altogether to the guidance of. my own sense ot 
duty, under circumstances of much difficulty. l 
have endeavored to shape my course through them 
in such a way às to maintain the dignity of my 
Government, and preserve peace, and, if possible, 
restore the good understanding that existed be- 
tween the two countries. From the view of the 
motives of the President’s message, contained in 
the answer of the Globe to the article in the Intelli- 
gencer, | am happy in believing that the represent- 
ations { have made to the Count de Rigny, as 
detailed in my No 71, are those entertained by 
the Government, and that [ have not, in this at 
least, gone further than it would have directed me 
to do, had I been favored with your intructions. 

I have no answer yet to my note to the Count 
de Rigny, a copy of which was sent by my last 
despatch, nor can I form any new conjecture as to 


` the event. 

The enclosed paper contain 
been. received by the King. This is unfounded, 
and shall be contradicted. I shall not, in the 
pregent state of things, make my appearance at 
Court, and only in cases where it is indispensable, 
have any communication with the Ministers. 


sa notice that 1 had 


I have the bonor to be, with great respect, your | 


obedient servant, s 
EDW. LIVINGSTOD 


Hon, J. Forsyra, &e., &e. 


Mr. Forsyth to Mr. Livingston. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Wasmwneron, February 13, 1835, 


Sin: To relieve the anxiety expressed in your | 
i| announced the arrival of a French sloop-of-war 


late communication to the Department of State, a 
to the course to be pursued in the event of the re- 
jection by the Chamber of Deputies of the law to 
appropriate funds to carry into effect the treaty of 
4th July, 1831, 1 am directed by the President to 
inform you that if Congress shall adjourn without, 
prescribing some definite course of action, as soon 
as it ig Known here that the law of appropriation 
has been again rejected by the French Chamber, 
a frigate will be immediately despatched to Havre 
to bring you back to the United States with such 
instructions as the. state of the question may then 
render necessary and proper 


Lam, sir, &e., JOHN FORSYTH. 
DEPARTMENT or STATE, 


Epwaro Livineston, Esq. 
Wasurwaron, February 24, 1835. } 
Sır! Your despatches to No. 73, have been re- 
ceived at the Dapartment——No. 73 by yesterday’s 
mail. Nos. 70, 71, 72, were delayed until this 
morning, by the mismanagement of the young 


D 


man to whose care they were committed by the 
Captain of the packet Sully, in New York. `- 
in the very unexpected and unpleasant position 


‘to renew to Mr. Serrurier the assurances of his į 


i . . 5 
ernment, which make it necessary for me to de- | 


in which you hage been placed, I am directed by 
the President, to say to you, that he approves of 
your conduct, as well becoming the representative 
of a Government ever slow to manifestresentment, 
and eager only to fulfil the obligations of justice 
and good faith, but at the same time to inform you 
that he should have felt no surprise, and certainly 
would have expressed no displeasure, had you 
yielded to the impulse of national pride, and at 
once have quitted France, with the whole Lega- 
tion, on the receipt of the Count de Rigny’s note 
of the 13th January. .M. Serrurier. having re- 
ceived his orders, has terminated his ministerial 
career by the transmission of a note, a copy of | 
which, and ofall the correspondence had with him, 
is herewith enclosed. M. Pageot has been pre- 
sented to me, as charged with the affairs of France 
on the recall of the Minister. 

The note of the Count de Rigny having no 
doubt, according to your intention, received from 
you an appropriate reply, it is only necessary for 
me now to say that the Count is entirely mistaken 
in supposing that any explanations have been 
given here by M. Serrurier, of the causes that 
have led to the disregard, or postponement of the 
éngagements entered into by France, after the 
rejection of the appropriation by the last Cham- 
ber of Deputies, and of which he was the organ. 
No written communication whatever has been | 
made on the subject, and none verbally made of 
sufficient importance to be recorded—a silence 
with regard to which could have been justly the 
foundation of any inference that the President was 
satisfied that the course of the French Adminis- 
tration was either reconcileable to the assurances 
given him or necessary to secure a majority of the 
Chamber of Deputies. : 

The last note of M. Serrurier will be the sub- 
ject of separate instructions, which will be im- 
mediately prepared and forwarded to you. 

In the present posture of our relations with 
France, the President directs that, if the appropri- | 
ation to execute the treaty shall be, or shall have | 
been, rejected by the French Legislature, you 
forthwith quit the territory of France, with all 
the legation, and return to the United States by 
the ship of war which shall be in readiness at 
Havre to bring you back to your own country. 
If the appropriation be made, you may retire to 
England or Holland, leaving Mr. Barton in charge 
of affairs; notify the department of the place se- 
lected as your temporary residence, and await 
further instructions, 

fam, sir, your obedient servant, 

JOHN FORSYTH. + 
Epwarp Livinesron, Esq., 
Envoy Extraordinary and Minister 


Plenipotentiary. 
DEPARTMENT oF STATE, i 
Wasuineron, February 23, 1835. 
Official information having been received by the 
President of the recall of Mr. Serrurier by his 
Government, and the papers of the morning having 


i 


Mr. Forsyth to Mr. Serrurier. 


at New York, for the supposed object of carrying 
him from the United States, the undersigned Sec- 
retary of State of the United States tenders to Mr. | 
Serrurier all possible facilities in the power of this 
Government to afford, to enable him to comply 
speedily with the orders he may have received or 
may receive. ' 
The undersigned avails himself of the occasion | 


very great consideration, | 
8 | 


JOHN FORSYTH. 


r. Serrurier to Mr. Forsyth— Translation. 
Wasuinetron, February 23, 1835. 
Sin: I have just received orders from my Gov- 


mand of you an immediate audience. l therefore 
request you to name the hour at which itwill suit 
you to receive me at the Department of State. 
I have the honor to be, with great considera- 
tion, sir, your obedient humble servant, 
o SERRURIER. 


To the Hen. Jonn Forsyra, 
Secretary of State of the United States. 


DEPARTMENT or Stare, 
Wasuineron, February 23, 1835: 4 
The undersigned, Secretary of State of the 
United States, informs Mr. Serturier, in reply to 
his note of this instant, demanding the indication 
of an-hour for an immediate audience, that he is 


| ready to receive, in writing, any communication i 


the Government of France desires to haye made 
to the Government of the United States.: ` ` 

The undersigned has the. honor to offer Mr. 
Serrurier the assurances of his very gréat consid- 
eration, JOHN FORSYTH. ` 


Mr. Serrurier to Mr. Forsyth— Translation. ; 


Wasuineron, February 23, 1835. 

Sm: My object in asking you this morning to 
name the hour at which it would sui: you to receive 
me was in order that | might, in consequence of my 
recall as Minister of His Majesty near the United 
States, present and accredit Mr. Pageot, the first . 
Secretary ofthis Legation, as Chargë d’Affaires 
of the King; this presentation, which, accordin 
to usage, Í calculated on making in person, 
have the honor, in compliance with the desire ex- 
pressed to me by you, to make in the form which 
you appear to prefer. 

I thank you, sir, for the facilities which you 
have been kind enough to afford mein ‘the note 
preceding that now answered, also. of this morn- 
ing’s date, and which crossed the letter in which. 
I demanded an interview. i 

I haye the honor to renew to you, sir, the assu- 
rance of my high consideration. f 

SERRURIER. 


To the Hon. Joun Fonsyru, Secretary of State. 
CREDENTIALS OF MR. RUGGLES, 


Mr. SHEPLEY presented the credentials of 
the Hon. Jonn Rueeies, a Senator elected from 
the State of Maine, for six years from the 4th of 
March next. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, reported the bills from the House for the 
relief of Richard Hargrave Lee, and Thomas 
“Dixon & Co., of New York, without amendment. 

Mr. WEBSTER, from the same committee, 
reported the bills from the House for the relief of 
S. Morris Waln, and H. Percival, and for the re- 
lief of Ebenezer Breed, without amendment. 

Mr. WEBSTER stated that these persons were 
owners of goods on which duties had been secured, 
and which had been burnt while in the custody 
of the Government, in the custom house stores. 
The majority of the committee were of opinion 
that under’such circumstances, where goods were 
destroyed by fire, the duties ought to be remitted 
—he believed it was the practice of other Govern- 
ments to do so. 

Mr. WEBSTER also reported unfavorably 
upon the bill from the House for the relief of 
John J. Putnam and Nathan Pratt, and the com- 
mittee were discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the subject. 

Mr. HENDRICKS, from the Committee on 
Roads and Canals, ‘reported the bill from the 
House for opening certain roads in the Territory 
of Arkansas, without amendment. Also, the bill 


| from the House for the improvement of the harbor 


of Clinton river, in Michigan Territory. 

Mr. HENDRICKS, from the same committee, 
reported the Senate bill to authorize the construc- 
tion of a railroad upon the public lands from 
Tallahassee to St. Marks, in Florida, with the 
amendments made by the House; which, on his 
motion, were concurred in. 

Mr. LOMLINSON, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to which had been referred the bill from 
the House granting pensions to Enoch Blaisdel, 
reported that it ought not to pass, Sa 

Mr. TOMLINSON, from the same committee, 
reported the biils granting pensions to John F. 
Wiley and George Fields, without amendment. 

Mr. TOMLINSON, from the same committee, 
reported, without amendment, the joint resolu- 
tion from the House, authorizing the delivery of 
| certain papers to the Secretary of War, tobe used 
in deciding upon pension cases, and gave notice 
that when it came up for consideration, he would 
| move for its indefinite postponement. 


i 


205 


296 


February 26. 


Mr. TOMLINSON, fromthe same committee, 
to which had been recommitted the bill to continue 
the office of Commissioner of Pensions, with the 
amendment of the House thereto, reported the 
same with a further amendment; which was agreed 
to, and the amendment was then concurred in. 

Mr. PRESTON, from the same committee, 
reported the bills: from the House granting pen- 
sions. . 
:*.Mr. BENTON, from the Military Committee, 
reported the bill from the House to render per- 
manent the supplies of the army, and fix. the 
salaries of certain clerks in the Commissary Gen- 
eral’s office. 


Mr. McKEAN, from the Committee on Pen- || 


sions, to which had been referred the bills from 
the House granting pensions to Walter Phillips 
and Thomas Simpson, reported that they ought 
not to pass : 
PAINTINGS FOR THE PRESIDENT’S HOUSE. 
On mation of Mr. PRESTON, the Senate took 
‘Up the motion to reconsider the vote by which 
wag rejected the joint resolution for the purchase 
of certain paintings for the President’s house. 
On the question, Will the Senate agree to recon- 
sider the vote? it was disagreed to. 


PRINTING SENATE JOURNALS, ETC. 


Mr. BIBB submitted the following resolution : 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Judici- 
ary be instructed to inquire as to the expediency 
of printing, under the direction of the Secretary 
of the Senate, a suitable and usual number of 
copies of the Journals of the Senate, up to the 4th 
of March, 1815; also, of the Executive Journal 
complete in a separate volume, and also the cost 
of such printing. . > 
SHIP CANAL ACROSS THE ISTHMUS. 
-~ Mr. CLAYTON submitted the following res- 
olution: ; 
Resolved, That the President of the United 


States be respectfully requested to consider the || 


expediency of opening negotiations with the Gov- 
ernments of other nations, and particularly with 
the Government. of Central America, and New 
Granada, for the purpose of effectually protecting, 
by suitable treaty. stipulations with them, such 
individuals or companies as may undertake to 
open a communication between the Atlantic and 
Pacific oceans, by the construction of a ship canal 
across the Isthmus which connects North and 
South America, and of securing forever, by such 
stipulations, the free and equal right of navigating 
such canal, to all.such nations, on the payment of 
such reasonable tolls as may be established to 
compensate the capitalists who may engage in 
such undertaking, and complete the work. 


LAND CLAIMS IN LOUISIANA. 
Mr. BLACK, from the Committee on Private 


Land Claims, reported the bill to provide for the 
final adjudication of claims to land in Louisiana. 


EXECUTIVE BUSINESS, 


On motion of Mr. TIPTON, the Senate then || 


proceeded to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness; and when the doors were opened, - 
RAILROAD THROUGH THE PUBLIC LANDS. 

The Senate took up, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill authorizing the Leavenworth and 
Bloomington Railroad Companies to construct 
railroads through the public lands of the United 
States, which, after some slight amendments, was 
reported to the Senate, and ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time. 


THE PUBLIC DEPOSITES. 


The Senate then resumed the consideration of 
the bill regulating the deposites in the State 
banks. 

The proviso offered yesterday by Mr. Carnoun, 
requiring the payment of two per cent. by banks 
for. the use of public deposites on sums under 
one hundred thousand dollars, to be regulated by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, being under con- 
sideration, 

Mr. WEBSTER moved to strike out. “one 
hundred thousand dollars’? and insert © fifty 
thousand dollars;’? which amendment was agreed 


to. 
Mr. WEBSTER moved an additional section, 
directing that each bank of deposite should ren. 


` || would soon, by comparing the past and present, 
| be able to calculate the usual amount in deposite, || 


|| Mr. W; said there waa a stipulation in the late 


|; there would be banks enough, willing to receive 


der the same services to the Government as was 
| rendered by the Bank of the United States, in 
| that place. 


they could go, but not tothe extent of obligation 
to which the Bank of the United States were sub- 
ject by the charter. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, said they were asking 
more of the deposite banks than of the Bank of the 
United States. They were compelling these banks ` 
to pay two per cent., while the Bank of the United 
| States paid nothing. The notes of that bank were 
; made a legal tender, while the notes of the State 
banks were not. 

Mr. K. thought such restrictions would tend to. 
| keep the public moneys out of the good banks and 
| place them in those less. secure. He said the 
| Bank of England received pay for all the public 
Services it performed. He believed the bill would 
produce the same evils which they were endeav- 
oring to prevent, that of endangering the public 
treasures. 

Mr. WEBSTER said- the public money was 
the same as a permanent deposite; for the banks } 


| and could calculate upon it as a permanent sum 


i which they ought to pay interest for. 


| bill for rechartering the United States Bank, by 
which it was to pay two hundred thousand dollars 
i a year into the treasury as a bonus, which would 
be two per cent. upon ten millions of dollars. He 
wished to regulate by law what now was regulated | 
by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, said he was in favor 
of the additional section. But he wished to turn 
the attention of the Senate to the other impositions 
which were Jaid on the banks; their tendency 
would bė to prevent the deposites being received 
at any safe and respectable institutions. 

Mr. CALHOUN said the advantages of being 
a deposite bank were very great. He thought 


them. with the imposition of the bill. 

Mr. CUTHBERT said the Bank of the United 
States, by means of its branches, was enabled to 
perform transfers and make exchanges, which 
were in fact advantageous to itself. But from the 
isolated nature of the State banks, they were in 
some measure deprived of these advantages, 

Mr. WEBSTER said, these same arguments 

| of the honorable Senator had been urged in favor 
of the Bank of the United States at a former 
| time. 
Mr. TIPTON said he was well satisfied that 
| the banks of Indiana would not pay one cent— 
| but that the Government would be obliged to carry 
its moneys outofthe State, Fle should vote against 
i the bill. 

Mr. PORTER thought the Senator’s [Mr. 
Tipron’s] remarks a wretched commentary on 
what had been said last year, ‘that the State 
banks could perform the services of the Govern- 
ment better and cheaper than the Bank of the 
; United States.” 

The question being on agreeing to the proposed 
amendment, 

Mr. EWING asked the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered, and the question decided as fol- 
lows : 4 

YEAS—Maessrs. Benton, Bibb, Black, Brown, 
Buchanan, Calhoun, Clay, Clayton, Ewing, Fre- | 
linghuysen, Goldsborough, Grundy, Hendricks, 4 
| Hill, Kane, Kent, King of Alabama, Knight, 
| Leigh, Linn, McKean, Naudain, Porter, Prentiss, 
| Preston, Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, 
Silsbee, Southard, Swift, Tipton, Tomlinson, 
Waggaman. Webster, White—37 

NAYS—None. 

So the amendment was adopted. 


a za 


| the bill, by inserting a clause requiring the banks 
to make monthly returns of its condition, and 
that these returns should be published quarterly. | 
Mr. KING, of Alabama, thought no bank 
| would become a depository if its private concerns 
were to be published to the world every few | 
| months. In reply to Mr. Porrer, Mr. K. said 
he would deny that the Secretary of the Treasury 


ever had said the public business could be done 


iJ 
Mr. CLAYTON said it was going as far as | 


| Mr. WEBSTER then moved further to amend |! 


better and cheaper by the State than by the United || 


Mr. CLAYTON thought the returns of the 
banks ought to be published. It had been re- 
quired of the United States Bank, and wag also 
required of the Bank of England. Mr. C. was 
desirous of getting as much from the State banks 
as the Bank of the United States paid us in a 
bonus. =- 

Mr. DENTON said he was in favor of the pub- 
lication. He wished to do away all secrecy from 
; banking institutions. The public ought to know 
how such things were managed. He believed it 
would be of public use. He would say the com- 
munity seemed to be recovering their rights against 
| banks. He believed the Bank of the United 
| States was the greatest opprobrium that had been 
j cast upon the nineteenth century. There were 
| Six hundred machines in the Union throwing out 
paper money—worthless paper. In these insti- 
tutions were two hundred millions of capital on 
| Which an annual tax was paid of eight per cent. 
That tax was taken from the people some way or 
other, either by hook or by crook, for the banks 
of themselves produced no value. 

Mr. B. wished the people to have money on 
which they paid no interest. He was in favor of 
having our real money sifted out from such a mass 
of paper trash, even if but a speck of gold re- 
mained from a bushel of chaff. He was entirely 
Opposed to thé paper system. This opportunity 
i Strack him as a favorable opportunity for retribu- 
tive justice; for making the banks pay for estab- 
lishing a hard money currency. They should 
obtain something to defray the expense of the 
mints. That while six hundred banks were 
stamping paper money, there might be several 
mints stamping hard money. ` i 

Mr. CLAYTON, by the unanimous consent of 
the Senate, made a motion to reversé the order 
for a recess; which was agreed to, i 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, called for a division 
of the question; when that part which- directs 
monthly returns to be made was agreed to. . 

On that part requiring the quarterly returns to 
be published, Mr. CLAYTON asked the yeas 
and nays; which were ordered, and were as fol- 
ows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Calhoun, Clay, 
Clayton, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Goldsborough, 
Hill, Kent, Knight, Leigh, McKean, Naudain, 
Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Robinson, 
Southard, Swift, Tomlinson, Waggaman, Web- 

i ster, White—25. : 

NAYS—Messrs. Black, Brown, Buchanan, 
Cuthbert, Kane, King of Alabama, Linn, Morris, 
Ruggles, Shepley, Tallmadge, Tipton—12. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

. Mr. WEBSTER said he had one or two other 
amendments to offer which he would premise by 
a few remarks. Inthe discussion of this measure, 
it seems a necessary consequence that we should 
be drawn into comparisons between the ability 
and efficiency of these local banks to perform the 
fiscal operations of the-Government, and the 
Bank of the United States. He wished to say 
now, that he did not go into such comparisons 
for the purpose of reviving the question of a pro- 
longation of the Bank of the United States. He 
considered the recharter of the present bank’ or 
the charter of any other under the authority of 
this Government as settled, at least for some time | 
to come. And he imagined there was to be no 
attempt made to revive it. He had determined 
not only that he would not make any movement 
towards effecting its recharter, but he would never 
move for the establishmeat of another bank under 
the authority of this Government till this country 
should be convinced by experience of the utility 
and the necessity of such bank. We live in a 
Government in which the settled opinions of the 
people must prescribe a distinct course of conduct 
to public men. When that time shall arrive that 
the people of this country shall be convinced that 
some national institution of this sort shall be ne- 
cessary and useful to the country, he should be 
as ready as other gentlemen to act upon the sub- 
ject and bring it before the public. Until then, 
he should be entirely passive with respect to it. 
And the remarks which he had made upon this 
bill had not the slightest allusion to the revival of 
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the Bank of the United States. 
from Pennsylvania yesterday, and the gentleman 
from, Alabama to-day, spoke of the services of 
these deposite banks as if it proved that the system, 


as a system, would be pracucable and useful. ji 


He would not enter into an argument on that sub- 
Feet, but he desired to state it as his conviction 
that this experiment of receiving and disbursing 
the revenues and carrying on the exchanges of the 
country, was an experiment, which, so far from 
being practicable, has not yet even been put to 
the trial, nor could it be tried for some time to 
come. A state of things will be in existence for 
two years to come, which will preclude such a 
trial, That state of things is, the Bank of the 
United States has in circulation some twenty mil- 
lions, which is now used asthe medium of remit- 
tance from place to place, which these deposite 
banks all use, and which is valuable to every man, 
everywhere, and to*every bank wishing to make 
remittances. And that very facility which the 
Government now enjoys in transacting its busi- 
ness, is through the medium of the bills of the 
Bank of the United States. Does any member of 
Congress choose to carry with him the billa of this 
District beyond the Alleghany mountains? All 
make their transmissions by bills of the United 
States Bank. The trial, therefore, has notcome, 


the United States is withdrawn from circulation. 
Then will come the eXperiment. Some gentlemen 
think that then will come the golden age—an 
event which he thought was all ideal and fanciful. 
Ifa bank here is called on to make remittances to 
Pittsburg—a case which he suggested merely for 
iltustration—it does it by procuring the bilis of the 
United States Bank. So that those bills do form 
the mediura of exchange as much now as they 
have dove during any period for twenty years 
past. If this system of the Government is to go 


on, by the use of the deposite banks, he was far | 


from desiring to put on them anything onerous. 
Fle knew this was difficult to avoid, consistent 
with that which ought to be done, to wits to put 
them under the regulation of Jaw. We ail know 
that the security spoken of in the wealih of rich 
proprietors of the stock is wholly imaginary and 
unsubstantial, and therefore something more ought 
to be required. But there are sorhe circumstances 


which had met his attention, and which ought to | 


awaken the country. Within a week past attempts 
have been made to pay off warrants of the Treas- 
ury, not in specie, but in drafis payable on their 
face in current bills. Heavy drafts on the Treas- 
ury have been presented to one of the deposite 
banks, payable in this way; and yet this is the 
specie system to which we are hastening. He 
made this statement not with reference to one 
only, but to several of these banks; and he was 
saying nothing on conjecture. Now, this he 
wished to prevent. He wished all drafts to be 
payable in cash, and that the holders should not 
be turned off and paid in current bills. 

Mr. W. then submitted an amendment, requiring 
all drafts or warrants to be paid in gold or silver, 
if wished by the holder; and that they shall not be 
expressed to be receivalée in current bills. 

Mr. BENTON said that the fact stated by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts he apprehended 
to beas he had represented it; and he took the 
occasion to express his highest indignation at it; 
and he was wiliing to go as far, or farther than 
any other gentleman, to prevent it. When Mr. 
Gallatin, in 181}, made arrangements for payment 
of all Treasury warrants, he expressly required 
them to be paid in goid or silvér. This arrange- 
Ment was what he expected at this time; and he 
would not only concur in the amendment, but he 
would go further, and concur in an inquiry why 
there had been any relaxation from what he 
thought last year would have been the system 
adopted, 

Mr. LEIGH said, that no one who knew the 
views and opinions of the honorable gentleman 
from Missouri on this subject would feel sur- 


19 


The gentleman | 


prised at the expression of his indignation and 
regretat such a departure from the principles he 
has advocated. All believe that the gentleman 
wishes to restore a hard-rnoney currency; but he 
(Mr. L.) had not been so sanguine as to the prac- 


| Ucability of restoring it so suddenly as the honor- 


able gentleman thought it could be done. He 
begged leave to ask the gentleman, whether he 
thought it practicable to restore a hard-money 
currency by the action of this Government, if the 
States persisted in their present banking system, 
and when there was such an increase in banking 
capital in so many of the States? In order to 
restore such a currency, he thought it indispens- 
able that the State banking system should be 
diminished.. In Virginia, where there is as much 
hostility to the Bank of the United States, and 
where the banking system generally is as unpop- 


| ular as it is in any State of the Union, an effort 


has recently been made to supply the void, to be 
occasioned by the withdrawal of the United States 
Bank bills, though he was glad to say it had not 
been adopted. He believed there was no power 
on earth which could prevent this paper system, 


i if the State banking system continued to prevail. 


He voted last year for the bill reducing the stand- 
ard of gold, but not in reference to iis preventing 


s t | excessive issues of paper; for if you havea twenty 
aud wil not come, till this paper of the Bank of 


dollar bill, you would have a right to claim gold 
for it to the amount of the nominal value of the 
gold, whether the standard had been 1 in 16, or 1 


| in 32. The truth was, that paper being the cheaper 


currency, would always expel the dearer currency, 
do what you will. > 

Mr. BENTON said that, with regard to the 
inquiry which had been made of him by the hon- 
orable gentleman from Virginia, it addressed itself 
to a suiject upon which he could not be suppored 
to have been indifferent. For some years he had 
turned his attention to the subject of currency, 
and he had looked at the difficulty suggested, as 
the gentleman did. He looked to the ccdperation 
of the State governments as highly necessary to 
the attainment of the great object, but not as the 
only means. He looked to the action of the State 
governments as the most ready means of checking 
this most inordinate paper system. But, if aman 


| would cast his eye over the United States, and 


look at the great advances which had been made 
in public sentiment, in this particular, he would 
see that there was hardly a State in which move- 
ments hat not been made against the paper system; 
and (Mr. B. said) in his State there was not now 
a single bank; the Legislature of the State had 
lately refused to charter one, and the Governor 


said, if one were chartered, he would use his veto | 
| power upon it. 


So wholesome a state of things 
in the public mind would tend to get rid of the 
paper system. But this was not the only mode 
of getting a metallic currency for common pur- 
poses. "There was one measure, to restore a specie 
currency, for the origin of which he would have to 
go back to the Congressof 1789, when the revenues 
of the Government were required to be collected 
in gold and silver. He placed great reliance on 
the action of the States and upon returning to the 
system of 1789. But there was another. remedy 
in the hands of Congress, which could and would 
be effectual. As to the cheap currency, it was 
cheap to those who issued it, but dear to those 
who used it. wor. 
Mr. LEIGH said he used the expression in 
thatsense. He took it to be an axiom in political 
economy that the two currencies could not exist 
together, because the one was cheap and the other 


| dear, and therefore the one would necessarily expel 


theother. The gentleman from Missouri depends 


i upon the action and wisdom of the States tocorrect | 


the evil; but he does not depend upon the action 
of any one State to effect it. If there were no 
banks in Missouri now, Mr. L. ventured to say 
that, if her neighbors, Illinois, Indiana, and Ken- 


tucky, did not restrain and regulate their paper | 


system, she would be driven to establish her own 
banks in self-defence. He wished to impress It 


on those who héard him, and if possible, on the 
whole nation, that there must be a combined effort 
of all the State governments to produce a restora- 
tion to a hard money system. i 

‘Mr. TALLMADGE remarked with respect to 
the amendment that, if the holder of a warrant 
requires his money in gold or silver, he has a 
right to it, and therefore there is no necessity for 
making a formal enactment of what is now the 
aw. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WEBSTER said that it wag necessary for 
the safety of the public funds that the deposite 
banks should havea sufficient specie basis in their 
operations. Ele therefore offered an amendment 
requiring that the deposite banks shall always 
have on hand an aggregate amount of specie, and 
of specie-paying bank notes, equal to 
of their liabilities. p 

Mr. W. suggested to fill the blank with one-fifth. 

Mr: BENTON preferred a fourth, which Mr. 
WEBSTER accepted. 

Mr, SHEPLEY opposed the amendment, as 
being one which would entirely defeat the objects 
of the bill, because he believed no bank: would be 
willing to put itself under such an obligation. 

After some further remarks from Mr. EWING 
and Mr. SHEPLEY, l 

Mr. CLAYTON rose and stated thata commit- 
tee had just come in who had been investigating 
a very interesting subject, and they desired to 
report. 

At the suggestion of Mr. CALHOUN, the pro- 
ceedings upon the bill were suspended. ~~ 


ASSAULT UPON THE PRESIBENT. 


Mr. SMITH, from the select committee ap- 
pointed upon the letter of the Hon. George Porn- 
DEXTER, rose.and stated that he was instructed to 
say that the committee had closed its examina- 
tions—that the testimony taken was volyminous, 
and the committee had not had time to prepare a 
detailed report; but they had come to the conclu- 
sion, unanimously, that there was not a shade of 
suspicion upon the character of Mr. POINDEXTER, 
of his having any participatios. in the matter to 
which their investigations had been directed. 


THE PUBLIC DEPOSI’ ES—~-AGAIN. 


The Senate then resumed the consideration of 
the deposite Lill, when Messrs. WEBSTER,CAL- 
HOUN, BUCHANAN, CLAYTON, SHEP- 
LEY, KNIGHT, and PRESTON, made some 
remarks upon the amendment; when 

Mr. BUCHANAN asked the yeas and nays 
upon its adoption; which were ordered, and are 
as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Cal- 
houny Clayton, Ewing, Goldsborough, Hendricks, 
McKean, Poindexter, Porter, Robbins, Smith, 
Southard, Tipton, Tomlinson, White—17. 

NAYS—Messrs. Black, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 
Frelinghuysen, Hill, Kane, Kent, King of Ala- 
bama, Knight, Leigh, Linn, Prentiss, Preston, 
Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Tallmadge, Wag- 
gaman, Webster—19. g 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

A motion to insert one-fifth was agreed to. 

Mr. WEBSTER having remarked that it was 
the design of the bill to require the specie and ` 
specie-paying notes of other banks to be in the 
vaults of the deposite banks, at the time of making 
the quarterly returns, 

Mr. TALLMADGE offered an amendment, 
to express such requisition upon the face of the 
bill, mae 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. TALLMADGE offered an amendment au- 
thorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to choose 
additional deposite banks at places where there 
are already banks so employed, when, in his 
opinion, it may be necessary. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, and 


all the amendments were concurred in except that 


Upon this question Mr. SHEPLEY demanded 
the yeas and nays; which were ordered; and the 
amendment was agreed to by the following vote: 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, B'ack, Bach- 
anan, Calhoun, Clayton, Cuthbert, Ewing, Golds- 
borough, Hendricks, King of Alabama, Knight, 
Leigh, Linn, McKean, Mangum, Poindexter, 
Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Robinsgn, 


< Southard, Tomlinson, Waggaman, Webster, 
W hite—27. i 
NAYS—Messrs. Hill, Ruggles, Shepley, Tall- 


madge, Tipton, Wright—6. 

The question then being on the engrossment of 
the bill, Mr. CALHOUN asked the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said he intended to vote 
against the engrossment of this bill; and that there 
might be misconstruction of his reasons for this 
determination, he would, state distinctly the sole 
cause why he could not give it his support. 

The bill, in his opinion, had been greatly im- 
proved by the amendments which had been-adopt- 
ed. He was opposed to investing the Treasury 
Department with: any discretion in regard to the 
deposite banks which was not absolutely neces- 
sary. Their duties should be as far as possible 
distinctly defined bylaw. This we owed notonly 
.to the department itself, but to the country. The 
amendments had, in several important particu- 
Jars, accomplished this purpose—they had, in a 
great degree, supplied the defects in the original 
bill, 

Why, then, it might be asked, should he vote 
against it? Hisanswer wassimply because it re- 
quired these banks to pay two per cent. interest on 
the deposites. Now, it might be, and probably 
was true, that the banks in the middle and east- 
ern States would be able to bear thisburthen. But 
what was tHe case in thesouthwestern States? In 
«that portion of the Union, the Government received 
large sums of money which must be deposited in 
their local banks. There was a constant drain 
upon these banks to supply the funds necessary 
to be expended by the Government in the middle 
and eastern cities. This caused therate of exchange 
to be always against New Orleans, and that por- 
tion of the Union. Under this bill it wag made 
the duty of the deposite banks to transfer the funds 
of the Governmemt to any point where it became 
necessary toexpend them. This duty they ought 
to perform. Mr. B. felt confident, however, both 
from the nature of the business and the informa- 
tion he had received from gentlemen of the South 
and the West, that their banks would not be able 
to bear the charge of transferring these funds, and 
also pay interest upon the deposites at the rate of 
two percent. The inevitable consequence would 
be that the Government could not, in that portion 
of the Union, get sound and solvent banks to accept | 
the deposites upon the terms prescribed by this | 
bill. "The Treasury Department would thus be | 

‘embarrassed in its operations, and heavy eventful 
losses might be sustained by the United States. 
Surely, (said Mr. B.,) if two per cent. inteiest on 
the deposites be enough to demand from the banks 
at New York or Boston, it is too much to exact 
from those at New Orleans. There is no equality, 
there is no justice in subjecting them to the same 
charge. Whilst the one class of banks must be 
constantly transmitting funds, the other are con- 
stantly receiving them. For thisreason, and this 
alone, he should be compelled to vote againt the | 
bill. 

Mr. PRESTON said he would vote for the 
bill; but he did so with great reluctance, because | 
it was in some sort a justification of the measures 
of the Executive, in placing the public money 
where it now was, when he believed that act to 
be wholly illegal and unconstitutional. He voted 
for it therefore under a kind of duress. 

Mr. TALLMADGE said he would vote against 
the bill, not because he was under duress—for he 
believed the acts of the Executive alluded to b 
the honorable gentleman were perfectly legal and 
constitutional—but he voted against it because | 
there was provisions in the bill of so extraordinary 
a character, without consuming time by going into | 


detail, that he could not vote for it. 
A discursive debate of some length then ensued 


between Messrs. CUTHBERT, PRESTON, and 
CALHOUN, when the question was taken, and 
the bill ordered to be engrossed, by the following 
vote: í 
YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Calhoun, Cuth- 
bert, Ewing, Goldsborough, King of Georgia, 
Knight, Leigh, Linn, Mangum, Poindexter, Por- 
ter, Prentiss, Preston, Robinson, Southard, Tom- 
linson, Webster, and White—20. 
NAYS—Messrs. Bibb, Brown, Buchanan, Hen- 
dricks, Hill, Kane, King of Alabama, Morris, 
Ruggles, Shepley; Tallmadge, and Tipton—12. 
On motion of Mr. PORTER, 
The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspvay, February 26, 1835. 


+s On motion of Mr. BEARDSLEY, the bill from 
the Senate in amendment of the acts for the pun- 
ishment of offences against the United States, was 
read the third time aud passed. 


Mr. POPE moved to take up the bill in rela- 
tion to the Louisville and Portland canal; which 
was disagreed to. 


RIVERS AND HARBORS, 


A bill making appropriations for the Delaware ! 


breakwater, for certain harbors, and removing 
obstructions in and at the mouths of certain rivers, 


| for the year 1835, was taken up. 


Mr. McKAY moved to amend the bill so as to 


prevent any extra allowance or compensation to | 
any officer of the army on account of services | 


performed under the provisions of the bill; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. BARBER moved to amend the bill by in- 
serting an appropriation of $25,000 for the im- 
provement of the navigation of the river Thames, 


in the State of Connecticut; and demanded the | 
| yeasand nays on his motion; which were ordered, 


and were—yeas 63, nays 115. 

So the. amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HAWES moved to amend the bill by 
inserting $20,000, for the improvement of the 
navigation of Green river, in the State of Ken: 
tucky; which was negatived. . 

Mr. TRUMBULL moved to insert in the bill 
the sum of $25,000, for the purpose of deepening 
the channel at the mouth of Connecticut river. 

This amendment was supported by Messrs. 
TRUMBULL, JACKSON of Connecticut, MER- 


| CER, and BURGES, and opposed by Messrs. 


PIERCE of Rhode Island, and SPEIGHT, when 
Mr. MILLER .moved the previous question; 
which was seconded—ayes 91, noes 69. 


Mr. H. EVERETT demanded the yeas and | 


nays on the previous question; which were 
ordered. f 
Mr. EVANS moved to lay the bill on the table, 


| and demanded the yeas and nays on his motion; 


which were ordered, and were—yeas 81, nays 135, 
So the FIouse ‘refused to lay the bill on the 
table, 
The question, ‘ Shall the main question be now 


| put??? was then taken and decided in the affirma- 


tive—yeas 109, nays 104. 


FRANCE. 


Mr. CHINN called for the special order of the 
day, being the bills reported by the Committee on 


i the District of Columbia. 


i| DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA—AFFAIRS WITH : 


Mr. CAMBRELENG suggested the propriety | 
of first taking up a message from the President of | 


the United States. 

After some conversation between various mem- 
bers, by general consent, the special order was 
postponed for an hour, 

The SPEAKER then laid before the House the 
following message from the President of the United 


| States: 


[The message and accompanying documents | 


will be found in this day’s Senate proceedings— 
see page 292.} 


As soon as the message and accompanying des- | 


| patches had been read— 


Mr. CAMBRELENG said, in pursuance of the 
pledge he before gave, he would merely move 
that the communication from the President of the 
United States, together with the accompanying 
despatches, and the resolutions he intended to 


of the whole postponed till to-morrow. Mr.C. 
would only observe, that he was authorized by a 
majority of the Committee on Foreign Affairs to 
submit certain resolutions. 

They were read as follows: 

Resolved, That it would be incompatible with 
the rights and honor of the United States further 
to negotiate in relation to the treaty entered into 
by France on the 4th of July, 1831, and that this 
House will insist upon its execution as ratified by , 
both Governments. 

Resolved, Thatthe Committee on Foreign A ffairs 
be discharged from the further consideration of so 
much of the President’s message as relates to com- 
mercial restrictions, or to reprisals on the com- 
merce of France. : 

Resolved, That preparation ought to be made to 
meet any emergency growing out of our relations 
with France. 

Mr. E. EVERETT wished to amend the 
motion by moving to refer the message and docu- 
ments to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. He 
understood the gentleman from New York to say 
that the resolutions moved by him were'sanctioned 
by a majority of the committee. Mr. B. would 
remark that they had not been considered incom- 
mittee. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG hoped the gentleman 
would withdraw his motion, and permit the sub- 
ject to lie over till to-morrow. 

Mr. E. EVERETT said he had an object in 
making bis motion, which he would state when it 
became necessary. f 

Mr. J.Q. ADAMS hoped the message would 
be disposed of, as he wished to offer an amend- 
ment to the resolutions of the gentleman from New 
York, which he then sent to the Chair, and they 
were read by the Clerk, as follows: ` 

1. Resolved, That the rights of the citizens of 
the United States to the indemnity from the 
French Government, stipulated by the treaty of 
the 4th of July, 1831, ought in no event to ba 
sacrificed, abandoned, or impaired, by any consent 
or acquiescence of the Government of the United 
States. 

2. That if the President of the United States 
should, during the interval before the next session 
of Congress, deem it not incompatible with the 
honor and interest of the United States to resume 


| the negotiations with the French Government, he 


be requested so to do. 

3. That no legislative measure of a character or 
tendency hostile towards the French nation, is 
necessary or expedient at this time. 

Mr CAMBRELENG then moved 
the whole subject till to-morrow. 

The CHAIR observed that the question must 
first be taken on the motion to dispose of and print 
the message, 


Mr. E. EVERETT had no desire to delay the 


to postpone 


‘motion of the gentleman from New York; but aa 


that gentleman had submitted three resolutions, 
in concurrence, as he stated, with the opinions of 
the majority—though the gentleman would admit 
they had pot been acted on in committee—Mr. E. 
only asked permission for himself and two other 
members of the committee, composing the minor- 
ity, to have printed (he would not take up so 
much time as to ask the reading) their views on 
the subject. 

This motion, requiring unanimous consent, and 
objection being made, « 

Mr. CAMBRELENG expressed a hope that 
the motion to print would prevail. 

Mr. ARCHER remarked that it appeared to 
him the present mode of proceeding was extremely 
irregular, Certain members of the Committee on 


|; Foreign Affairs had presented resolutions wbich 


they would have the House act upon; while in 
the next breath they tell us that that committee 
have not had the subject under investigation, 

Mr. CAMBRELENG explained. The gentle- 
man from Vermont was laboring under a misap- 
prehension. The resolutions had been under con- 
sideration In the committee for a week past. 

Mr. ARCHER resumed. The course wasalto- 
gether irregular. He would suggest to both the 
honorable members that it would be better to move 
the reference of the President’s message to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and to-morrow 
morning the committee might report these resolu» 
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tions, probably with some modifications, when the 


House would be prepared to act upon the matter. | 


Sarely a subject of this dignity and importance 
demanded that the most ordinary formes of the 
House should not be dispensed with. No delay 
could possibly arise from the mode suggested by 
Mr. A. The committee would doubtless meet in 
the morning, and, aided by the communication 
jast read, they might mature a report, which the 
House could considerat once. That wasthe only 
correct and proper mode, while the other was 
altogether unusual. , = 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said he made the motion 
he did, inasmuch as there were only a few days 
of the session remaining, and little time left for 
discussion. In justice to the Committee on For- 


eign Affairs he must say that they had the subject || 


under consideration ever since the beginning of 
the session, and it was not until that day that 
_ they had come toa conclusion to report, having 
waited till the latest moment for information from 
the Foreign Depactment.. He hoped the House 
would print both the resolutions of himself and the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, (Mr. Apams.] 

Mr. J.Q. ADAMS consented to the suggestion 
of the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Ancuer,] 
and asked leave of the House to refer his own 
resolutions also, with the other papers, to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. COULTER agreed that the course recom- 
mended by the gentleman from Virginia was the 
ordinary and parliamentary one, and was the best 
mode of disposing of the subject. He saw neither 
the necessity nor the propriety of printing the res- 
olutions of the chairman of the committee, [Mr. 
CAMBRELENG,] because the subject must be sent to 
the committee for deliberation, who must return a 
report to the House, and it was impossible to say 
what their report would be; that is, impossible 
according to the usual course of parliamentary pro- 
ceedings, for it was not.unlikely that the same 
resolutions would be agreed upon. 

Mr. C. thought it somewhat anomalous and 
contradictory to print resolutions, and then refer 
the subject upon which ‘the resolutions should be 
predicated to the committee; for it might be, that 
they would report differently. He thought, there- 
fore, that a!l the papers should be sent tu the com- 
mittee, and there was no question they would 
report to-morrow morning at farthest. 

One word in relation to the course these matters 
had already taken in that committee. There was 
no disposition in any of the members of that com- 
mittee to find fault, and they had hitherto pro- 
ceeded in harmony together; but it became neces- 
sary to explain, that the course taken by the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, (Mr. Everetr,] was 
in fact, the only course left, or permitted to him, It 
was true, that three days ago, a majority of the 
committee had agreed upon certain resolutions, 
and had instructed their chairman to report them. 
The minority, who entertained somewhat differ- 
ent views, had also agreed upon a report; and al- 
though there was no substantial difference between 
them, yet it was decided -by the minority to pre- 

. gent. their views in a different form, and somewhat 
different aspect. There had been no recent meet- 
ing of the committee; bat the chairman shad col- 
lected the opinions of the majority, by calling upon 
them individuaily. This left the minority no other 
way of getting their opinions before the country, 
than that adopted by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Everert.} 

Mr. PATTON rose. (he said) for the purpose 
of making an inquiry, which had been substan- 
tially answered by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, (Mr. CouLTer.] i 
the committee when the resolutions were agreed 
upon, and he wished to know if they were similar 
to those then offered by the gentleman from New 
York. He understood from the gentleman who 
‘last addressed the House that they were. After 
what had transpired Mr. P. deemed it proper to 
say for himself that the resolutions presented by 
the gentleman. from New York, and which he 
(Mr. P.) had sup 
sented by him ind 
committee, although they had rece 
currence of the majority, were very p 
by the gentleman to him, a 
that he might be prepared when the subject came 


up. 


ividually as a member of the 
ived the con- 
olitely shown 


Mr. P. was not present in |; 


posed were intended to be pre- |! 


for his consideration, |! 


; 4 
| . Mr. P. said he had never seen the resolutions 
or report of the gentleman from. Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Evererr,] and he was therefore in the pre- 
` dicament of not having given his sanction to the 
; resolutions either of the majority or of the mi- 
| nority. He was, however, prepared to consider 
; these resolutions and all others, whenever they 
: should come up in a proper form for the judg- 
ment of the House. 

Mr. LETCHER suggested to the gentleman 
; from New York, {Mr. CAMBRELENG,] to withdraw 
, the resolutions, and to move to refer the messdge 
and accompanying documents to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, and to-morrow the gentleman 
might offer his resolutions. - 

Mr. ARCHER. thought that the best course. 

_ Mr. CAMBRELENG would accept the sugges- 
i tion with pleasure. It was due to himself to state 
į that he submitted these resolutions yesterday to 
| every member of the committee, though the de- 
i cision was substantially made by the committee 
long ago. He believed also that every member 
; of the committee was aware of his intention to 
submit them to-day. 

It was also due to himself, (Mr. C. said,) tostate 
that he had never seen or heard of any report 
| from the minority of the committee, or of any 
resolution from that minority, till the gentleman 
offered them just now. « 

Mr. C. then withdrew the proposition to print 
the resolutions,and moved to refer the President’s 
message and accompanying papers to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and that they be printed. 

Mr. E. EVERETT would interpose no objec- 
tion to the last motion, but would ask that if the 
_ gentleman’s resolutions were received as the report 
| of the majority, that he (Mr. E.) might then be 
permitted to submit a report on behalf of the mi- 
nority. In regard tothe remark of the gentleman 
that he had never heard Of any such thing, Mr. 
| E. said, if the gentleman would charge his recol- 
| lection’ more strictly, he would find that he had 
been made aware of the existence of these papers, 
for the gentleman himself suggested to Mr. E. to 
: defer their presentation so ag to submit thein in 
t conjunction with his own report. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said it was so long ago 
that he had forgotten the circumstance. i 
| Mr. ARCHER raised a question of order. No 
! report had been made, and it could not be debated 
without the special leave of the House. 
| 


Mr. McKINLEY hoped the question of print- 
' ing would be withdrawn, since he was assured 
| that the publication of these documents would be 
| productive of much mischief, and he hoped they 
| would be referred without being ordered to be 


| printed. He-moved a division of the question. 
| Mr. J.Q. ADAMS then withdrew his resolu- 
| tions. bie 


‘Mr. SUTHERLAND thought, perhaps, it 
would be as well for the House to postpone print- 
i ing the correspondence till the report from the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs had been made, 
‘ which would be to-morrow, so that the corre- 
! spondence and the report of the committee might 
| go out together. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG observing that the mo- 
i tion to print could be made to-morrow morning, | 
| and as a disposition had been n anifested that the 
! motion should be withdrawn, he would accord- 
ingly withdraw it. 
| Mr. WATMOUGH thereupon renewed the 
i motion. 
| Mr. WILDE informed the House that thesame 
' papers had been ordered to be printed by the other 
| House, 
| Mr, S. JONES and Mr. J. Q. ADAMS hoped 
1 the gentleman from Alabama would withdraw his 
| objection to print. 
| Mr. LYTLE sai 
| had already been done 


d he believed all the mischief 
that possibly could be done 
: by publication, by the very reading of those doc- 
l aments with open doors, in the hearing of the 
! reporters, and of the immense concourse then 
: assembled in the galleries of the House. 

| Mr. McKINLEY said, inasmuch as the papers 
i had been ordered to be printed by the other House, | 
! he would withdraw his motion to divide the ques- 
: tion. 

“Mr. BURGES said a few words in favor of the || 


| read by. 


Committee on Foreign Affairs was then agreed.to 
without a division.’ : GI on i 


` DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


| „The House then, at a quarter- before three 
o’clock, proceeded to the special orders of the day. 
_ The bill to organize the several fire companies 
in the District of Columbia ‘was first taken up. 
Various verbal amendments were concurred: in, 
and the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third. 
reading. : 

The bill to extend the charter of the Fire Insu- 
rance Company of Alexandria was next taken up 
and disposed of in a similar manner. | 

The bill regulating the toll on the Eastern 
Branch bridge; : ; 

‘The bill to extend the charter of the Potomac 
Fire Insurance Company; 

The bill to incorporate the Georgetown Savings 
Company; and , : 

The bill for the benefit of Georgetown and 
Alexandria, were severally laid on the table. 

The House then went into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. Mayn, of 
New York, in the chair) on the bill relating to the 
orphans’ court in the District of Columbia; which 
was considered and reported to the Elouse without 
amendment. 

The committee then rose, and the bill was or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading 

Mr. CHINN then moved that. the House go: 
into Committee of the Whole on. the other biils 
relating to the District of Columbia. 

Mr. THOMAS said the charters of the banks 
which it is proposed to extend would not expire 
until March, 1836. He did not, therefore, see the 
necessity of acting on these bills.at this session. 
Three months of the next session of Congress 
would ae before the expiration of the charters, 
and the House could then take up, consider, and 
dispose of the grave questions involved in. the re~ 
charter of the banks of this District. The stock- 
holders of all these banks enjoyed unreasonable 
privileges; he wished to curtail them; but this is 
not the time to enter into this consideration, when 
we are on the eve of an adjournment. To all the 
bank bills he was, therefore, opposed at this time, 
and had moved to strike them from the mation of 
the gentleman from Virginia. To the recharter of 
some of the banks he had a particular dislike, 
They had failed during the last session of Con- 
gress, under circumstances well calculated to add 
to the terrible excitement which was then created. 
Before we can consider the prapriety of recharter-: 
ing this lastclass of banks, surely the House owes 
it to the country to inquire into the causes of there 
failures. If they.fuiled with good cause they are 
still embarrassed, and we should not: cheat: the 
public by doing any act calculated to give credit 
to these institutions. Ifthey failed without good. 
cause, they were solvent at the time of failure— 
then they aided shamefully to increase that dis- 
graceful panic which had so seriously afflicted the 
whole country. Before we recharter, let us ex- 
amine; let the next Congress appoint a committee 
to make a searching inquiry into the conduct and. 
condition of these institutions, and if found to be 
wortby, then, and not till then, Jet a charter he 
granted on such terms and conditions as the pub- 
lic interest will justify. 

On this question a short discussion ensued be- 
tween Messrs. THOMAS, CHINN, VANDER- 
-POEL, BEARDSLEY, and McKENNAN, 

The question was finally taken by yeas and 
nays, and decided in the sffirmative—yeas 102, 
nays 66. 

‘The House then went into Committee of the 
Whole (Mr. Pierce; of New Hampshire, in the, 


t chair). on the remaining bills. 


The bill to extend the jurisdiction cf certain 
courts in the county of Washington was consid- 
ered, and, after some verbal amendments, it was 
laid aside; and . 

The bill to incorporate the Alexandria Savings 
Company was taken up. , , 

Mr. GILLET moved to strike out the enacting 
clause. ey 

The reading of the bill being called for, it was 
the Clerk. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL explained the nature. of 
the proposed institution. 


| motion to print. 
| The motion to print and refer the papers to the 


Mr. GILLET thought that it would possess all 


* 


300 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


February 26 


the objectionable features of a bank—a monopoly. | 
Jt was decidedly such an institution as the people 
of this country have, with a loud voice, con- 
demned, and it was the duty of Congress to carry 
out the views of the people. 

Mr. CHENN denied that this institution partook, 
in any degree, of the character of a bank, and de- 
fended the: biil. 


Mr. MANN, of New Youk, was apprehensive || 


that if his colleague [Mr. VAaNDERPOEL] would 
more closely examine this bill, he wouid discover 
that it was essentially a savings bank; but he was 
unwilling to deprive the city of Alexandria of the 
benefits of our legislation; he hoped his other col- 
league [Mr. Gitter] would withdraw his oppo- 
sition, and suffer the bill to pass, after some slight 
amendment. ` 

Mr, VANDERPOEL replied. He said if the 
motion to strike out the enacting clause should not 
prevail, it wag his intention to offeran amendment 
to the bill, to meet the seruples of his colleague, 
{Mr. Many.] . g 

Mr. HUBBARD expressed his utter surprise at 
the evidence of the slightest opposition to this bill. 
Such institutions had been of immense benefit to 
the country, in enabling the poor to lay up their 
scanty earnings. This he had witnessed in his 
own neighborhood, and he hoped the motion would 
not prevail. 

Mr. FELDER referred to instances in which 
the managers of such establishments had been 
guilty of the grossest abuses. He expressed him- 
self opposed to the whole class of these institu- 
tions. They were too often bottomed in fraud 
and swindling. 

Mr. FILLMORE proposed an amendment to 
the third section, providing that no notes should 
be made payable to the directors. He then pro- 
ceeded to defend the nature of the proposed inco: 
poration, He deemed it emphatically the poor 
man’s bank, in opposition to the rich man’s mo- 
nopoly- : 

Mr. POLK spoke against the passage of the 
bill.’ He saw nothing in its nature to prevent the 
investment of the funds of capitalists for purposes 
of speculation. Neither did he see any injury that 
could ‘result to the community by its postpone- 
ment to another session, i 

Mr. PARKER went into an examination of 
those institutes. Ee was opposed to the bill, and 
thought the amendment of the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Frrumone} would not remedy it. 

The amendment of Mr. Firtmone was then 
agreed to; and Mr. F. then submitted another, 
relating to the amount of loans and deposites to be 
made by the company to, and by a single individ- 
ual, limiting the same to five hundred dollars. 

Mr. HARPER spoke in general terms in favor 
of saving institutions; but he believed the amend- 
ment proposed was not, he feared, sufficient to 
secure this one from abuse. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, said a few words 
in explanation of the features of the bill, 

Mr. GILLET again addressed the House in 
opposition to the bill, and in favor of his motion 
to striké out the enacting clause. 

Mr. FILLMORE then withdrew his amend- 
ment, in order to avoid further discussion. 

‘Mr. PLUMMER said he never had voted for 
a bank charter; but if he ever should do so, it 
would not be for one in diagyise, as he deemed 
this to be.. It was clothed with banking powers, 
and was, in every point of view, a monopoly. 

Mr. CHINN owed it to the applicants to de- 
fend their reputation. They were unimpeachable, 
and he believed their intention to be unexception- 
able. a 
Mr. HARPER expressed his conviction that 
the bill contained many defects. 

The motion to strike out the enacting clause 
was agreed to. : 

The bill making appropriations for the Peni- 


tentiary in the District of Columbia was read and |; 


laid aside. 

The bill granting an additional quantity of land 
for the satisfaction of revolutionary bounty land 
warrants was next considered ; 

On this a discussion ensued, in which Messrs, 
PARKER, MASON, VINTON, HUBBARD, | 
CLAY, and EVANS, took part. i 

Mr. PARKER moved the committee rise. 


Mr. EVANS rose to a point of order, whether ! 


j 


i question was taken. b 


the motion before the committee was to rise, and 
report the bills already acted on, with the excep- 
tion of the last. 

This elicited further consideration, until 

Mr. PARKER explained the nature of his mo- 
tion, which, to save discussion, he withdrew. Mr. 
P. then continued his remarks in opposition to the 
bill. He gave way, however, to 

Mr. FILLMORE, who renewed the motion 
that the committee rise. After a short debate the 

y. tellers, when there ap- 
peared—ayes 72, noes 45. . 

There being no quorum, the committee rose, 
and the Chairman reported that fact to the House. 

A motion was then made to adjourn, on which 
question Mr. McKENNAN demanded the yeas 
and nays. They were not ordered. 

The question on adjournment was then taken 
by tellers, when there were declared to be—ayes 
| 52, noes 89. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The Committee of the Whole being again in 
i session, the question recurred on rising, when 
there appeared—ayes 80,-noes 51. 

The committee then roseand reported the bills, 
with the exception of the last named. 

The amendment adopted by the committee to 
strike out the enacting clause of the bill to incor- 
| porate the Alexandria Savings Institution was 
concurred in, and the bill consequently rejected. 

The amendment to the other bills relating to 
the District of Columbia were concurred in, and 
they were ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 

The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
FRIDAY, February 27, 1835. 

Mr. PRENTISS, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, reported, without amendment, the bills from 
the House granting pensions to Theophilus Bleek- 
man and Elijah Blodget. 

Mr. TOMLINSON, from the same committee, 
to which the bill granting pensions to the widow 
| of Noah Chittenden and to Thankful Randall was 
referred, reported that they ought not to pass. 

Mr. EWING presented a joint resolution of the 
Legislature of Ohio, rescinding the joint resolu- 
tion of the same body, passed last year, instructing 
their Senators, &c., to sustain the removal of the 
| deposites; to oppose the recharter of the United 
i States Bank, and to oppose the said bill; which, 
on his motion, was laid on the table and ordered 
to be printed. 


SEATS IN THE SENATE. 
_ Mr. PORTER submitted the following resolu- 


thon: 

Resolved, That a committee of three be appointed 
to examine and report into the expediency of so 
arranging the seats in the Senate Chamber as will 
promote the convenience of members and facilitate 
the despatch of public business. 

The resolution was adopted, and, by consent, 
the Chair appointed Messrs. Porter, TALLMADGE, 
and CUTHBERT. 


EXPUNGING RESOLUTIONS. ` 
The resolution submitted by Mr. BENTON, to 
expunge from the Journal the resolution passed 
last session, declaring “ that the Executive in the 
‘late proceedings with reference ta the revenue 
‘has exercised authority and power not author- 


‘ous to the liberties of the people,” came up in 
order for consideration; when 
Mr. BENTON spokeat length in support of it. 
When Mr. B. concluded, the discussion was 
suspended for the purpose of taking up the fol- 


| lowing bills; which were read a third time and 


passed: : 
RAILROAD THROUGH PUBLIC LANDS. 


The bill authorizing the Leavenworth, Bloem- 
ingville, and other railroad companies, to locate 
railroads through the public lands, 


THE PUBLIC DEPOSITES. 


The bill to regulate the public deposites in the 
State banks. 
Messrs. POINDEXTER, TYLER, BIBB, 


‘ized by the Constitution and laws, and danger- |. 


BROWN, EWING, and CALHOUN, made 
some remarks upon this bill; when 

' Mr. BLACK asked the yeas and nays upon its 
i passage; which were ordered; and the bill was 
passed by the following vote: : 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Calhoun, Clay- 
‘ton, Cuthbert, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Goldsbo- 
rough, Kent, Knight, Leigh, Linn, McKean, 
Mangum, Moore, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Rob- 
bins, Robinson, Smith, Southard, Swift, Tom- 
linson, Tyler, Waggaman, Webster, White—28. 
< YS—Messrs. Bibb, Brown, Buchanan, 
Hendricks, Hill, Kane, King of Alabama, Morris, 
Poindexter, Ruggles, Shepley, Tallmadge—12. 


CONVENTION WITH FRANCE. 

Mr. CLAY, on leave given, and pursuant, to 
notice, introduced a bill to continue the commis- 
sion for carrying into eifect-the convention with 
France. i 

By unanimous consent the bill was read twice 
and ordered to be engrossed. 

The bill was afterwards read the third time and 
passed. ` 


CLAIMS AGAINST THE TWO SICILIES. 

The bill authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to compromise the claims allowed by the 
commission against the King of the two Sicilies 
was,on motion of Mr. SILSBEE, considered as in 
Committee of the Whole, and ordered to be en- 
| grossed for a third reading, ; 

The bill was afterwards read the third time and 
passed. 

EXPUNGING RESOLUTIONS—AGAIN. 

The Senate again resumed Mr. Benron’s reso- 
lution, when 

Mr. SOUTHARD took the floor, and spoke at 
length in opposition to the resolution, and entered 
into an examination and condemnation of the right 
of instruczion. 

When he concluded, on motion of Mr. PRES- 
TON, the subject was laid on the table. 

VIRGINIA MILITARY BOUNTY LAND WAR- 

RANTS. 

The Senate then considered,as in Committee of 
the Whole, the bill granting an additional quantity 
of land insatisfaction of unlocated Virginia military 
bounty land warrants. 3 

Mr. CLAY opposed the bill on the ground that 

the number of acres appropriated would not be 
sufficient for the purpose of satisfying all these 
claims; we did not know when we should ever 
stop. Thegentleman from Virginia [Mr. Truer] 
informed him formerly that the last appropriation 
would be sufficient, and yet we appeared to be 
no nearer the end of this business than we were 
then. : 
Mr. EWING said he would much rather appro- 
priate the sum of $687,500 instead of five hundred 
and fifty thousand acres, and then we should know 
waat we were about, He was opposed to the 
bill. 

Mr. LEIGH made some remarks in favor of 
the bill. He said this appropriation could not 
be considered as made to Virginia, any more than 
to Ohio, Kentucky, or Tennessee, for not one 
twentieth of these claimants resided in that State. 

Mr. TYLER said if the original appropriation 
of five hundred and fifty thousand acres was just 
and correct, a further appropriation ought to be 
made ta cover all the claims, even if it should 
amount to five millions of acres. “The report made 
on the subject showed that the great mass of these 
claims werealready satisfied, ard he did not think 
we would be much troubled on the subject here- 
after. 

Mr. CLAY said that the main cause of this 
great increase was in consequence of the bills 
passed giving pension and bounty lands, &c. 
Since the passage of.the act of 1830, they have 
found in the attic story of the Capitol a large mass 
| of revolutionary papers, out of which the greater 
part of these claims have sprung. There seems 
to be no end of these claims; he was willing to vote 
for the five hundred and fifty thousand acres, pro- 
vided it was to be the last. 

Mr. POINDEXTER offered an amendment 
requiring all claimants hereafter to file their claims 
in the office of the Commissioner of the Land 
Office within two years, or their claims shall be 
H barred. 
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After some remarks by Mr. TYLER and Mr. 
CLAY, the amendment was rejected. 

On motion of Mr. LEIGH, the blank was filled 
with six hundred and fifty thousand acres. ; 

On’the question, ‘* Shall the bill be engrossed 
and read a third time?” 

Mr. HILL asked the yeas and nays; which, 
being ordered, were as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Black, Calhoun, 
Clay, Cuthbert, Ewing, Goldsborough, Hen- 
dricks, Kane, Kent, King of Alabama, Leigh, 
Linn, Mangura, Moore, Poindexter, Porter, Rob- 
bins, Robinson, Silsbee, Southard, Tomlinson, 
Tyler, Waggaman, and White—26. 


NAYS—Messrs. Hill, King of Georgia, Rug- || P 


gles, Shepley, Swift, Tallmadge, Tipton, ante 
Wright—s. , Sree Pies 


So the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read |: 


a third time. . 
HOUSE BILLS. . 

The following bills from the House were read | 
the first and second time, and severally referred: 

A bill relating to the orphans’ court in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; . 

A bill to extend the charter of the Fire Insur- 
ance Company of Alexandria; 

An aat to organize fire companies in the District | 
of Columbia; ; 

An act making appropriation for certain roads 
and surveys; - 


A. bill for the relief of Sarah H. B. Stith; H 


A bill for the relief of Elizabeth J. Willson and 
others; 

A bill amendatory of an act establishing the 
Chesapeake Canal Company; 

An act for carrying into effect the convention 
between the United States and Spain; . 

An act making an appropriation for the support 
of the penitentiary in the District of Columbia; 

An act authorizing the circuit court of Wash- 
ington county, District of Columbia, to hold special 
Bessions; 

A bill making additional appropriation for the 
Delaware breakwater, and other purposes; 

A bill making appropriations for Indian annui- 
ties and other similar objects for 1835; 

A bill authorizing the construction of a dry-dock 
for the use of the navy; 

A bill extending the patent of Robert Eastman; 

A bill for the reiief of the heirs of Jacob Smith, 
deceased; and 


A bill making provisions for survey and plans, 


and establishing a surveyor general’s office in 
Ilinois and Indiana. 
pos BILLS CONSIDERED. | 

The following bills were taken up in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, considered, and ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time: 

A bill for the relief of Mary O’Sullivan; 

A billto confirm certain land claims in Missouri; 
and 


A biil for making a road from Lime Creek to || 


Chattahoochie. 
ELECTION OF PRINTER. 

Mr. PRESTON gave notice that he should to- 
morrow call up theresolution for electing a printer 
for the Senate. 

SUSPENSION OF JOINT RULE. > 

Mr. BIBB offered the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the joint rule of the two Houses 
which declares that no bill that shall have passed 
one House shall be sent for concurrence to the 


other, on either of the last three days of the ses- id 


sion, be suspended, so far as to allow bills which 
shall have passed either House before twelve 
o’clock, p. m., of Saturday, 28ih instant, to- be 
sent to the other for concurrence. 


PENSION AGENCY AT GREEN POINT. 


The bill for establishing a pension agency. south |; 


of Green river, returned from the House with an 
amendment, was laid on the table; when 
The Senate adjourned, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fray, February 27, 1835. 
Mr. POLK, from the Committee of Ways and 


<3 


originated in the House, making appropriations 
for certain fortifications for the year 1835, made a 
report recommending a concurrence in a portion 
of the amendments, and a non-concurrence in the 
residue. The bill and amendments were com- 
mitted. = s ee 

Mr. McKINLEY, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, reported, without amendment, 
the bill from the Senate for the establishment of 
branches of the mint; which was committed. 


Mr. BINNEY, from a seléct committee, made 
a report on the subject of weights and measures; 
which was laid-on the table, and ordered to be 
rinted. 

Mr. WATMOUGH moved to print three thou- 
sand extr& copies of the’ foregoing report; which 
motion, under the rule, lies over one day. 

Mr. MERCER, from the Committee on Roads 

i and Canals, reported two amendments to the-har- 
bor bill; which were ordered to be printed. 
i Mr, ASHLEY, from the Committee on the 
| Public Lands, reported a bill to authorize John 
Whitzett to enter a certain tract of land; which 
was read twice and committed. , 
| On motion of Mr. DICKINSON, the Commit- 

tee of the Whole was discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill for the relief of certain 
Choctaw Indians. 
| Unfavorable reports upon various petitions were 
made by Messrs. CHAMBERS, F. THOMAS, 
and McINTIRE, from standing committees; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 


WEST POINT ACADEMY. : 


the House for the purpose of considering the 
i report of the committee on the West Point Acad- 

emy. His only object was to have the report 
printed. . 

Mr. HAWES. demanded the yeas and nays on 
his motion: which were ordered, and were—yeas 
70, nays 100. 

So the House refused to suspend the rules. 


RELATIONS WITH FRANCE. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, made the following report: 


The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to which was 
referred so much of the President’s message as 
concerns our political relations with France, 
and the correspondence between the Ministers 
of the two Governments, submit the following 
report: 

At an early period of the session, the commit- 
tee took into consideration the question of author- 
izing reprisals, and continued from time to time to 
discuss various motions and resolutions submitted 
by its different members; they could, however, 
concur in no proposition, and in that condition, a 
majority deemed it expedient to postpone their 
| decision till further intelligence should be received 
from France. The committee had, within the 
week past, twice instructed its chairman to report 
resolutions, but the arrival of additional intelli- 
| gence causedga suspension of these reports until 
an official communication should be received from 
ithe Executive. That communication places the 
| relations between the two countries in a novel 
and interesting position. While there is satisfac- 
tory evidence that the French Government earn- 
estly desires that the appropriation for indemnity 
should be made in pursuance of the stipulations 
of the treaty, and while there is reason to hope 
that the Chamber of Deputies will adopt that 
measure and faithfully discharge the obligations 
of France to the United States, it is, on the other 
hand to be feared that the conduct of that Gov- 
‘ernment has placed us in a position at least em- 
barrassing, even should it not produce an entire 
| suspension of diplomatic intercourse between the 
two nations. Im this new position of our rela- 
tions; it is deemed expedient to dispense with 
further discussion on the subject of non-inter- 
! course with and reprisals on the commerce of 
France, to which the attention of the committee 
had been directed, and to leave the question of our 
political relations with that Government to the 
next Congress, whose action will no doubt be 
i governed by the course which France may deem 
| it expedient to pursue. We are not yet informed 


Means, to which had been referred the amend- 
menta proposed by the Senate to the bill which 


* Mr. HAWES moved to suspend the rules of | 


what may heve becn the decision of the King of ' 


the French as to the dismissal of our Minister, 
nor can we conjecture what may be the fate of the 
appropriation in the Chamber of Deputies. While 
the committee is unwilling to anticipate any but . 
an amicable and favorable result'in both eases, it 
must be recollected: that the King and the Cham- 
bers may decide adversely to the interests and 
harmony of the two nations. Such a decision 
on the part of France, however it-may be‘regret-. 
ted by the people of both countries, who have 
great and growing interests, “commercial, and 
political, to cherish, may lead to a result upon 
which the committee, while in doubt and while a 
hope remains, will not enlarge. 

he committee is therefore of opinion, that.at 
such a crisis, when events may occur.which can- 
not be anticipated, and which may lead to im- 
portant consequences in our external relations, it 
would not discharge its duty to the country, if-it 
did not express a firm resolution to insist on the 
full execution of the treaty of 1831, and if it did 
not recommend to the House a contingent prep- 
aration for any emergency which may grow out 
of our relations with France, previous to the next’ 
meeting of Congress. It is a gratifying circum- 
stance that our. means are adequate to meet any 
exigency, without recourse to loans or taxes. 
The bill now before the House authorizing the 
sale of our stock in the Bank of the United States 
would, if adopted, afford all the revenue: neces- 
say. The committee is of opinion, that the whole 


lor a part of the fund to be derived from that 


source, should be appropriated for the. purpose 
of arming our fortifications, and for making other 
military and naval preparations for the defence 
of the country, in case such expenditures should 
become necessary before the next meeting of. 
Congress. : > - 
The committee therefore submit the following 
resolutions for the consideration of the [Iouse: 
Resolved, That it would be incompatible with the 
rights and honor of the United States further to 
negotiate in relation to the treaty entered into by 
France, onthe 4th July, 1831, and that this House 
will insist upon its execution as ratified by both 
Governments, 
Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
be discharged from the further consideration of s0 
much of the President’s message as relates to 
commercial restrictions or reprisals on the com- 
merce of France. i a 
Resolved, That contingent preparations ought - 
to be made to meet any emergency growing out 
of our relations with France. ` 
Mr. E. EVERETT, on behalf of himself and 
two of his colleagues of the Committeeon Foreign . 
Affairs, asked permission of the House to submit 
their views on the subject. He would only ob- 
serve, that the document was somewhat too long 
to ask for its reading at that time; and therefore 
he should only move that the same disposition be 
made of it as of the report of the majority. The 
minority of the committee did not materiali y differ 
in their views from the majority, except in one or 
two points; but they thought it due to the subject 
to take a more full and argumentative view of it. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG said it was proper that he 
should remark, in addition to what he had stated 
yesterday in relation to the report of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, that he (Mr. C.) had not 
at that time the remotest idea that this document 
was the same as the one prepared by that gentle- 
man a long time ago; and before Mr. C. had been 
appointed chairman of the committee, when the 
two countries stood in a very different attitude 
towards each other.. Before the last communica- 
tion was made, Mr. C. had even proposed that.a 
motion should be made for printing the document; 
but the suggestion was not adopted by the com- 
mittee. In the new relations which hed subse- 
quently ensued, it became: necessary, Mr. ©. 
thought, to present new views; and supposing the 
minority of the committee would do so, he stated, 
what he conceived to be a fair inference, that he 
had never seen or heard of that document. He 
thought proper to make this explanation, in con- 
sequence of what had occurred yesterday; and to 
reiterate that the document then submitted by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts had never been 
read by one of the six members constituung ihe 
majority of the committee. , A 
Mr. J. Q. ADAMS then asked leave to submit 
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his resolutions. Baut before doing s» he desired to 
know whether the paper presented by his honor- 
able colleague conciuded with any resolutions? 

Mr. E. EVERETT replied, that it did not. 
He merely wished, as he stated before, to give it | 
the same disposition that the House intended to | 
give to the report of the majority. 

Mr. J. Q ADAMS said, as the report of the || 
minority did not conclude with any: resolution or | 
resolutions, he moved that the resolutions which 
he had presented yesterday should be received as | 
an amendment, or a substitute, to those of the | 
gentleman from New York. 

- {The resolutions were then read, as they ap- 
peared in the proceedings of yesterday.} 

Mr. A. requested that the word ‘ measures” as 
printed in the National Intelligencer should be 
altered to ‘*measure.”? Ele also wished to ac- 
count to the House and to the nation for the verbal 
variations that existed between the copies printed 
in the Intelligencer and the Globe of that morning. 
The reason was this: His resolutions, in his own 
manuscript, were taken by the editors of the Na- : 
tional ‘Intelligencer to be primed in that paper. 
Shortly aftetwards an application was made to 
Mr. A. on the part of the Globe for a copy of 
thems he stated the fact, that they were in the 
possession of the editors of the Intelligencer, but 
the gentleman who applied to him from the Globe, 
having expressed a strong desire to have a copy | 
of them to publish in that morning’s paper, Mr. 
A. wrote a transcript from memory, intending it, |! 


i 


1 
lt 


if: he could, to be verbatim ef literalim, but he || 
found on reading it over that there were verbal | 
alterations, though making no alteration whatever | 
in. the sense, Ele thought it proper to give this 
brief explanation, because persons ata distance 
raight be unable to conjecture why such variations 
should: have occurred, 

Mr. A. concluded by moving that the resolu- 
tions be adopted as an amendment, or substitute, 
for those of Mr. CAMBRELENG. 

The SPEAKER remarked, that the question 
would be on the amendment offerett by the other 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. EYERETT ] 

Mr, ARCHER rose (he said) to move that the 
report and resolutions of the majority of the com 
mittee, rogether with the report of the minority, 
be committed to a Committee of the Whole on | 
the state of the Union, and be made the order of 
the day for that day. 

‘Mr. CAMBRIELENG requested the gentleman 
to amend his motion so as to include the printing 
of the report and resolutions, 

Mr. ARCHER assented, and further amended | 
the motion so as to make it the order of the day | 
for to-morrow, 

The CHAIR remarked, that if the subject was |! 
committed to n Committee of the Whole on the | 
state of the Union, it must take the ordinary place 
on the Calendar, and could not be brought up but || 
by a vote af two-thirds of the House for a sus- 
pension of the rules. 

Mr. ARCHER then said he would confine his 
motion to make it the order of the day for “ to- | 
day. t 

Mr. POLK begged to inquire of the Chair if it |i 
was made the order of the day for “to-day,” i 
whether it would then have the precedence? 

The CHAIR replied in the negative. 

Mr. POLK hoped then it would not be com- 
mitted. 

Mr. WILDE asked what would be its situation 
if the motinn to commit to a Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union prevailed? 

The CHAIR replied, they would be placed 
on the Cilendar, and could be taken up by post- 
poning all the orders of the day, or by laying each 
subject on the table as it came up, till the House 
reached this. 

This point was further discussed briefly by 
Mr. SPEIGHT, Mr. MERCER, and Mr. 
ARCHER. 


į motion prevailed, it would defeat all action upon 
i not taken up to-day, could not be acted upon | 


| his motion. 


lat once perceive the importance of the question, 


; of the Whole on thestate of the Union, they could 


| order for a certain day, and by a voteof the House | 


j been postponed for the purpose of taking up the 


| business to be this: If the recommendation of the 


| would re 
| Houses. 


at once. 


that a decision of a former Congress. had been 
made on this subject, and that that would be the 
last day, according to that decision, on which the 
House could send bills to the other branch. 

Mr. MILLER said he exp€cted that answer; 
and he would suggest whether it would not be 
better to act on such bills as were indispensable 
to-day, and to allow the subject then before the | 
House to lie over till to-morrow. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG suggested to the gentle- 
man from Vi.ginia [Mr. ARcHER] to withdraw 
his. motion to commit to a Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, because if the | 


i 
the resolutions during thè present sessidn. There 
was a bill connected with the subject, which, if 


without a vote of two-thirds of both Houses; he 
therefore hoped the gentleman would not press 


Mr. ARCHER said he was as anxious as the | 
gentleman from New York to avoid a lengthy dis- 
cussion on this subject; but it seemed to him that 
it would be both irregular and derogatory to the 
subject to discuss it any where else than in Com- 
mittee-of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
The House might, if it pleased, resolve, itself | 
instanter into a Committee of the Whole generally, 
and take up any business before it. 

Mr. BURGES thought every gentleman would 


i 


and recollect that it was one of as deep an interest 
te the Union and to the nation as had ever beeg 
discussed in a Committee on the state of the Union. 
Look back to the whole history of the country, 
and the same course had always been taken, and | 
a deviation from that Jong established course had | 
never taken place on far less important subjects | 
than this. | 

With regard to the objections of the gentleman 
from New York, they had been answered: by the 
gentleman from Virginia. When in Committee 


take up whatever bills might be referred to it, and | 
these resolutions likewise. Really, he must say 


course not to refer this matter. It was in order 


i 
Mr. POLK rose (he said) to correct an error 
into which many had fallen, in regard to the par- 
ticular position in which the bill to regulate the | 
deposite of the public money then was. That! 
bill was not in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 


lt had been made the special | 
some fortnight ago, all the orders of the day had | 


several bills relating to the Bank of the United 
States, r 

[Mr. P. here enumerated the several bills.] 

Since then, by various votes of the House, other 
measures have obtained precedence by postponing | 
these bills. Now, he understood the state of the | 
i 
Committee on Foreign Affairs should receive the | 
sanction of the House, the bill involved in it must | 
also be acted upon at the same time, or, if not, it 
quire a majority of two-thirds of botha 


He would suggest to the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Arcuer] what would perhaps econo- | 
mise their time, viz: that they should proceed ; 
forthwith to decide upon these resolutions, for to | 
commit them to the Committee of the Whole on ; 
the state of the Union would be-to bury them. It: 


was very certain that the House would never hear |: 


of them again. [f decision was required the only , 
way to get at it would be to consider the subject | 


i 
i 
H 
; 


to effect an appropriation for the defence of the 
country—at least the recommendatiom contained 


ii in it involved an appropriation of money—the res- 


olution itself must, pursuant to the rules of the 
House, be considered in Committee of the Wholé 
House. lt was a proposition to employ money; 
to expend money; the money of the nation; and 
a large sum of it, too; and was, therefore, an 
appropriation. He would remark that it was 
introduced by an indirect resolution, although it 
could not be carried into effect but bya bill. The 
House could not bind itself to pass it, unless it 
went through committee. By the rules of the 
House, no motion or proposition for a tax or 
charge upon the people can be discussed on the 
| same day it is introduced, and, moreover, it was 
provided that every such proposition should re- 
ceive its first discussion in a Committee of the 
Whole House. Was this nota proposition for 
a tax, ora charge upon the people? lt was, for 
it would take the people’s money and appropriate 
it for purposes which it was not yet certain that 
i the consent of Congress could be obtained. The 
| object was apparent enough. It was done for the 
purpose of forcing down in the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, a bill which 
ought to be specially discussed in that committee. 
It was an ingenious device, now for the first time 
disclosed, to connect the war with the Bank ot 
the United States. We were to have two wars 
together, He thought one would be as much as 
we could wage for the good of the country. 
Another rule of the House provided that no 
| tax or duty should be increased, without being also 
| discussed in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. And the next was, that alt 
proceedings touching appropriations of money 
should be first discussed in the Committee of the 
Whole House. Wasthis nota proceeding touch- 
irg the appropriation of money? We were told 
that it was a proceeding to deliver the United 


i; States from the burden of $7,000,000; but Mr. A. 


thanked God there had as yet been no expression 
of opinion on the part of the House on the sub- 
ject. : 
There were two things which in the course of 


| that it seemed to him altogether out of the ordinary | thie deep anxiety Be had felton this subject singa 


| the commencement of the session, he had observed 
with deep concern. The first was that the prin- 
ciple had been assumed—and it was with unfeigned 
grief he said it—by the majority of that House, 


i| that this dispute with France was to be managed 
i| upon party grounds; that the supporters of the 


Administration were the only pergons to be heard 
upon this subject; that what they proposed must 
be carried in spite of all objections; and that the 
minority were to have no privileges whatever left 
| to them, but to say aye or no, to any proposition 
presented by the friends of the Administration. 
That was the principle assumed, and one which 
he deeply deplored. 

The second thing was that now for the first 
time disclosed, and that was that the two wars 
were to be blended together. That there was to 
| be a war with France and a war with the Bank of 
the United States, carried on at the same time, 
| in such a manner as that one of them would break 
down the other. He repeated that this principle 
had been assumed, a principle the reverse of that 
assumed by the Senate—he hoped he was not out 
of order in alluding to the other body—but it was 
| the reverse of the principle there assumed, and of 
the only principle upon which, in his opinion, the 
country could ever go through a war against a 
i foreign nation, with honor or with advantage to 
the country. Isay (said Mr. A.) it was assumed 
by an act of the minority of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, which act that House did not 
| reprobate as I thought it should have done, by 
' displacing, contrary to long established usage, the 


i 


H 
{ 


j 


‘i chairman of that committee, and placing in his 


i stead another chairman, chosen, to say the least of 
i it, by his own vote. 
The SPEAKER intimated that the gentleman 
| must perceive that these remarks were not in 
order. They were irrelevant to the subject under 
consideration. 

Mr. J.Q. ADAMS said hehad referred to that 
appointment only by way of illustration of the 


‘| principles assumed in the’management of those 


affairs, and which he thought extremely perni- 
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ect, : 

By the rules of the House, then, it was clearly 
and emphatically laid down, that these resolutions 
eguld not constitutionally be passed by the House, 
unless, in the first instance, they were considered 
in Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 
Union. The consequence of not doing so, would 
be to suppress debate; and whenever the friends of 
the Administration, or the acting chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs thought that discus- 
sion had gone far enough, then the screws of the 
previous question would be applied. And then we 
were told that this was the last day in which bills 
could be sent from this to the other House, and 
that we must pass this bill to-day, whether we 
could or not, or it could not pass at all, and the 
buglehors of pa 
be told that we must pass this resolution. 
the previous question shall have been applied, and 
seconded, and when the question shall be taken, 
then we shall be at liberty to go into Committee of | 
the Whole on the state of the Union. After some 
further remarks, Mr. A. concluded, by again con- 
tending that it would be contrary to the Constitu- 


committee. 


i 
{ 

tion to act upon the subject, without going into || 
i 


Mr. CAMBRELENG believed the House would || 
readily pardon him if he did not fellow in the same |; 
tone and temper of the gentleman from Massachu- ji 

| 


Betis. 
and for that gentleman, as well as for the House. 
Mr. C. regretted that on a subjectand an occasion 


which should of itself command unanimity, the |; 
gentleman should have travelled out of his way to | 


cast imputations of the character the House had | 
just heard; and forgetful also of the high dignity 
which that occasion demanded, suddenly descend- | 
ed from the lofty eminence he had so Jately reached. | 
Mr.C. would permit himself to go no further than | 
to disclaim every imputation which the gentleman | 
had thrown wut of a desire orf his (Mr. C.’s) part | 
to connect the war with France with the Bank of | 
the United States. He was no longer an enemy | 
to the bank, in the sense in which the gentleman | 
seemed to refer toit. As it regarded another ques- 
tion which the gentleman thought proper to allude 
to, viz: Mr.C.’s election as chairman of the Com- | 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, the language used by | 
the gentleman was not authorized by the fact. 
The gentleman stated that Mr. C. was made chair- | 
man by his own vote; surely he could not have 
meant that Mr. C. voted for himself, because he | 
must have been aware of the contrary, and was | 
made aware of it at the time when he first made 
the statement. 

With regard to party, Mr. C. could assure the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, and every other | 
member of the Elouse, that he had fot the slight- | 
est desire to make this a party question; and he | 
trusted it never would be so made. He would | 
also further assure the House, that whether they | 
should adopt one orall the resolutions, or proposed 
any modification, which he deemed compatible 
with the dignity, the hcnor, and the interests of 
the country, he would f 
fully join with them. He hoped to see one senti- 
ment pervade all parties—a desire to do the best 
for the country. He believed that sentiment did 
pervade all parties. He saw it there; he saw itin 
the papers from the North and from the South; 
nor was it confined to Administration presses, but 
the papers of all parties seemed inspired with one 
sentiment. Again Mr. ©. disclaiméd the insin- 
uation that had been thrown out that he was 
actuated by considerations of party. 

Mr. COULTER said that this debate seemed 
‘likely to be wandering somewhat unpropitiously 
from that kind of deliberation which ought to pre- 
cede a discussion upon so momentous a question 
ag that now submitted for consideration. He was 
sure that every member of that House must 
appreciate the delicate situation in which the le- 
gislative branches of this country were placed, 
whose movements might prejudice the peace and 
prosperity of fourteen millions of human beings. 
They were, unfortunately, 80 situated, that every 


rty will be sounded, and we shall | 
When |; 


Ele had too much respect both for himself ʻi 


ji Me. L 


most willingly and cheer- |; 


tion, and upon the happiness of a great portion of 
the human race. It was therefore proper that 
| everything shouid be done dispassionately, with 

due deliberation, and in order. He hoped the 
| House would adopt the usual and ordinary pro- 
ceedings. They must perceive that too little time 
remained for the House to adopt any measure 
upon this subject in the tone of temper and delib- 
eration that was requisite; and it would perhaps 
be best to leave everything to the calm delibera- 
| tion of the people, and to the representatives who 
| would come fresh from them at the next session 
of Congress; or they might be convened sooner, 
| if the Executive thought the contingency arising 
| from new circumstances demanded it. 
| events, he hoped nothing would be done irregu- 
i larly, and he coincided with the gentleman from 
i Massachusetts, that this, of all other questions, 
| ought to be debated in Committee of the Whole 
pon the state of the Union. The Constitution 
t 


| required it, and the rule of this House required it. 
! Mr. C. inquired if it would be in order to move 


|! that to-morrow morning, at eleven o’clock, the 


; House should resolve itself into a Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, for the purpose 


į 
i of considering this question. 
| The CHAIR said it would be varying the rules j 


of the House, and would require a vote of two- 
| thirds. 

| Mr. COULTER said they would approach the 
| subject with more calmness in the morning, and 
| he made the motion he intimated above. 

| The subject was further discussed by Messrs. 
MERCER, BURGES, BRIGGS, BEARDSLEY, 
PINCKNEY, HUBBARD, MARSHALL. Me- 
KENNAN,STEWART,J Q.ADAMS,GREN.- 
N EL, COULTER, ARCHER, and WHITTLE- 


l 
i 
{ 
i 


| SEY. 
|| Mr. BEARDSLEY moved to strike out that 


i part of the motion to commit. Negatived-—yeas 
! 110, nays 1114. 

YTLE moved toreconsiderthe vote. Lost 
—yeas 111, nays 113 

| ‘Phe question on Mr. Courrer’s motion was 
| farther discussed by Messrs. CLAY, E. EVER- 
| ETT, REED, and SPEIGHT, and it was adopted 
—yeas 116, nays 107. 


| 
H 
| ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


The House then proceeded to the orders of the 

day,, and acted upon avariety of bills, a full report 
| of which will appear in our next, and the House 
i was still in session when our paper went to press. 
| The questiun was then taken on the amend- 
i‘ ment offered by Mr. BEARDSLEY, and decided in 
! the negative—yeas 110, nays 111. : 
[This vote was first announced to be yeas 112, 
| nays 110. But the vote of one member having 
! been erroneously recorded and an error of another 
| vote having been discovered, the decision was cor- 
rected and declared as above. ] 

Mr. LYTLE moved to reconsider the vote last 
aken. 

Mr. EVANS moved to lay this motion on the 


t 


i 


: table. 
|| Mr. MERCER inquired of the Speaker whether 
i the proposition to lay the motion to reconsider on 
the table would not necessarily include the reso- 
|| lution with it. : sar 
| The CHAIR replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. EVANS withdrew his motion. 
| Mr, BEARDSLEY demanded the yeas and 
| nays on the motion to reconsider; which were 
' ordered, and were—yeas 111, nays 113. 
i So the House refused to reconsider the vote. 
i! Mr. CLAY was not prepared to adopt the reso- 
|! lution offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
i| (Mr. Couzter.] It would be productive of no 
| good at this period of the session. It would be 
|| opening the door fora debate which would occupy 
| the whole time of the House for the remainder of 
|! the session, and result in nothing. Let the resolu- 
| tions of the committee be acted on in the House, 
|| and adopted or rejected. As the report and reso- 
lutions would come up in the morning, as the first 


j 


step they took might, by exasperatipg pride and 
stirring up the human passions, be raising up 
obstacles between friends, where no obstacles 
ought to exist. Every step they took might have 
a prejudicial and most unfortun 


ate bearing upon 


unfinished business, (as be was informed by the 
Chair, in answer to an inquiry,) he would move 
|| to lay the resolution upon the table. — 
| Mr. E EVERETT roseto a question of order. 
| He inquired whether, if the resolution be laid on 


|i 
il 
1} 


H 


the aspect of two countries of immense popula- | 


At all |j 


the table, it would not require a vote of the House 
to take up the report and resolution? an 

After some suggestions by Mr. MERCER, the 
CHAIR made an affirmative response to the in- 
quiry propounded by Mr. EVERETT. f 

Mr. CLAY rose to withdraw his motion. He 
was not aware of its effect upon the report of the 
committee. He hoped the other resolutions offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Cour- 
TER] would not be adopted. Every member who 
had the experience of one or two years in this 
House, must be aware if this subject was sent to 
a Committee of the Whole, and was thus placed 
beyond the control of the House, it would lead to 
an interminable debate. He was not opposed to 
a full investigation of the question, but he could 
not consent, at this late period, to send it to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. REED appealed to the experience of mem- 
bers, if a single instance could be found where a 
questicn of so much importance was not sent to 8 
-Committee of the Whole. This was a question of 
vast importance, and he was surprised that gen- 
tlemen, in order to getiime to act ona little private 
business, should be willing to dispense with the- 
investigation of a subject of such grave import, 
and which may or may not resultin war. A bill 
involving the trifling sum of one hundred dollars, 
could not be passed, under the rules, without first 
going to a Committee of the Whole. Why, then, 
should a motion so important as the present be 
resisted? It was a question which, it had been 
correctly said, should be examined and reéx- 
amined. ` 

Mr. SPEIGHT desired “to refresh the memory 
ofthegentleman from Massachusetts, (Mr. REep,] 
who he believed to be avery honest man, When 
on a former occasion a motion had been made to 
commit the force bill, that gentleman could best 
tell whether he voted for it. Upon another occa- 
sion, when he (Mr: S.) moved to commit the bill 
rechattering the Bank of the United States, the 
gentleman could, if he choose, inform the House 
whether or not he favored the motion. ` 

Mr. REED said that as to the votes referred to 
by the gentleman, they were upon minor subjects 
compared with the one before the House. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY moved a call of the House. 
Negatived. 

The question was then taken on the adoption 
of the resolution offered by Mr. Counter, and 
decided in the affirmative—yeas 116, nays 107. 

So the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. CLAIBORNE moved to take up and con- 
sider the resolution reported by the Committee of 
Elections, relative to the contested election in Ken- 
tucky. 

Mr. HUBBARD calied for the orders of the 
day. 

Agreed to. A 
On motion of Mr. HUBBARD, the rule setting 
apart this day for the consideration of private bills 
was suspened—yeas 122, nays 37. 

Mr. GILMER moved to suspend all the orders 
of the day for the purpose of proceeding to the 
consideration of the joint resolutions in relation to 
an amendment of the Constitution upon the sub- 
ject of electing a President and Vice President of 
the United States. g 

The motion was negatived—yeas 99, nays 104. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing communications: ; 
A letter from the Postmaster General, covering 
a staternent of the net amount of postages received 
in each State and, Territory for the year 1834; 
which, on motion of Mr. CONNOR, was laid on 
the table, and five thousand extra copies ordered 
to be printed; í 
A letter from the Postmaster General, transmit- 
ting a statement of the contracts entered into by 
the department for the past year; which was laid 
on the table, and ordered to be printed; ; 
A letter from the Secretary of War, transmit- 
ting a report and surveys for railroads, made, in 
part, between the Mississippi and the Atlantic; 
which was laid on the table, and ordered to be 


printed. 

Mr. GILMER moved 
extra copies of the report; 
one day. 


to print two thousand 
which motion lies over 


| 


T 


+: And a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
enclosing abstracts cf the amount of official emolu- 
nients of the collectors of the custems; which was 
laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


SENATE BILLS. 


The following bilis from the Senate were read || 


and committed: 
` An act for the benefit of the Corporations of 
Washington, Alexandria, and xeorgetown, in the 
District of Columbia; ae 
An act for the relief of Richard H. Bell; 
An act providing for an increase of the corps of | 
engineers, and for other purposes; 


se 


An act authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- || 


ury to jnvest the amount of the two per cent. 


funds for the road leading’ to the State of Missis- I 


sippi; . 
An act to renew the patent of Joseph Grant; | 
An act for the relief of John Dawedy, an | 

Indian agent; ! 

l 


An act to regulate the deposite of the public i 


money; and i . : 
Anact to authorize the Leavenworth Improving 
Company to locate a certain road through the | 


public lands, 
PENSION AGENCY ON GREEN RIVER. 


The bill from this House, establishing a pension 
agency south of Green river, in the State of Ken- | 


HE CO: 


BE. 


Feb 


SURVEYOR GENERAL IN ILLINOIS. 


The bill to establish the office of surveyor gen- 
eral within and for the State of Illinois was taken 
up. : 
Mr. KSNNARD moved the amendment offered 
by him in Committee of the Whole, to establish 
a similar office within and for the State of Indiana. 


| and the bill was engrossed, read a third time, and 
passed as amended. 


SURVEY OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


A bill to provide for the survey of the public 
lands was read a third time and passed. 

Mr. INGE moved to postpone the orders of the 
day for the purpose of taking up the biil to amend 


grants and perfect titles to certain lands therein 

described, and to settle the claims to the vacant 
| and unappronriated lands within the same, passed 
April 18 h, 1806; which was negatived without a 
count. 


WRIT OF ERROR TO SUPREME COURT. 


A bill to authorize writs of error to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, in cases involving 
patent rights, was read a third time. 

Messrs. FOSTER and BRIGGS briefly ex- 
plained the provisions, and advocated the passage 


tucky, was returned from the Senate with an | 
amendment, striking out a proviso relative to the 
lucation uf the said agency; which was first con- 
curred in by the Elouse; but subsequently, on the 
motion of Mr. HAWES, the House reconsid- 
ered the vote, and refused to concur in the euend- 
ment. 
BILLS PASSED. 


- The following bills were read the third time and 
passed: : 

A biil making appropriations for certain roads, 
and for examinations and surveys for the year 
1835, 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of James Wil- 
sun, deceased; . . 

A bitt for the relief of Sarah H. B. Smith; 


A bill to extend a patent to Robert Bastman for |) 


-Beven years; 
A bail for the relief of the heirs of J cob Smith; į 
A bill to provide (or carrying into effect the con- 
vention with Spain; 
-A bill to provide for the construction of a dry- 
dock for the naval service; 
A bill making appropriations for buoys, light- 
boats, beacans, and monuments, forthe year 1835; 
A bill to organize the several fire companies in 
the District of Columbia; ; 
A bill to extend the charter of the Fire Insur- 
„ance Company of Alexandria; 
A bill farther to amend an act incorporating the 
Cresapeake and Ohio Canal Company; 


A hilleoncerning the Orphan’scourtofthe county |: 


of Washington, in the District of Columbia; 

A bill making. an appropriation for the support 
of the penitentiary in the District of Columbia, 
for the year 1835; and . 

A bill to provide for the holding of extra terms 
of the circnit court for the District of Columbia 
for the trial of criminat causes. 

RIVERS AND HARBORS. 

The bill making additional appropriations for 
the Delaware break water, for certain harbors, and 
removing obstructions in and at the mouth ofi 
certain rivers, for the year 1835, was read the third | 
time; and the question being on its passage, H 

Mr. H. EVERETT demanded the yeas and | 
nays; which were ordered, * | 

Mr. GARLAND moved a call of the House. ' 
Negatived. 

The bill was then passed—yeas 109, nays 65. 


INDIAN ANNUITIES. 


The bill making appropriations for Indian an- |: 


nuities and other similar objects, for the year 1835, 
was taken up, the amendments reported by the 
Committee of the Whole concurred in; when the | 
bill was read a third time and passed. 


BUSTS OF THE PRESIDENTS. 

Mr. LYTLE made an ineffectual attempt to 
take up the joint resolution authorizing Hiram 
Powers to execute marble ‘busts. of the several 
Presidents of ihe United States. 


of the bill. 
| Mr. BATES, in a few words, assigned his ob- 
| jections to the measure. 


| i 
| Mr. THOMAS, of Maryland, said he was un- |! 


expectedly called on to consider this bill, but he 
esteemed the principle involved in ittoo important 
to avoid its discussion, solely because of want of 
preparation, 

The bill proposed. to grant an appeal to an in- 
dividual who felt aggrieved by the decision of one 
of the circuit courts on a contested patent right. 
If it was passed, this House would have disre- 
| garded the provisions of the judiciary law of 1789, 
without good cause. In the law of 1789 an at- 
tempt had been made to fix a boundary between 
į the jurisdiction of the several courts established 
j by the United States, In some cases the decision 
| of the circuit courts was final; in others, an appeal 
| was grauted to the Supreme Court. In all cases, 
when the constitutionality ofa law was questioned, 


because he supposed the tramers of our judiciary 


| of sufficient dignity to need all che knowledge and 
wisdom of the seven Judges in the Supreme Court 
bench to revise and decide them finally. When 


ii the two branches of the National Legislature, with 


the sanction of the Executive Depariment, had 


ji passed a law, there appeared to be no propriety 


In permitting any court, inferior either in numbers 
or attainment to those who presided in the Su- 
preme Court to adjudge it to be null and void. In 
| other cases, by tie sum in controversy, suitors 
were empowered to ascertain when and where the 
right of appeal was withheld or granted. If the 


| the circuit court, exceeded two thousand dollars, 
i then either of the parties had a right to appeal to 


| the highest judicial tribunal. This bill attempted | 
| to suspend the law of 1789, by which the bound- |! 
i 


i aries of the jurisdiction of these several couris 
: were thus established. The constitutionality of 
i the patent law, in this case, has not been contto- 

| verted; neither is it pretended that the amount in 

| controversy exceeds two thousand dollars, 


; numerous bills of the same character. 
fuse to permit the decision of our circuit court to 
be final in the construction of the patent law, then 
| we must relieve against the decision of the same 


: tribunals, where the true construction of the tariff | 
In fact the Com- į 


‘laws was the matter in issue. 
| mittee on the Judiciary had before them a petition 
| from Mr. Sarchet, of Philadelphia—a person well 
| known for his efficient, persevering opposition to 
| the tariff of 1828, asking from Congress a special 
law to enable him to appeal to the Supreme Court 
against the decision of the circuit court of Penn- 
sylvania, by which he was compelled to pay duties 
to the United States on articles which he thought 
were not liable to pay duties to the Government. 
Hovpcould the committee, or the House, with pro- 


The aménd ment was agreed to without a count; | 


the act authorizing the State of ‘Tennessee to issue | 


the Supreme Court had jurisdiction by appeal; | 


system thought questions of that character were | 


amount in controversy in any case pending upon j 


Why | 
l then should Congress interfere? The House can- 
i not fail to see that this bill must be a preeursar of ; 
If were- | 


rucry 27, 
priety grant an appeal in this case and withhold it 
from Sarchet? In his case the amount in contro- 
versy did not exceed ten thousand dollars; yet the 
decision thereon was a.rule of conduct for all 
other persons importing articles of a character 
such as he had introduced into the country, and 
thereby thousands of persons and tens of thou- 
sands ef property might and possibly would be 
affected. He had been opposed to a special law 
for the old patriotic blacksmith, and he was, for 
these reasons, opposed to interfering in those 
cases where the numbers of parties alone gave 
consequence to this petition. The member from 
Massachusetts (Mr. Brees] might be forced from ` 
‘| the straight line by the clamors of unreasonable 
constituents, but he would not, and he hoped the 
{louse would not be driven from safe moorings 
by any such impulses. He was fora general rule 
applicable to all, and if the House thought proper 
to revise the judiciary law of ’89, he was willing 
to inquire into the expediency of providing that 
appeals should be granted from the decisions of 
the circuit court in cases where the amount in con- 
troversy was less than two thousand dollars. But, 
until the general law was changed, he was disposed 
to enforce it against all parties, unless some very 
grievous inconvenience had been shown to exist. 
j In this case he saw no great hardship. The 
party petitioning had enjoyed the benefit of a trial 
by a jury of his own neighbors, and the privilege 
of a hearing before two talented and enlightened 
judges of his vicinage, in a contest with a stranger 
to both tribunals, and he did not think there was 
' much cause to con:plain. 

Mr. WISE moved to lay the bill on the table; 
which was decided in the affirmative—yeas 63, 
nays 6l. iG 

AMENDMENTS TO THE CONSTITUTION. 

The House next proceeded to consider the 'res- 
olutions submitted by Mr. GILMER, relative to 
amendments to the Constitution of the United 
States. 

Mr. GHOLSON remarked, that to avoid dis- 
cussion at this late hour of the session, he was 
induced sto withdraw the amendment heretofore 
offered by him. ` 

The question then recurring on the passage of 
| the first resolution, Mr. GILMER asked for the 
| yeas and nays. 

They were ordered, 

Mr. GORELAM, after some remarks in opposi- 
tion to the proposed amendments, and on the in- 
adequacy of the time remaining of the session to . 
give them that deliberation which their great im- 
portance demanded, moved to lay the whole sub- 
i ject on the table; and, on this question, he asked 
the yeas and nays; which were ordered. 

Mr. PATTON moved a call of the House; but 
before the question was taken, 

Mr. LEWIS moved that the House adjourn, 
rand asked for the yeas and nays; which were 
ordered; and the question was decided in the nega- 
live—yéas 38, nays 136. 

Mr. PATTON then withdrew the motion for a 
call of the House. 

It was renewed byMr. GILLET, but not sus- 
tained by the ELouse. 

Tne question was then taken on laying the res- 
olutions. on the table, by yeas and nays, and de- 
cided in the negative—veas 40, nays 137. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, remarked that, as 
it was understood the Senate had adjourned, but 
little good eould be attained by continuing the 
; House in session at this late hour, it being now 
seven o'clock. He moved the House adjourn. 

The question was then taken by tellers, and de- 
cided in the negative—yeas 62, nays 89. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. EVERETT, of Vermont, after some re- 
marks, moved the previous question. 

The motion was not sustained by. the House. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL moved an amendment, 
and called for the yeas and nays; which were or- 
dered and taken, when there appeared, yeas 59, 
nays 112. 

i Mr. PLUMMER said, upon a proposition of 
| so much magnitude as that of changing the organic 
ii law of the lahd, he considered the origin, progress, 
| and history of governments a legitimate subject of 
i inquiry; and in order toa correct understanding 
| of the foundation upon which our complex system 
"of government was predicated, he considered it 


ea pe enc oe 
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necessary, 
rights, occas 
was by trac 
learned to un 


| 


«s [n the begi 
«the earth. , 
«And God said le 
«yen be gathered together unto one place, and let 


nning God created the heaven and 
t the waters under the hea- 


appear: and it was so.” 


‘the dry land 
here called to order by several 


Mr. P. was 
voices. 

The CHAIR remarked, that he had not yet dis- 
covered what application the gentleman intended 
to make of the quotations he had commenced with, 
and could not, therefore, determine whether they 
were applicable to the subject before the House. | 

Mr. PLUMMER proceeded. He regretted that | 
his remarks should be deemed to be out of order. 
He considered the subject of the greatest impor- 
tance, affecting that organic law placed’ in our 
hands by the fathers of the country, who pledged 
in its support their lives, their fortunes, and their 
sacred honor. If this was two serious a subject 
on which to make Scripture quotations, he would 
like to know where they should be applied. He 
had believed it to strike at the foundations of Gov- | 
ernment, and therefore found it necessary to ap- | 
peal to first principles. In that belief, he would 
proceed.. “ And God said let us make man.” 

Mr. WISE rose to a question of order. It was 
part ofa systematic attempt in the House to kill ; 
these resolutions; to speak ‘them to death. The 
point of order which he made was grounded on 
the irrelevance and profanity of the words uttered. | 

‘Mr. EVANS said he had called the gentleman 
to order on the ground that his remarks did not 
apply to the subject under consideration. 

Mr. PLUMMER took his seat, and the SPEAK- 
er decided that he was not in order; and accord- | 
ing to the rules he could not be permitted to pro- 
ceed in his speech without leave of the House. 

Mr. PLUMMER asked leave to explain. 

The SPEAKER refused to permit him. 

Mr. PLUMMER claimed the privilege to ex- | 
plain as a matter of right under the rules of the | 


House. 
TheSPEAKER denied the right, without leave | 


of the House. 

After some conversation, the CHAIR put the 
question, ‘*Shali the gentleman from Mississippi 
be permitted to proceed with his remarks?” It was 
taken by yeas and nays, and decided in the affirm- 
ative—yeas 135, nays 35. 

Mr. PLUMMER then rose and said, antici- 
pating that the question to amend the Constitution 
of the United States would come up for consid- | 


eration and discussion before the adjournment of || 


the House, he had prepared himself according to | 
the best of his skill and abilities on the subject. ; 
He had followed an example set him by more ; 
experienced debators than himself, and prepared 
his speech beforehand, which then lay before him | 
on hisdesk. It might not contain as many class- 
ical allusions and poetical quotations as the gen- | 
tleman from Virginia (Mr. Wise] was in the 
habit of weaving into his speeches, but he thought | 
that it would be equally intelligible to the people. | 


Although it did not become him to speak in its | 


praise, he flattered himself that it would be worth | 
publishing in pamphlet form, and in circulating | 
among his constituents, and in fact, that it would 
be, when in print, what might be called a pretty 
good speech. He referred to the origin of man, 
and the first formation of Government as regis- 
tered in that Book where the first written laws for 
the government of mankind are to be found on 
record, for the purpose of demonstrating to the 
House the rrinciples he was about to assume In 
relation to the question under consideration. The 
charge of the gentleman from Virginia, {Mr. 


Wise,] that he was speaking against time, was | por 


not true. The intimation of the gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. Wise,] that he was acting under : 
the influence of a party, or any individual on tha 


floor save himself, was unfounded and untrue. :; diency. 
He was incapable of being actuated by any such į; 


Motives, and he had yet to learn that a quotation | 
from that greatest and best of Books, m debate, : 


strued into profanity. 


question, upon the discussion of which a quota- ` 


ii proposed, therefore, as a return for the high com- 


| 
1 


-|| Constitution, and the resolutions he deemed objec- 


+ to have these resolutions ca 


was out of order, or could by possibility be con- | and earried—yeas 96, nays 


If there was any grave |, 


tion might with propriety be made from the Bible, 
he thought it was that which proposed to amend 
that sacred instrument, the Constitution of the 
United States, handed down to us by the patriots 


which our fathers expended their money, perilled 
their lives, and shed their blood. He was highly 
gratified at the overwhelming vote by which he 
had been sustained by the House in opposition to 
the decision of the Chair, and the prompt and 
indignant manner that the members had frowned 
on the attempt to stifle debate on a question of 
great national importance, involving the rights and 
liberties of the American people. His remarks 
were not irrelevant; they were not impertinent; 
they were not profane, as the House had correctly 
decided; nor was it his intention to violate the 
rules of order or decoram. He intended, in the 
course of his remarks, to have adverted to the 
leading principles advocated by that party, (the 
working men,) whose cause he espoused, which 
| he could have done, and made an appropriate 
| application to the question of amending the Con- 
stitution, and it was true that he was anxious to 
be heard; but he could get the substance of his 
intended remarks before the public in the form of 
a circular, which would answer his purpose. He 
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pliment paid him by the House, to yield the floor 
to. the learned and distinguished gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. Wise,] who was capable of making 
a much greater display and flourish on that floor 
than himself, or to any other gentleman who chose 
to occupy it. [There was a general call through- 
| out the House for Mr. P. to proceed, but he 
| yielded the floor.] 

Mr. EVANS then addressed the House. He 
had felt a strong repugnance to claim their atten- 
tion, notwithstanding the importance of the sub- 
ject, in consequence of the short time remaining 
f the session. He was averse to changes in the 
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! tionable. There was but one which he could feel 
disposed to countenance; and that was the prop- 
osition to restrict the presidertial term to six 
years. There was a generally pervading senti- 
ment among the people of this country in favor 
of that project, and he might be induced to yield 
to it his assent, though he did not esteem it of 
essential importance. He was utterly opposed to 
fall the remainder. First, they recognised the 
plurality system of elections, while various States 
adhered to the majority mode, and held the other 
| most unsafe and impolitic. It would be deemed 
extremely unjust in the latter to ask or compel 
| the former to abandon their views, and adopt the 
majority system. Again, they abolishéd the dis- 
trict system, which would destroy the influence 
and power of the smaller States. A majority of 
one vote, in the largest State, might control all of 
her forty electors, and cause them to be thrown 
| for an individual. Had the last election been con- 
ducted on the district system, it would have been 
seen to:have been a much more closely contested 
one than it had been supposed to be. Mr. E. 
said, if this resolation was so modified as to give 
prevalence to the district system of electing, he 
did not know but he might be induced to go for 
it. The third resolution he considered decidedly 
the best of the three, though even for this he could 
see no urgent necessity. He had been anxious 

i Imly deliberated upon 
à thrown no obstacles in 
n., If he could not vote 


y the House, and had 
he way of their discussio ty 
| for them himself, he would not bar the opinions | 
‘of others. lt would require two-thirds of the 
| House to sanction them, and in their custody he 
! believed they could safely be reposed. 

Mr. BOULDIN said, that considering the im- 
| mense amount of business before the House, and 
i the short time for calm reflection on such an im- 
tant topic, he should feel impelled to vote 
against all three of the resolutions. But in doing | 
so, he wished it to be distinctly under 
he expressed no opinion on their merits or expe- 


moved that the House ad- 
ken by yeas and nays, 
ai; 


| Mr. HANNEGAN 


i journ. The question was ta 


of the Revolution, and for the establishment of |; 


i calle 


i| «swering à 


stood that į 
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IN SENATE. 
SATURDAY, February 28, 1835. 

A message was received from the President of 
the United States, transmitting a communication 
from the General Post Office’ in regard. to the 
number of clerks there employed. 

Mr. WEBSTER said, as the Committee on 
Finance were about to report to the Senate the 
general appropriation bill for defraying the civil 
and diplomatic expenses of the Government for 
the year 1835, and as in the army appropriation 
bill the usual sum for the support of the Military 
Academy at West Point had been omitted, under 
the expectation that a special act would come up 
from the other House on that subject, and as 
nothing of that kind had yet appeareed, he was 
| instructed by the committee to ask the instruc- 
tions of the Senate to insert the usual sum in the 
general appropriation bill; which was agreed to. 

CREDENTIALS OF HON. BEDFORD BROWN. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate the credentials of the Hon. Beprorp Brown, 
| a Senator elect from the State of North Carolina 
for six years from and after the third of March 
next. 


EXPLANATIONS. 


Mr. EWING said: Shortly after the report of 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads 
was presented to the Senate, an address of O. B: 
Brown appeared in the Globe, and has sirce-been 
copied into most of the other papers in the city, 
containing some charges of grave import against 
the committee. As to his statements, which do 
not touch the general course pursued by the com- 
pittee, I shall not notice them. His testimony, 
and that of the witnesses who speak of his con- 
duct as a public officer, are published with the 
report; and all who desire it, can satisfy them- 
selves on those subjects. There are, however, 
two of his statements as to the course adopted by 
the committee in the examination, which I think 
it proper here to notice. 

He says, that he was ‘denied by the committee 
‘the privilege of being heard in His own defence, 
‘or even of being informed of an accusation 
‘against him, before he learned it from the re- 
‘ port.” 

Now, sir, on this subject I can only say, that it 
was the opinion of the committee that all persons 
| implicated by the. evidence which they took, 
i should have information of all that was alleged 
against them; and that they should be heard and 
allowed to produce evidence in. their own justifi- 
cation. The mode of communicating this in- 
formation was a subject of frequent discussion 
between some of the members of the committee, 
and it was at last settled that the chairman should 
exercise his own sound judgment and discretion 
in giving this information. This was not by any 
formal order, but precisely in the way in which 
the chairman thought he ought to be authorized 
to communicate to any and each of the officers, 
and each individual implicated, all the information 
| that might be necessary to give them a full oppor- 
! tunity for explanation. I never inquired of him 
| what information he saw fit to give any one under 
this authority; but Mr. Brown was called and 
permitted to testify in exculpation of his own 
conduct, and of the coyrse of the department, 
on every subject on which the chairman thought 
proper to call him. The volume of his testimony 
which accompanies the report will show this fully, * 
| especially when it is known that he never was 
d, except by. the request of the chairman, 10 
explain some transaction in which he or the de- 
| partment seemed to be implicated. 

The second allegation which I have thought 
necessary to notice, is as follows: ‘* When under 
«oath before the committee, 1 was not advised of + 
‘any points on which I was to be examined, nor 
‘the object of any inquiry made; and after an- 
ll the questions which any member of 
‘the committee thought proper to propound, I 
‘was not permitted to hear the testimony read 
‘over, to know whether it was taken down cor- 
‘rectly, or to correct any erroneous Impression 
‘which it might be calculated to make.” 

The latter clause of this statement is wholly 
i contrary to the fact. The chairman conducted 
| this part of the business of the committee, and I 


| 


| 
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So, at half past eight o'clock, the House ad- 
‘` journed. f 


| observed that he frequently, though not always, 
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asked the witnesses to read, or hear read, their 
testim ny before it was signed. He generally 
did so, if the statement was long or complicated. 
The question was, l believe, always written down 
and read to the witness, before he answered, and 
the-answer was always read over to the witness 
afier it was written, before it was passed by; and 


l know there was no case in which a witness was | 


refused: permission to read, or to hear read, his 
deposition before he signed it. 


1 wish the chairman to say what he understands | 


to have been the course pursued by the committee 
on these subjects, 

Mr. GRUNDY remarked that he would state 
all he recollected upon the two points referred to 
by the Senator from Ohio, (Mr. Ewine,] and Í 
can make myself better understood: by noticing, 
in the first place, the point last named. 

As chairman of the committee, the form of pro- 
ceedings seemed to devolve on me. 1, of course, 
when a difficulty presented itself, consulted the 
other members. 

The practice in relation to the examination of a 


witness was this: When he presented himself, he ; 


was sworn, A question was then pat to him by a 
member of the commiitee. Í immediately stated 
to the witness that he was not then to answer, but 


might consider what his answer should be, until | 
the clerk wrote down the question aud read it to | 
him. After the question was written and read by | 
the clerk, the witness gave his answer, which was | 


written down, and read to the wituess and the 
committee. After the testimony of a witness was 
gone ihrough, L stated to the witness, that if he 
was satisfied with his evidence as read to him, he 
could then sign bis deposition; and if he dd not 


feel satisfied, he could have it read to him by thé || 


clerk, or read it himself. [a some tew instances, 
where | was not sure that the answers. of the 
witness, as written, conveyed his true meaning, I 
named to the witness that he had better take the 
deposicion and read it over himself before he 
signed it; and this was sometimes done. 

This practice, as I have stated it, was generally 
pursued; and [have no recollec.ion of a departure 
from ıt in the case of Mr. Brown, Of one thing 
l am confidént. 


requested it. 

gl. As to the opportunity afforded to persens 
implicated or affected by testimony taken by the 
committee, this was, to my mind, a very delicate 
subject. To prevent the proceedings of the com- 
mittee from assuming the character of a trial, 
rather than an inquiry, and at the same time to 
procure the introduction of testimony which might 
place transactions upon their true ground, was a 
subject of frequent conversations among Ure mem- 
bers. At last it seemed to be understood that | 
might act upon that subject accordivg to my own 
diccretion, taking care that no improper use Should 
be made of any communication I might make for 
the purpose of obtaining the objects in view. 
Under the authority conferred on me, 1 did not 
feel willing to disclose whatany particular witness 
had sworn; but stated, for instance, to. Mr. Ree- 
side that the order of the Postmaster General was 


No witness was ever réfused | 
an opportunity of reading his testimony, if he 


to carry a daily mail from Bedford to Washington, | 
in Peonsylvania; that the department had so paid | 


for it, that the proofs taken did not show a per- 
formance on his part; and if he would name any 


witnesses who could establish his performance, | 


they should be summoned. And in this way 


witnesses were brought forward and examined ; 
upon several cases investigated by the committee. | 

Asto Mr Brown’s transactions with Mr. Por- |! 
ter, he did intimate a wish to know what had been | 
I stated I did not feel at | 
liberty to tell him; but stated that I intended to ; 
call on him as a witness, and hecould tellall about ! 


sworn by Mr. Porter. 


it. My reasons for not stating to Mr. Brown 


what Mr. Porter had sworn, were, first, that it! 


would be disclosing the testimony of a particular 


witness; aud, second, Mr. Porter and Mr. Brown | 


were the only persons who had a knowledge of 
the transactions; and I thought the surest way to 
arrive at the truth was to let each give his own 
account, without knowing what the other had said. 
I will further add, that I was present at the 
examination of every witness, whose testimony 
was taken by the committee, during the whole 
investigation. ; 
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; would eventually be done to us by an honest pub- 
i lic, when the result of the examinations of all par- | 
ties should be fairly communicated to that public. |: 
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| 
| 
| 


| niated by a portion of the newspaper press. What 


Mr. SOU THARD remarked that he had a per- 
fect recollection that the witness referred to [Mr. 
Brown] did, on more than one occasion, read over 
the testimony which he had given, ag it was taken 
down by the clerk of the committee, and that he 
also did, on one or more occasions, decline reading 
it because it had been taken down as he wished it, 
and had been read to him. If he did not read 
every part of it, itwashis own fault. He wason 
no occasion, in my presence, refused permission 
to read it. ; oe 

This witness was never taken by surprise, so as 
to. be. obliged, on any point, to give an answer 
hastily. When he had any hesitation, or desired 
to look at books or papers, or refer to the officers 
of the department, he was permitted to do so, and 
frequently had such permission, and availed him- 
self of it; sometimes delaying an answer for one or 
two days. And it also sometimes happened that 
he was directed by the committee to make exam- 
ination of papers and books, when he had not 
expressed any desire to do so. 

Mr. ROBINSON said, as a member of the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, ! 
indisposition had prevented him from being pres- | 
ent during the whole of the investigation. But | 
upon no occasion, so far as came within his 
khowledge, was any witness denied the privilege 


í 


and well recollects of many witnesses so doing, 
Mr. CLAYTON said he had warned the mem- 
bers of the committee not to suffer the opportuni- 
ties which the session offered them to pass, without | 
their unanimous contradiction, on the floor of the 
Senate, of all such aspersions upon them, and mis- 
representations of their conduct while engaged in 
this investigation, as they had just exposed. 


tice done to those who engage in such invesuga- : 
tions, i 
the last session, he hed concurred in the report of | 
| 
| 


| the majority made near the close of that session, 


and after the adjouroment of Congress, he had | 
been astonished.at the number and enormity of į 
the misrepresentations of the party press sustain- 
ing the department, arraigning the conduct of the 
committee. But, sir, said he, at the last session a 
committee had been appointed by the other House, 
to reéxamine the matter we had inquired of while 
the Senate’s committee was also directed to pro- 
ceed with their investigation; and, though grossly 
traduced and calumutated as the committee was 
pending the last elections, by the party newspaper 
press, for what had been done, yet 1 was content 
to bear this abuse at the time, believing that justice 


Our report has been reéxamined, and the result 
bas been, that the different committees have now | 
carried their condemnation of the conduct and 

management of this department, far beyond the } 
point at which we had arrived last year, by that! 
investigation, for which we were so grossly calum- 


has been the consequence to those who made the 
i 


last reports? Sir, even the majority of the com- jj 


mittee in the other House, composed as it was 
of the political friends of the Executive, had no 
sooner presented their report, condemning the i 
outrageous misconduct of the Post Office Depart- 
ment, than an altempt was made to denounce that 
majority, and the conclusions to which the hon- | 
orable géntlemen who thus reported, had arrived, | 
were also declared to be the results of party disci- || 
pline and -party spirit. Yes, sir, the very men, 
who, it was confidently declared last year, would 
expose our errors, have confirmed our judgment; || 
and though reluctantly driven to this resu't, a | 
portion of the press has denounced them also as i 
acting merely from party motives! What justice 
then have my friends on this committee, appointed 
by a persecuted Senate? to expect from such 
sources? Sir, { warn them again that the blood- 
hounds of the political kennel, which is maintained 
on the spoils of victory, will be let loose on their 
trail, the moment they shall leave this city, and 
forego for six months longer an opportunity of ij 
exposing every falsehood against them which is || 
now hatched or undergoing the process of incuba- 
tion. Let them stand on the alert, and resort to li 


| 
| 
i 
i 
i 


i 
i 
| 
| 


| 
[ He || 
had heretofore had some experience of the injus- |) 


As a member of this committee during į! 


their agsociates on the committee, as well as every 
other source within their reach, for a justification 
of their course, while they have an opportunity to 
do so. The moment the session closes, leave 


‘them powerless and defenceless, while they pre- 


sent a shining mark for the envenomed shafts of 
the most rancorous and dangerous of all part 


| spirit—that party spirit, sir, which contends for 


pay. ; 

COMMUNICATION FROM WAR DEPARTMENT. 
The VICE PRESIDENT communicated a let- 

ter from the War Department, transmitting a list 

of the persons employed in the Indian depart- 

ment under the act of 30th June last, for the year 


| 1834. Also, a report of Mr. Featherstonhaugh, 
| who was charged with making a mineralogical 
j and geological survey of the southwestern terri- 


tory. 
‘REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HENDRICKS, from the Committee on 
Roads and Canals, reported a bill making appro- 
priations for certain roads, and examinations, and 
surveys for the year 1835. 

Mr. POINDEXTER, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, reported, without amendment, the 
bill to establish a surveyor general’s office in Mli- 


of reading over his testimony after it was taken | Ris and Indiana. 


down by the clerk, before the witness signed it; || 


Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on 


Naval Affairs, reported a bill from the House for 


the erection of a dry-dock for the naval service. 
Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on 
Pensions, reported the bills from the House 
granting pensions to Joseph Mead and William 
Lawrence, and reported that the bill granting a 


i pension to Elizabeth Swain, and to, restore to 


certain invalid pensioners the amount of pensions 
by them relinquished, ought not to pass. 

Mr. TYLER, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported a bill making an ap- 
propriation for the support of the penitentiary of 
the District, ; 

Aiso, the bill to extend the charter of the Fire 
Insurance Company of Alexandria; ; 

Also, a bill for the relief of Elizabeth Wilson, 
Ann C. Wilson, and Malinda A. Campbell; 

Also, a bill to organize the several fire compa- 


i nies in the District; and 


Also, a bill concerning the Orphans’ court of the 
county of Washington. 

Mr. BLACK, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported unfavorably upon the bill 
for the relief of the heirs of Jacob Smith. 

He also reported a bill for the relief of the heirs 
of William Pollard. ; 

Mr. LEIGH, from the Judiciary Committee, 
reported a bill to extend the patent of Robert East- 
man. 

Mr. SHEPLEY, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported the bill from the House for the relief of 
Sarah H. B. Stith. : 

Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Naval Committee, 
reported the biil from the House for the relief of 
Elizabeth Mays, without amendment. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 
Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on Fi- 


i nance, reported the bill from the House making 


appropriations for the civil and diplomatic ex- 
penses of the Government for the year 1835, with 
sundry amendments. 

Mr. WEBSTER moved to take up the billand 
agree to those amendments, to which he supposed 
there could be no objection, and leave others pro- 
posed by the committee, which were to strike out 
certain diplomatic appropriations, which might 
give rise to discussion, until progress had been 
made in its engrossment. 

The bill was then considered as in Committee 
of the Whole, and the amendments reported by 
the committee were severally agreed to. 

Mr. CLAY, by instruction of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, offered an amendment ap- 
propriating $1,300 to pay John Randolph Clay, 
United States chargé to Russia, the amount found 
to be due him upon a réinvestigation of his ac- 
counts, Also, $5,015 62 to Nathaniel Niles, late 
chargé to France, being an amount found to be 
due him on the settlement of his accounts. The 
amendment was. agreed to, and the bill was then 
laid on the table. 
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ee : 

PUSLIC PRINTER., f 
Mts, PRESTON moved that the Senate proceed i 

to the election uf a printer, on the part of the H 

Senote, for the next Congress. f 
Mr, CLA Y said 


he had made eome opposition | 
to this mouon ona 
ation that the Llouge wo 


former occasion, in the expect- |; 
uld, by this time, have |; 

chosen their printer. As they had not done so, 
he now waived any further objection to the pro- li 
ceeding. Hf 


n BEN? 


i 
$ 


TON said, he intended to move co- 
tawporaneously fur the consideration of his joint i; 
resolution to repeal the jomit resolution of 1319. 

Mr, POINDEXTER hoped the Senate would 
not go t0 the consideration of the joint resolution; 
he was fearful of tree: hour speeches. 

Mr. PRESTON expressed his disposition to | 
ecoummodate the genCenan from Missouri, but i 
the resulation for electing a printer was offered © 
two weelts ago, and if the law was to be complied |: 
with, there was no fitter occasion for it than the 
present. Lle, therefore, persivied in hig motion 
upon which 

Mr. WRIGHT dem 
which were ordered. ji 

Mr. BENTON said he had been quite unfortu- 
nate for two sessions past in his enueavors to get i, 
up his juint resolution, Last session he failed in| 
getting it up, and he was no more successful at ; 
this. For when he introduced it, and it was ré- | 
erred to a comrainee, they reported it back again, - 
gaying there was no occa: ion to act upon it, Mr. 
B. said, being in the minority as he was here, and į 
having twice exerted himself to geta decision from | 
the majority on the question of repealing the joint : 
resoluuion of 1819, he now gave notice that we | 
had no right to go into this election; that alpro 
ceedings under that statute are as a dead letter; i! 
and that, whatever we do with regard to the choice | 
of a printer for the next Senate, he considered as |, 
null and void, and that it would be the duty of the 
next Senate, unless they were disposed to acqui- ;; 
esce in the choice, to disregard the election, and | 
have their printing done as they shall think proper. | 
Fie thought the course pursued in 1819 for the 
purpose of having the printing done, was not the 
most advantageous for the country. We have | 
had lamentable proofs since of what it has cost us, 
perhaps not less than $130,000 at the last session, `! 
and the ingenuity of printers has been put to its ut- 
most stretch to find ont old objects for employment |, 
upon, the effect of which is to sustain party presses | 
during along vacation. Inthis, and in thisooly, the 
election of a printenanswers a good purpose. Gen- |! 
tlemen havemade, and are daily making, complaints į 
of abuses in other branches of the Government, 
when we have nooccasion to go outofourown body 
to search forthem. -They exceed here all ihe other 
branches of the Government put together, includ- 
ing the Post Office, When large objects corae 
forward with propositions to print, and inquiries 
are made as to their utility and expense, some gen- 
tlemen are always furnished with an answer, that 
it is to be done in so many days, and at such a 
price, and when itis paid for, iLsometimes amounts | 
to one, two, three, and four times as much, He: 
wished the Secretary would say what was the) 
amount of the new appropriation for the printing © 
of the Senate in the bill which had just been up, | 
and whether for specific or general objects. i 

Mr. HILL observed that there was more than 
one item, 

‘The Secretary read the amendment in the 
$20,000, 

Mr. BENTON resumed. 
tended here, the other day, mos r 
the morning till the stars appeared in the evening, 
making head against an appropriation of some : 
fifteen thousand dollars for the establishment of; 
branch mints. We fought manfully against an ; 
appropriation which is intimately connected with | 
the currency of the country, in which the people ii 
have a direct interest. Buthere appropriations of; 
thirty or forty thousand dollars are made for print- : 
ing, with scarcely an inquiry into the amount 
And where are those books for which these enor 

“mous expenditures are made? Piled up in your. 
ante room against the wall. Too numerous to, 
remove, and, like the Vicar of Wakefield’s picture, 
too large to be got up; there they lie piled up against 
the wall. If we must go on in this way, it will be 


i 


ki 


unded the yeas and nays 


billL— | 

i 
He believed we con- 
t manfully, from 


| passed the joint resolution iy 1819, the proposi- 
l tion would not have received the slightest coun- 


| ishment of the survivors of.that committee, to see | 


i; hundred and fifty thousand dollarsa year founded 
i: on their act? Theirastonishment would be exces- 


i toa printer. 


: and if a disagreea 


‘ ution of the honorabl 


| found that in 1819 a joint resol 
; regulating 

| printing of 
į prices wer 


- "Whatever doubt there ma 


! tion of the resolution of 181 
i as to that of 1829, 


' next session; and 


: that body. 
that great a 


necessary after a while to build an additional wing 
to the Capitol to hoid them. These great abuses 
have their root and their origin in the appointment 
of these public printers, who are indefatigable in 
their exertions to find out fat jobs for themselves 
for the vacation, and there can be no sort of doubt 
that if this could have been foreseen by those who 


tenance. The committee of 1819 thought the 
xpenditure then was large, and introduced that 
oint resolution as an’ experiment only, in the 
hope of currecting it. What would be the aston- 


t 


an expenditure of one hundred and forty or one 


sive that we had not got rid of an experiment 
which had worked so contrary to their views and 
the perpetuity which has attended it. The House 


i has thus far declined acting on their resolution, 


and if that body has decided that to elect a printer 
new, would be an encroachment upon the rights 
of the next House, ought this branch to act in 
contradiction to them? Ought we not to postpone 
that,’ which is in itself an evil, when so good an 
example has been given us? ‘The next Senate is 
competent to provide its own printer, and we can 
leave the Secretary of the Senate, in the mean 
time, to bave the printing done by jobs. Mr. B. 
considered the election now, as null and void, and 
he wished his voice to go forth against it—that 
the next Senate were no more bound to receive a 


printer imposed upon them by us, than they were | 


to receive the ink, stationery, or wood, that we 
might provide them; and although they might ac- 
quiesce in receiving it, yet, 
they might reject the whole of it. So with regard 
if we should elect a man who might 
be disagreeable to them, they might say they 
would have no printer, or they would have their 
printing done on contract of the Secretary, by job. 
Although the Senate is a permanent b 
persons employed by it are not so. Mr. B. said 
he, for one, would not submit to the imposition; 
bie man should be imposed upon 
him by men who were just leaving their seats, 
every effort should be made to rout him from his 
place. Aye, torouthim from his place; and if that 
did not succeed, he wouid try to prevent his obtain- 
ing enormous jobs; and he now gave notice of that 
intention, so that no Llame or censure could attach 
to that body. 

Mr. PRESTON said that when the joint reso- 
e gentleman was referred to 
his attention was turned 
ng of Congress; and he 
ution was passed, 


the Judiciary Commitee, 
to the history of the printi 


permanently the mo 
the two Elouses executed, so fa 
e the subject of regulation; and the 
practice has been to elect by ballot ever since. 
9, there can be none. 
because it reénacted that of 
he printing to be done bya 
printer who was to be elected by ballot. The 
practice, then, was of fourteen years’ standing; and 
it was sustained by a joint resolution of the two 
Houses. The gentleman from Missouri says that 
this Senate has noright to impose a printer on the 
next Senate; but in 1629 the honorable gentleman 
ustained the principle of imposi ; on th 
now, for the first time, !8 this 
ced illegal, and discourteous to 
honorable gentleman says, t00, 
here, which are not ex- 


1819, and required t 


practice pronoun 
The 
buses exist 
ceeded even in the Post Office. 
doubt exist in every department 0 
ment. But if the whole sum for 
were wasted and thrown away; i 
compared to the abuses in the Post Office. 
the increase in the w 
ernment is in the same ratio as 
In 1819 it was from fifteen to tw 
dollars. Now strike out the p 
office documents, and it is not 
In other branches, the printing. 
the same ratio. But the Senate 1 c 
the President and House of Representatives; and 
it is necessary to appeal to our common 

and are we, then, to retrench here, an 


f the Govern- 
printing here 
t could not be 
But 


the increase here. 
enty thousand 


has increased in 


if they did not Jike it, ; 


ody, yet the ; 


de of getting the | 
ras the | 


Great abuses no | 


hole expenditure of the Gov- i 


i 
H 
{ 
i 
l 
ì 


y be as to theinterpreta- |. 


ng a printer on the |; 


| 


i 
1 
} 


rinting of thesé land il 
double that of 1829. |! 


sin opposition to i 


masters; ! 


d give up © He 


the whole field of public opinion to them to op- 
erate in? The President’and the House of Rep- 
resentativés each incur greater expenses for print- 
ing than we do. We are bound to send informa- 
tion of our doings to those who sent us here; it-is 
extremely necessary. The press is used for the 
pupose of sending abroad ex parte information, and 
we are bound to counteract such proceedings. He 
was disposed to correct abuses hereas much as any 
gentleman, and would be glad to see the public 
printing done independently of the public press of 
the country, and would gladly. go: for a public 
printing press, if it was practicable. The honot- 
able gentleman’s objection to electing a printer 
has a two-fold effect. First, that the printer 
solicits useless jobs; and second, that the Senate 
grants them, and that these abuses are the neces- 
sary consequences of electing a printer. If this 
be so he was willing to reform the evil. He would 
not vote for any measure, but upona conscientious 
conviction that the public welfare requiredit. He 
was willing to reform at home first, and to begin 
upon his own friends too. But if gentlemen are 
willing to reform here, let them go to reform the 
executive printing; let them begin at the White 
House, and he would be very glad to see the honor- 
able gentleman’s talentsin saving the money of the 
country employed in that quarter. It is proper, 
therefore, to proceed to this election now——the pres- 
ent printer has a large and expensive establish- 
ment—he has a large capital employed, and if he ` 
is not to be the printer, he ought to know it. But 
whether he is elected or not the successful person 
ought to make his arrangements—he did not know 
what the result might be, hé hoped an individual 
of his politics might be chosen, he trusted he 
would—but he wished it might be terminated in 
some way. i 
Mr. BENTON said the plan he would propose 
for having the public printing done hereafter, was 
the one he should read. {Mr. B. then read a pas- 
sage from the réport of the committee of 1819, in 
favor of the establishment of a national printing 
office.] This, he said, is the way the British Par- 
iament does its printing, and it is the best in the 
World. He said, when up before, thatthe abuses 
of printing in the Senate exceeded that of all the 
other departments of the Government, the Post 
| Office included; and this is to be dated from the 
point at which we started, In 1819, the-total for 
the Senate was $8,000, and for the House $15,000. 
What is it now? He did not know, nor did he 
believe any body else knew. For here, in the 
general appropriation bill are some $20,000 for 
arrearages. - What is the increase of $120,000 be- 
yond $8,000? It is not quite 20 to 1, but itis 16 
or 17 to 1. Now, in what department of the Gov- 
ernment will you find an increase of 16 or 17 fold? 
Mr. B. said the honorable gentleman from South 
Carolina wanted him to try to reform at the White 
House, or some of the other departments. But 
how should he succeed there, when all his efforts 
here, although aided by the influence of the gen- 
tleman, are so unsuccessful? If, with the assist» 
ance of those who preach retrenchment here, he 
could effect nothing, how could he do it there? 
| Mr. B. said he had taken his stand upon the inher- 
ent right of each House to provide its printing, 
fuel, and stationery. Here we have ordered a 
! document to be printed of some 4,000 pages, 3,500 
of which have been delivered. Now what use can 
had not looked into it, and 
rd any reference made 
f it have been struck 


| 


i 


i to at. 
‘off. Only a sing 
A 


ed, the rest 
The gentle- 


he floor to be corrected. 
nting was used else- 
he would consider 
er on the same ground. 
ter who corresponded in 


yield the f 
STON said if pri 
| where to sustain party presses, 


, he would 


Mr. PRE 


‘it but fair to elect a print 
would vote fora prin 
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olities with ‘himself,. while others disavowed the 
intention of making jobs. .-. - 
: Mr. BENTON resumed : Good! The honorable 
gentleman would do something- here countervail- 
ing what was done elsewhere. He (Mr. B.) would 
-wash:foullinen for no party in the world. 
: “ruption exists-among. partisan printers, and- the 
gentleman denounces it, and they are susiained by 
` corrupt jobs, we will net countenanceit. He (Mr. 
“B.):came herein 1820, and. the printing went on 
then as it did previously, and, therefore, he did not 
‘jnquire into.it... As regards the argument derived: 
from the great expenses of the person whom the 
gentleman. proposed to elect, what is it but an ar- 
gumeiit in favor of perpetuity of office? Lf he bas 
-< anade his calculations upon the perpetuation of his 
party, ig that our concern? He was elected for 
two years and he has kept it, and it is not our 
affair? If his large establishment shall be paraded 
before us again next year, Mr. B. said he should 
pay no attenuon whatever to.it. And if gentlemen 
: will put an officer upon the next Senate, not ac- 
“ceptable. to, them, it will be the duty of the next 
Senate to vindicate itself. bt is time for gentlemen 
to take warning now. 7 
. Mr. PRESTON said he could not permit the 
honorable gentleman from Missouri to put him in 
; à position to defend either here or elsewhere what 


he did not defend—-he knew nothing at all about 


this land document. And if jobs have been im- 
properly given, the gentleman would not be inore 
prompt than be waa to correct it. Nor did he 
say. that corruption would bear him out in corrup- 
tion, Mr. P. suid wherever itexisted, he was its 
enemy. 
Senate be changed, who will gentlemen elect as 
their printer? A man opposed to the Executive? 
No. The gentleman says, each Llouse has the 
right. to appoint its own officers, under the Con- 
stitution.. Certainly it has. Gut it is competent 
for both [louses to fix certain principles by which 
such appointments shall be regelated, and that 
has been done for this case. Ele was in favor of 
d national printing. office, But it was useless to 
think of jt now—there was not time to mature and 
effect such a thing at the present session. x 
“Phe question being on -proceeding to the elec- 
tion, it was decided in the affirmative by the fol- 
lowing vote: 

YEAS—Messrs, Bell, Bibb, Black, Calhoun, 
Clay, Clayton, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Goldsbo- 
rough, Elendricks,Keut, Knight, Leigh, Mangum, 
Moore, Naudain, Poindexter, Prentiss, Preston, 
Robbins, Silsbee, Smith, Southard, Swift, Tum- 
iinson, Tyler, Webster—27. 

NAYS—Miessra.. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, 
Cuthbert, Grundy, Hull, Kane, King of Georgia, 
Linn, Melsean, Morris, Robison, Ruggles, 
Shepley, Tallmadge, Tipton, White, Wright—I18. 

The Senate then proceeded to ballot for printer, 
when the following was the result: 


Gules & Seaton ve ccecuserecce iste aa tices 12 
Blair. oo... EEEN Gon Cee Seige a aaaea 2 
Didf Greem sc... eee E OEE EEA eetesl 
Blir & Rives. evere ibe dele Ris Sole es CEEE 
Creer o on cee eaes Sib. a gle iN Shs gecere ade FSR Selene Q 


No. person having received a majority ~of the 
wiele number of votes, 


Mr. BENTON moved to postpone the subject |; 


to the first day of next session, and on that ques- 
tion demanded the yeas and nays; which were 


ordered, and the question was determined in the: 
negative by a vote ul—-yeus 18, nays 28; as follows: i! 


YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, 
Cuthbert, Grundy, Ully Kane, King of Georgia, 
Linn, McKean, Morris, Robinror, Ruggles, 
Shepley, Tallmadge, Tipton, White, Wright—18, 

NAYS—Messrs.. Bell, Bibb, Black, Calhoun, 
Clay, Crayton, Ewing, Bielioghuyscn, Golds- 


borough, Hendricks, Kent, Knight, Leigh, Man- | 


gum, Moore, Naudain, Poindexter, Porter, Pren- 
tiss, Preston, Robbins, Silsbee, Southard, Swift, 
Tomiinson, Tyler, Wagzarian, Webster—28. 

The Senate then balloted eight times success- 
ively without effecting. a choice. The ballot 
were as follows: 


5, 


21,30. 4th. Sth. &h. Tih Sth Oh 
Gales & Seaton..13 16 J6 37. 18 39 20 18 
Blair & Rives...16 13 17-12-16. 14 -13 46 
Duff Green....15-15 13 11 19 H 9 40 
EBlanks..,...... 1 1 0 0 0.0.0 9 
Mrs. Royall... 0 1 1 1 2 1 4 1 


If eor- j 


But if the poliucal complexion of the | 


Mr. POINDEXTER then suggested thatit must 
be seen by every Senator that we could not elect a 
printer now. He would not make a motion, but 
he thought we had better postpone the matter till 
Morday next. ` f 

The Senate then balloted five times suċcessively, 
without making a choice. The ballots were as 


follows: A 
10th. T1th. 12:h. 13th. 14th. 


Gales & Seaton ,......22 23 20 22 22 
Blair& Rives.seeee..17 13 9 j6 15 
Daf Green. ......03. 9 6 17 7 8 
Blanks......0.......0 0. 0 0 1 
Mrs. Royall.......... 0 1 0 0 0 
William A. Rind...... 0 2 2 J 2 


Mr. WRIGHT then moved that the subject be 
indefinitely postponed, and on the question, de- 
manded the yeas and nays; which were ordered, 
and are as follows: 

YHAS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, 
| Grundy, Hill, Kane, King of Alabama, King of 
Georgia, Linn, McKean, Morris, Robinson, 
Ruggles, Shepley, Tallmadge, Tipton, White, 
“Wright—18. 

NA YS—Messrs. Bell, Bibb, Black, Clay, Clay- 
ton, Cuthbert, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Goldsbo- 
rough, Elendricks, Kent, Knight, Leigh, Man- 
gum, Moore, Naudain, Poindexter, Porter, Pren- 
tiss, Preston, Robbins, Silsbee, Smith, Southard, 
Swift, Tomlinson, Tyler, Waggaman, Webster— 
1} 29. - 

So the question of postponement was disagreed 


{| to. 
il The Senate then balloted three times more, 
when it appeared that Gales & Seaton received a 
majority of the whole number of votes, and they 
were accordingly declared duly elected. The bal- 
lotings were as follows: 

15th. 16th. 17th. 


Gales & Seaton....ceccseceeees 22° 23 27 
l! Blair & Rives. ..ceccseessereeed4 16 14 
| Duff Green. ...cecsceecersvveees T 6 3 
| Witham A, Rind. ...sceeeeeee 3 2 2 
ji Blank... cc cece ce ee neces cece eens d 0 0 


Mr. BIBB then moved to rescind the joint rule 
which prohibits the transmission of bills from one 
House to the other, on the same day. 
| After some Opposition from Mr. EWING and 

Mr. WEBSTER, the motion was laid on the 
|| table, upon a division—ayes 21, noes 13. 

On motion of Mr. KING, of Alabama, the Sen- 

ate at four o’clock took a recess till half past five. 


EVENING SESSION. ' 

The following bills from the House were read 
twice, and ordered to be engrossed and read a 
| third time: 

A biil to continue in force for one year an act 
H providing for certain invalid soldiers of the revolu- 
l onary war; 

A bill for the relief of John Stith; 

A bill for the relief of Henry Oxford; 

| A bill authorizing the superintendent of Indian 
| affairs at St, Louis, to employ a clerk; i 

A bill for tbe relief of the heirs and legal rep- 
| resentatives of Baily C. Clark; 

A biH for tbe relief of Richard D. Archer; 

| A billauthorizing the City Council of St. Augus- 
i tine, in Florida, to widen a street; 

| A bill authorizing the Secretary of State to issue 
letters patent to James Jones; 


$ 

‘| oration of the battle of the Cowpens, to be struck 
‘| at the Mint of the United States; i 

| A bill amending an act for the construction of a 
bridge across the Potemac; 

A bill authorizing the Governor of Michigan to 
sell certain lands belonging to the University of į 
that Territory. 

A bill for the removal of the land office from 
Wapahkovetta, to Lima, in the State of Ohio; 

A bill for the relief of George Duff; s 

A biil for the relief of Robert Abbott, and the 


A bill for the relief of Mervin P. Mix; 

A bill for the relief of E. R. Shubrick, of the 
| United States Navy; 

A bill for the relief of Matthew C. Perry, 


i 
! 


A resolution directing a gold medal in commem- į, 


A bill authorizing the issuing of letters patent 
to Francis B. Ogden; : 
A bill for the relief of Sutten Stevens; 


A bill for the relief of Shubael Conant; 

A bill for the relief of Thomas Hubert; ' 

A bill for the relief of William Haskell, and ` 
others; : 

A bill prescribing the punishment of consuls and 
commercial agents; 

A bill forthe relief of Stephen Smith and ot 

A bill for the relief of John Cullins; 

A bill for the relief of A masa A. Tifft; 

A bill for the relief of Harvey Reynolds; 

A bill for the relief of Isaac Janvier; 

A bill for the relief of Simeon Meachum; 

A bill to change the time of holding the district 
court in the western district of Virginia; 

A bill for the relief of David Kincaid; 

A bill for the relief of Theodore Owens; 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Aaron Smith; f i 

A bill for the relief of Job Barton; : 

A bill for the relief of Riddle, Becktel, and 
others; . - 

A bill to refund certain duties to Richard But- 
man, of the schooner Brandywine; 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Thomas Clement; 

A bill for the relief of John J. Avery; 

A bill for the relief of Nathaniel Tyler; and 

A bill for the relief of Samuel Butler. 


REPORTS FROM JUDICIARY COMMITTEE. 

- Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported a bill from the House author- 
izing the district court for the District of Colum- 
bia, to hold special sessions for the trial of crimi- 


hers; 


als; 

A bill for the removal of. the district court from 
Natchez, to Jackson, in the State of Mississippi, 
was read a second and third time, and passed. 

The above bills were afterwards read.a third 
time, and passed. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 


Fhe following bills were read, and laid on the 
table: . : 

A bill for the relief of Charles Caldwell; 

A bill for the relief of Samuel Hunt; 

A bill for reviving an act in favor of the officers 
and soldiers of the Virginia line, in the revolu- 
tionary war; . 

A bill for the relief of James Tuttle; 

A bill for the relief of Commodore Isaac Hull; 
an 

A bill for the relief of Samuel H. Doxey. 

The following bilis were indefinitely postponed: 

A bill for the relief of Josiah Westlake; 

A bill for the relief of JohmDahl; 

A bill for the relief, of William Slacum; 

A bill forthe relief of David Weaver; 

A bill fowthe relief of John Herrick; 

A bill for the relief of Job Wood; 

A bill for the relief of James Young; and 

A bill for the relief of William O’Neal and 
Robert Morris were each read three times and 
passed. 


FAC SIMILE OF WaSHINGTON’S ACCOUNTS. 


The bill making provisions for printing the fac 
simile accounts of General Washington was laid 


| on the table—15 to 13. 


ANDREW ARMSTRONG. 


The Committee on Naval Affairs were dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the 
papers of Andrew Armstrong. 


RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 

The following resolutions were offered: 

By Mr. BENTON: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be di- 
rected to report a plan with an estimate of the 
expense, at the commencement of the next Con- 
gress, for establishing a printing office and book 
bindery at the seat of Government, to do all the 
printing for the two Houses of Congress, and for 
allthe departments of the Government, Post Office 
included. 

By Mr. SMITH: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be 
and is hereby authorized to employ Samuel S, Os- - 


| good, of Boston, Massachusetts,to paint a portrait 
| of Lafayette from the full length in the House 


of Representatives, curresponding to the one of 
George Washington, by Peale; provided that the 
cost of the same does not exceed the sum of < 


TH 


- 
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Senate, 


By Mr. W EBSTER: Š 
pare & comparative statement showing the names 
and number of officers, agents, contractors, and 
other persons within the employment of the Gov- 
ernment, with the compensation and emoluments 
of each, as published in the Register of the year 
1823 and 1833, and that there be 
of copies printed for the use of the Senate. 

By Mr. KING, of Georgia: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to communicate to the Senate Colonel Long’s 
Report of his late reconnoissance of a route for a 


railroad from Memphis, Tennessee, to Augusta, | 


And if it be not sent to the department 
during the present session, that itbe sent to the 
Secretary of the Senate during the recess, and 
that it be then printed under his directions for 
the use of the Senate with the accompanying maps 
if any- 

Mr. BIBB gave notice that he would offer the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That there be reprinted for the use of 
the Senate the usual number of the Journals of 
the Senate up to the 4th of March, 1815, and also 
so much of the Executive Journal as is made 
public, in separate volumes. 


The Senate then, at nine o’clock, adjourned. 


Georgia. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, February 28, 1835. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 


from the Postmaster Generaf, transmitting a list | 


of the clerks employed in his department for the 
year 1834, which, os 

On motion of Mr. CONNOR, was laid on the 
table and ordered to be printed. 


SENATE BILLS. 


A bill from the Senate to provide for the settle- 
ment of the claim of Mary O’Sullivan was read 
twice and committed. 

The following bills from the Senate were read 
_ the third time and passed: 

A bill to authorize the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to compromise the claims allowed by the 
Commissioners under the treaty with the King of 
the Two Sicilies, concluded on the 14th October, 
1832; and 


A bill further to extend the time allowed for the | 


execution of the duties of the Commissioners to 
carry into effect the treaty with France. 


WEST POINT ACADEMY. 

Mr. HAWES, from the Select Cothmittee on 
the West Point Academy, asked the cgnsent of 
the House to submit a resolution for the printing 
of five thousand copies of the report of said com- 
mittee. 

Objection beigg made, 

Mr. HAWES moved to suspend the rule; which 
was negatived—yeas 72, nays 98. 


LEMUEL TANNER. 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON, from the Committee | 


on Private Land Claims, reported, without amend- 


ment, a bill from the Senate for the relief of Lemuel | 


Tanner, assignee of Pierre Dufresne; which was 
read a third time and passed. 
RAILROAD THROUGH THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. BOON, from the Committee on the Public í 


Lands, reported, with an amendment, the bill from 
the Senate, authorizing the construction of the 
Leavenworth and other railroads through the 
public lands. 

The amendment was agreed to, ordered to be 


engrossed, and the bill ordered to be read a third ; 


time. 


JOHN DOUGHERTY. 

Mr. GILMER, from the Committee on Indian 
Afairs, reported the bill from the Senate for the 
elief of John Dougherty, without amendment. 

The bill was then read a third time and passed. 

WEIGHTS AND MEASURES. 

The motion made yesterday to print three thou- 
sand extra copies of the report made by Mr. Bix- 
ney, from the Select Committee on Weights and 
Meusures, was considered and agreed to. 


number | 


1 
| SURVEYS OF RAILROADS. 
i 


The motion made yesterday to print two thou- | 


li made in 


i 


i 


in part, between the Mississippi and th 
Atlantic, was taken up. 3 Sp i 


; adopted. 


i 


JUDICIAL LIMITS. 


_Mr. HEATH, on leave, presented the memo- 
rial of the members of the Baltimore bar, remon- 
strating against the passage of the bill which 
originated in the Senate, remodeling the judicial 
limits of the United States; which was committed 
to a Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and ordered to be printed. 


RELATIONS WITH FRANCE. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG moved to postpone the 
orders of the day for the purpose of executing the 
special order; which was agreed to. 


then resolved itself into a Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. Mason, of Vir- 
ginia, in the chair.) 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said thatit was his object 
to avoid debate on this question; if we were to have 
peace with them, which he sincerely hoped and 
ex pected, the less that was said the better; if war, 
the next Congress would have enough to say upon 
that great question. As to the first tesolution he 
cared not for the form, provided the substance 
could be preserved, and the rights and honor of 
the country maintained. He would concur in 
any modification which the House might deem 
expedient. 
disembarrass the question of our relations with 
France by relieving gentlemen from the miserable 
question concerning the Bank of the United States. 
His sole motive in introducing that subject was 
to show, not only to this country, but to France, 
that, if driven into a war, we had the means of 
carrying it on without recourse to faxes or loans. 
He proposed that the third resolution declaring 
that preparation ought to be made should be laid 
upon the table, as he designed to take a more ef- 
fective course. He should offer an amendment to 
the fortification bill, when returned from the Sen- 
ate, appropriating one million for the army and 
two millions for the navy, in case it should be- 
| come necessary before the next meeting of Con- 
This he understood would be all that was 


| gress. 
i required by the executive branch of the Govern- 
ment. With these modifications he hoped the 


: House. 
| Mr, SPEIGHT called for the reading of the 
; resolutions presented by the Committee on For- 
| eign Affairs, together with those submitted by 
| the gentleman from 
| The resolutions offered by Mr. CAMBRE- 
| LENG, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
| were then read as follows: . 
| & Resolved, That it would be incompatible with 
‘the rights and honor of the United States further 
| © to negotiate in relation to the treaty entered into 
‘by France on the 4th of July, 1831, and that 
‘this House will insist upon its execution as rāti- 
‘fied by both Governments. i 

“ Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Af- 
| ¢ fairs be discharged from the further consideration 
«ofso much of the President’s message as relates 


t commerce of France. 

« Resolved, That preparation ought to be made 
‘to meet any emergency growing out of our rela- 
‘tions with France.” 

The substitute proposed by Mr. JOHN Q. 
ADAMS was then also read, as follows: 

« Resolved, That the rights of the citizens of th 


«Government, stipulated by the treaty of the 4th 


‘of July, 1831, ought in no even I 
‘abandoned, or impaired by any consent or acqui- 
Í © egcence of the Government of the United States. 

2. «That if the President of the United States 
| © should, during the interval before the next ses- 
‘sion of Congress, deem it not incompatible with 
‘the honor and interest of the United States to 


A i| sand extra copies of the report from the War De- | 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate pre- i partment, relative to the surveys of railroads, | 


| Mr. GAMBLE moved to amend the motion by | 
| substituting five thousand for two thousand copies; | 
which was agreed to; when the proposition was 


On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the House | 


He should also, to secure unanimity, | 


‘resolutions would meet the approbation of the | 


Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams.] || 


ito commercial restrictions, or to reprisals on the | 
` | to the amount of the losses. 


i demnity was expressly stipulated by that depart- 
| ment of the French Government, authorized by 
il its Constitution to make treaties, and to pledge 


‘United States to the indemnity from the French 


t to be sacrificed, |) 


|| ‘resume the negotiations with the French Govern- 
i} ‘ment, he be requested so to-do. 
| : 3. That no legislative measure of a character 
: or tendency hostile towards the French nation, 
i| * is necessary or expedient at this time.” : 
| Mr. ADAMS said he wished the resolutions to 
be taken up and considered seriatim. — 
| ‘The CITAIR [Mr. Mason} suggested that the 
latter mode would be for the gentleman to with- 
draw all but the first resolution for the present. 

Mr. ADAMS said it was a matter of indifference 
to him what was the mode, so that action was had 
upon each of his resolutions. He did not wish to 
bring this committee to a determination to vote 
en masse upon the resolutions of the chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, or upon his 
own, and therefore, pursuant to the suggestion 
from the Chair, he would move his first resolution 
as a substitute for the first resolution of the gen- 
tileman from New York. 

The CHAIR therefore informed the House the 
question would be put in that form. 

Mr, ADAMS wished to state as briefly as he 
i could the reasons which urged him to present his 
| own resolutions for adoption in preference to those 
i reported from the majority of the Committee o 
| Foreign Relations. : 
_He objected to the first resolution, because he 
idid not think the state of the country, and the 
relations existing between the United States and 
France were such as to make a declaration proper 
that no further negotiation should take place. Ne- 
gotiation was the instrument of peace between na- 
tions, and it was unanimously acknowledged that 
|| the instant nations said they would no longer ne- 
|| gotiate, the only alternative, compatible with the 
honor of nations, was war. He did not think, 
therefore, that negotiation ought to be foreclosed ; 
much less did he think it proper for that House to 
|i declare that there should be no further negotiation 
| on the subject. Why, negotiations implied no con- 
| cession on the part of either House, and for that 
| reason his résolution was drawn in such a manner 
| as to declare in the most positive manner on the 
| part of the House that no. concession should be 
| made upon this subject. [Mr. A. here quoted his 
| first resolution.] Here then the ground wasteken. 
| Here was a declaration of peace to the world, that 
|| in reference to that treaty the United States would 
| take nothing less than an absolute and complete 
fulfilment, as far as was possible in the nature of 
things to obtain it, To that determination he for 
one was willing to acquiesce, and he hoped that 
|, House was willing to acquiesce. And if such a 
| determination should not be sufficient to effect a 
|| conciliation, and to preserve peace with France, 
he was willing also to take the hazard of war. 
He regarded the interest and the honor of the coun- 
try at stake upon this question, and he would call 
upon gentlemen to reflect that the question was 
| very diferent from what it was before the treaty 
li was made. It was nota question. whether your 
| citizens were entitled to this indemnity or whether 
hey should receive it or. not; it was a question 
| whether this country would hold France to the 
sanctity and obligation of the treaty that had been 
made with her. Jt was also a totally different 
question from any that had ever existed upon this 
subject before the conclusion of the treaty. Be- 
fore the conclusion of the treaty, these claims were 
unsettled and uncertain: The French Government 
| had never admitted or recognised them. ‘The 
| amount was algo uncertain. The treaty in fact 
; wasa compromise, and a most liberal compromise, 
| although the President himself has told us that 
i that indemnity or compensation was not adequate 
Now when the in- 


i ffer.the nation that had 
l to violate it, This she 
l: would do if we did not take the right ground and 
just. ve 
stice of the claims, because the 
ad admitted them. There 


i| assert what was 
li tion as to the j 
|! Governmentof France h 
| was no question as to the amount, because that 
‘was admitted also. The only question was, 


il whether you would hold a foreign nation to its 


a 
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engagements, -whether those engagements were 
beneficial to youor not. What would be the con- 
sequences if you gave it up—if you compromised 
to the value of a cent? Why, that every foreign 
nation wouid consider herself at liberty to sport 
with all treaties she might make with you. You 
would never have any security, and the most 
solemn pledges would be set at naught; whatever 
engagements any foreign Power might enter into, 
if it suited her, interest she would feel herself au- 
thorized at any moment to set them at defiance. 

This subject, as it was presented to Congress 
at the commencement of the session by the Presi- 
dent of the United States, was also in an entirely 
different position from that in which it now stood. 
The President presented the subject to us, and 
recommended that in the event of the French legis- 
lative Chamber refusing, at their next session, to 
make the appropriation necessary to carry the 
treaty into effect, letters of reprisal should be is- 
sued. Mr, A. had before said in that House that 
whatever might be said of the imprudence of that 
recommendation, the opinion of mankind would 
ever be that. it was high-spirited and lofty, and 
such as became the individual from whom it ema- 
nated. He said it now, and he repeated, that it 
was theattitude which that Chief Magistrate would 
bear before the world, and before mankind, and 
before all posterity. 

It has been supposed that. because he (Mr. A.) 
had said that, that he was in favor of the measure 
recommended by the President; but he had ex- 
plained at the time, most explicitly and distinctly, 
that he was not, and that he considered it as impru- 
dent. Had he been one of the President’s constitu- 
tional advisers, heshould have recommended a dif- 
ferent course; and yet, at this day, he did not know 
but that the counsel by which the President had 
been advised, would not be preferred. Mr. A. did 
not know but that he might ultimately be called 
upon, by circumstances, to recall even thatopinion, 
that the measure was an imprudent one; for who 
could tell what the next despatch might contain? 
Some suppose that the President’s message would 
have the effect of preventing the appropriation of 
money from being made by the French Chamber. 
Others, however, supposed that it would ultimately 
effect it. Mr. A. was no prophet, and could not pre- 
‘tend to say what the effect of it would be, but he 
did say, that that which at first view appeared im- 
prudent, was sometimes nothing more than be- 
coming firmness and boldness. At that time he 
perceived there was a great strife between the two 
parties of this country, to whom, if the appropria- 
tion should be made by the French Chamber, the 
credit would be due. He found in a paper, well 
known to be friendly to the Administration, the 
Globe of this city, the following comment upon | 
some recent news from France: 


“A friend in New York writes us a letter of |! 


‘congratulation on the prospects which the late 
‘news has opened on the country; and in conclu- | 
© sion, says: ‘The Opposition seem confounded this 
“morning, and even the most desperate in their ranks 


“say the President has had the good fortune to take | 


t the right course in this matter. Chance has had no 
t hand init, my friend; itis parcel of his great, furs, 
* and clear course.” 7’ 


What says another paper of a different descrip- |; 
i: tion, for although he had offered the first resolution 


tion, the National Liteiligencer ? ‘* The complex- 
t ion of the news from France is more and more 


favorable to the preservation of peaceful relations | 
“between that country and this; which, as we |; 
“believe it to be now sincerely the desire of the |; 
© discreet men of all parties in this country, will, i; 
“we are persuaded, be universally acceptable to |! 


‘our readers. The latest date of papers which | 
‘had reached France from America, at the last 


€ accounts, was the 25th of December. The report |. 


© of the Foreign Relations Committee of our Sen- 
sate was made on the 6h January; and it was | 


‘definitively acted upon on the l4ch of the same |; 
We scarcely entertain a doubt that, on the |: 


© month. 
t arrival in Paris of authentic accownis of those pro- | 
t ceedings, the bill of indemnity will be prompily acted 
“upon, and the treaty carried into fuli effect.” 
Well, which of the parties was to have the 
“glory ° of this appropriation, if it should be 
made? 
pendence, * where Whigs were called Tory, and 


| 

PREA 5 : 
{i with respect to the President’s recommendation 
i of reprisals, le: him say that one idea of proposing 


Ele, for one, was in the position of inde- |: 


| strongest and profoundest feelings of respect and 
| affection, that whichever of those two parties 
should attain that glory, of obtaining the appro- 
priation of the money and the fulfilment of the 
treaty, we, (said Mr. A.,) alas, must go without 
any share of it! We must content ourselves with 
clapping our hands, and shouting hosannas to the 
President of the United States for his bold and 
intrepid spirit, or to the Senate! He (Mr. A.) had 
been for five or six.weeks entreating that House 
to call upon their Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions to make a report; to take the subject up, 
and to deliberate upon it; and he could-not help 
believing that if they had so taken up the sub- 
ject, if it had so pleased them at an earlier period 
| of the session to deliberate upon it, they too might 
have shared a little of the glory of obtaining that 
same appropriation; if, at all events, it should be 
obtained. But there they were, on the last days 
of the session, obliged to deliberate upon this sub- 
ject with a crowd of other important business 
| before them pressing for action, and upon which 
they must act. Permit him to say this was to 
him a painful and melancholy circumstance, and 
was one of the reasons why he objected to another 
part of the resolutions of the chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, viz:.“ that this 
House will insist upon the execution of the treaty 
ag ratified by both Governments.” Upon what 
could that House insist? In four days from that 
| time, that House would be numbered with the 
dead, and that Hall would be the property of their 
| successors. And what could the present House do 
| in the way of insisting upon the execution of the 
treaty, the fulfilment of which depended upon the 
action of a foreign Government four thousand 
miles off? What could that House do? They 
would be followed by successors there,and many 
of the States would meet with heavy losses, in 
; members of as pure hearts andas bright intellects— 
by which he did not mean to say that he always 
agreed with them—but, he would say, they were 
men of as pure hearts and as bright intellects as 
any that existed in this nation. How did they 
know what their successors would do? How did 
they know what their successors would insist 
upon? or what they would be disposed to concede? 
That part of the resolution of the gentleman from 
New York appeared to Mr. A., therefore, to be 
inconsistent, or to mean nothing. That House 
could insist upon nothing after its own term of 
service should expire. But the same idea which 
the gentleman had thus expressed was intended 
; to be expressed by Mr. A. in that resolution, 
which says ‘that the rights of the citizens of 
the United States to the indemnity, &c., ought, in 
no event, to be sacrificed, abandoned, or impaired, 
‘by any consent, or acquiescence of the Govern- 
i € ment of the United Suites.” 
it was, therefore, upon these two grounds that 
i he objected to the first resolution of the géntle- 
man trom New York. The first was, that it 
foreclosed all negotiation. ‘The second, because 
it asserted something that seemed to him to im- 
ply that that Llouse would have a power to act on | 
i the subject; it went to pledge that House, when 
every one knew that that House was entirely in- 
adequate to act upon it. ‘ | 
A word more upon the propriety of negotia- | 


only as a substitute for the one proposed by the 
gentleman from New York, the second resolution || 
of Mr. A. not only did not countenance the idea of i 

xcluding all negotiation, but it proposed to recom- || 
mend to the President of the United States, always |! 
in the event of his not deeming it incompatible with || 
the honor and interests of the country, to resume | 
negotiation, Mr. A. would adhere and cling to the | 
idea of negotiation, because, as he remarked before, | 
| negotiation was the only way by which peace | 
; could be preserved and maintained. Lethim say, | 
that his second resolution was drawn with that | 


“fists, and each daring the other to strike. 


| subdue France? 


official respect which was due to the Chief Magis- 
| trate of the country. And with that sentiment at | 
i the bottom of his heart, and which he had expressed 


| his second resolution, was because he thought the 
President himself had expressed himself rather 
too unfavorably of the continuance of negotiation. 


‘Tory called Whig.” He could not help express- 
ing his regret to the Flouse, for which he had the 


Mr. A. thought the Chief Magistrate of this coun- 
try ought never to suy he would not negotiate 


with a foreign nation. But events had occurred 
since that message which, in Mr. A.’s opinion, ren- 


„dered it further necessary that the House should 


express its opinion upon this subject; he alluded 
particularly to the correspondence presented a 
fewdaysago. It was natural enough that a great 
excitement should ensue upon the reception of the 
President’s threat of reprisals in France. The 
King of the French did not, however, appear. to 
be dissatisfied with it at all. He was only dissat- 
isfied with the language used towards his Minis- 
ter; because in the message it was strongly inti- 
mated that the Minister had not done that which 
he had promised to do, viz: to bring the subject 
before the Chamber of Deputies at their first 
meeting, and in time for the result of their delib- 
erations to be known before the assembling of 
Congress. It was alleged he had promised this, 
and had not dpne it; and it was upon this re- 
proach, personal to himself, the King of the French 
took fire. Mr. A. here made sundry references to 
the despatches of Mr. Livingston and the confer- 
ences held by him with Admiral de Rigny, the 
Minister for Foreign Affairs, and said, the affair 
seemed something of the character of a petty 
pique between the President of the United State 

and the King of the French. : 

Mr. A. said.he was somewhat alarmed when he 
saw it stated in the public papers that Mr. Liv- 
ingston had quitted France, because if we should 
come to blows, France would say that we were 
the first to strike. A Minister must always remain 
till he received an order for his departure, either 
from his own Government, or from that to which 
he is sent. To go to war now would be like two 
boys standing before each other with clenched 

f we 
did go to war with France upon this subject, his 
word for it, it would all end in an expenditure of 
millions upon millions of treasure, and oceans of 
blood, and we should then be asking each other 
who struck the first blow. Mr. A. further re- 
marked on the impolicy of sending a frigate for 
Mr. Livingston, which, he maintained, would be 
considered in the light of a declaration of hostil- 
ities by France, He said he should not be at all- 
surprised if the French Government detained her. 
Mr. A. concluded by remarking that he had: not. 
said one tenth part of what the subject would sug- 
gest to him, but at this late period of the session 
he would not trespass upon the House at greater 
length. : 

Mr. ARCHER was opposed to both the resolu- 
tions, considering the effect of each would be the 
same as that of breaking off all further negotiation. 
The resolutions of the chairman of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, Mr. A. regarded in the light 
of a menacg as much as the message of the Pres- 
ident of the United States at the commencement 
of the segsion, threatening France with reprisals. 
Stili he thought these resolutions more consistent 
than those of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
because they were more open. Was the country 
prepared for so determined a m@asure? Would 
the circumstance justify it? What would be the 
effects? These were questions that every man 
should put to himself. Mr. A. referred to the 
naval power of France. She had three hundred 
and one vessels of war, including forty-four ships 
of the line, forty frigates, and a very large num- 


i ber of steam war vessels. Contrast this with the 


condition of the American navy. He had con- 
versed with many naval officers who had assured 
him that a war on the ocean with France would 
be far more hazardous than with England, monarch 
of the sea, as she called herself. She had, besides, 
an army of four hundred thousand men, in the 
finest state of discipline, and kept ready for action 
at almost ẹ moment’s warning. But-what could 
we promise ourselves by going to war? Could we 
He would not conceive a war 
with France, though the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts seemed to say that the President’s in- 
structions to Mr. Livingston amounted to a dec- 
laration of war. : 

Mr. ADAMS explained. . 7 

Mr. ARCHER resumed by showing the great 
sacrifice to trade and commerce by non-intercourse, 


The exports and imports to France, each averapel 
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he would admit, would not destroy this trade, but 
it would throw it into the hands of two countries 
possessing a large commercial marine, England 
and Holland. In ports where whole forests of 
American masts were now seen there would be 
scarcely a single ship owned by native Americans. | 

Tf we declared that we would have no further 
negotiation, coupled with the recall of our Minister, 
it would be tantamount to a declaration of war. 
And for what? For what was considered almost 
adesperate debt of five millions, most of which 
had been long ago transferred from the original 
creditor at some two or three shillings in the pound. 
Were two ancient allies to bring upon themselves 
all the dreadful and horrible consequences of a 
war, a war that for consequences and dire calam- 
ities would be unequalled in the page of history 
upon so paltry a ground. The case was dispro- 
portionate with the effects, and had no prototype 
in the whole annals of the civilized world. It 
would be quixotic, and even romance scarcely 
presented a precedent, unless that of Sir Lucius 
O’Trigger. We were going to plunge intoa war, || 
not only with the greatest Power in the world, but || 


with one also with which we were united by long | 
bonds of friendship, to sustain the national glory 
and honor? No; for the paymentof a paltry sum |; 
of money, two-thirds of which the opposite party || 
were willing at once to pay. It was ironically said |; 
that “discretion was the better part of valor,” || 
but it did not thence follow that rashness was the 
best proof of it. If a giant struck him, was he 
to rush upon him in return when he was certain 
to be crushed to atoms? He denied that national || 
honor was yet involved in the question; and if it |! 
was, could it be best maintained by bravado, vio- |; 
lence, and intemperance? 

Mr. A. then maintained that the treaty was in- | 
complete, because all the forms required under the | 
French charter had not been complied with. The | 

| 
| 


Constitution of the United States vested the treaty- | 
making power in the Executive, but if he made a | 
treaty involving an appropriation, it would be in- || 
valid till passed in the House of Representatives 
of Congress. All appropriations must emanate 
from the popular branch of the Government, and | 
the same was the casein France. The Represent- | 
atives of the people held the purse strings. Sup- || 
pose the President of the United States made a || 
treaty, and that treaty involved an appropriation, | 
and that House refused-to pass the bill for the | 
purpose, would there be any breach of national | 
faith? None. But he would say, he had rather |: 
that not only five millions, but five hundred mil- |! 
lions should be sacrificed, rather than plunge the |; 
country into the calamities that must inevitably 
ensue from the course he reprobated. 

Mr. A. said he had just been mformed that ad- |; 


vices had arrived to-day, from France, which gave : 
strength to the hope heretofore entertained that $: 
our affairs in the French Chambers had resulted : 
favorably. He would ask the gentleman from |: 
New York, if, under such circumstances, he would ; 
deem his resolution either expedient or politic? : 
The gentleman from Massachusetts said something |; 
about fear. i 

Mr. ADAMS remarked, that the whole of the 
gentleman’s argument was fear. 

Mr. ARCHER admitted it. He feared the 
dire calamities that would fall upon us, by adopt- 
ing the course recommended in both series of the 
resolutions presented that morning. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said, as the gentleman 
had referred to some recent advices, he should be 
glad to be informed of their purport. 4 

Mr. ARCHER understood the project of a law | 
presented by the Minister of Finance to the! 


French Chambers had been referred to the Bu- ; 
reau, or Standing Committee of the Chamber. $ 

Mr. A. then alluded to the reference often |! 
made by nations to neutral Powers, when ques- |; 
tions of territory, &c., were involved, in proof that A 
this subject might, also, without infringing on” 
natPonal honor, be in a like manner disposed of. |: 
What had we to fear from negotiation or to arbi- |: 
tration? Nothing. He believed we should lose |; 
no portion of the money; but on the contrary, he 
should expect a great deal more would be asked, 
and obtained. He wanted France and the w 
to see that nothing had been left undone on our 
partto prevent a resort to arms; and that if we li 
were forced to it, we should go into it with clean 


i tions had been made here. 


| point, be would say nothing. 8 e 
| Parron} had afswered to that fully—perfectly. : 


hands. Heapplauded the spirit of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts; and if that gentleman thought 


| the national honor insulted, Mr. A. admired that 


spirit; but he denied that the occasion.called for 
it. We were not to drench the country with 
oceans of blood, because the autocrat of our coun- 
try had a spirit which might become him. Mr. 
A. came there not to exalt the honor of that indi- 
vidual, but to protect the interests of his constit- 


| uents and of the country at large. 


Mr. A. concluded by offering the following 
amendment to the amendment of Mr. Apams: ` 

Resolved, That in the just expectation that the 
Government of France will have made provisior, 
or will make provision for carrying into effect the 
stipulations of the treaty of indemnity with that 
Government of the 4th of July, 1831, this House 
will forbear at the present time to adopt any 
measure in relation to that subject. 

Mr. PICKENS opposed both the resolutions 
with considerable animation. 

Mr. PATTON addressed the House, at con- 


| siderable length, in reply to Messrs. AncueR and 
Pickens, and gave the views which had governed | 


him in relation to this subject, both in the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, (of which he wasa 
member,) and in the House. He did not fully 


‘concur in all points with either of the series of 


resolutions. Mr. P. read a resolution which he 
had prepared on the subject, with a view of offer- 
ing it to the House. 
declarative of the validity of our claim, and pre- 


| served the principles advocated by the gentleman 


from Massachusetts. It was also; he thought, 
couched in as strong terms as that gentleman 
should require. 

(The great length of Mr. Parton’s remarks pre- 
cludes even a synopsis; but we hope to give them 
at'length as soon as they can be prepared.} 


Mr. BOULDIN said he hada few remarks to |i 


make on the subject. He said it was not his in- 
tention, nor had it been his babit, to trespass long 
on the time of the House. He wished to hear 


what were the views of every member, and eup- | 


posed that every member wished to understand 
the opinion and feelings of every one on the floor 
upon a subject of such magnitude, THe would not 
at any time trespass on the patience of the House, 
much less would he at this time, locking to the 
magnitude of this question, and the great press of 
other business that must be done in the short time 
left of this session. He thought there was but one 
question before this House and this nation in rela- 
tion to this subject, that was to be determined at 
thistime. The question whether this debt secured 


i. by this treaty to be paid would be abandoned or 


insisted on; other questions had been suggested 
in France and in this country; but no other ques- 
The President had 


advised means under certain contingencies. 


“no other question had been raised by the consti- 
tuted authorities of this country but this: Shall the | 
He said this was a | 
al question to be decided. The debates i 
ch Chamber of Deputies showed that | 
|! much reliance was placed on the belief that this | 
n the last event upon the |: 
It was, in his opinion, | 
s the anxious |: 
He said it): 
If we aban- | 
if we ;; 
ode and time of asserting our rights | 
He said he had listened wiih ;; 
much pleasure and interest to his colleague, [Mr. | 
and had been at a Mss to determine — 
lusion, of which he several :: 
© times spoke, that he would come to. He said he | 
understood him at last to come to the conclusion j 
| that the treaty was not obligatory. For this he. 
until the vote of the | 
, making appropriations for : 
ot final. Upon this 
His colleague [Mr. : 


debt be abandoned or not? 
very materi 
in the Frea 


country would not insist i 
payment of this money. 

very natural inquiry, and wa 
nquiry of this country and France. 
was fi: that we should answer to it. 

oned the claim there was an end to it. 
did not, the m 
was with ourselves. 


ARCHER,] 
what was the conc 


gives two reasons: first, that 
Chambers was had 


the payment, the treaty wus n 


Indeed, the gentleman’s argument on that point, 
if it proved anythi , 
no obligation on the part of the Government 
pay any cflicer for services a 
this [Touse shall vote an appro . 
my colleague thought we had been precipit 


hasty. 


to 


a'e—t00 


It would be seen that it was j 


But i 


ng, would prove that there was. 


lready rendered, until *. 
priation. Secondly, | 


What did he think was hasty? Rather, i 


what did he think reasonable time to negotiate? 
A quarter ofa century he thought not long enough. 
Would he say how long would be long enough— 
| would one hundred and twenty-five years be long 
j enough? Mr. B. said he was willing, if.we had 
acted hastily, to withdraw—negotiate again. But 
before he entered again into a settlement, he 
wished to know how we would do. Itwas nota 
claim ofthe Government which (he said) he wished 
might live forever. It was the claim of individ- 
uals, most of whom (he said) were dead and gone, 
and most of their descendants likewise. If we 
wait much longer, we shall also be dead and gone; 
then he supposed there would be an end of the 
matter so far as we are concerned at least. Mr. 
B.’s colleague said, if we waited longer we cqpld 
have done much better—get much more. Mr. B: 
said he wished to be serious, and was so, but 
his colleague reminded -him of a case (he would 
not give the names) he knew of. An old gentle- 
man had a daughter who remained single till she 
; was forty-five, when she then thought proper to 
marry, and did so. Her father objecting to the 
match, said if Peggy had not been in such a hurry 
she might have done very well. The gentleman 
asks if we really would go to war for five millions 
of dollars? Many a suit is brought when the cost 
is more than the demand. Willa man fight if you 
spit in his face? Suppose the case of my colleague 
—but the case is not supposable—yet if it were 
supposable—-and should a man. spit in the face of 
my colleague, would he wash his face and say it 
was not worth resenting? In such a case it would 
‘generally be cheapest with most if they would 
| wash it off, and be cleaner than they were before. 
In almost every case it would be best, but for one 
thing—the next neighbor standing by and seeing 
we had eubmitted to that, would do another anda 
‘much greater indignity to us when it served his 
turn todo so. We were reminded in the French 
‘| Chambers that we had taken the like from others, 
‘| why-not from them? Hesaid that he agreed with 
| the gentleman from .Massachusetts [Mr. A pams] 
that his colleague’s argument was made up of 
| fear. Did his colleague read the debates in the 
| French Chambers, and did he not see that the 
| most talented men in the Opposition then relied 
| mainly that we were a money-loving, money- 
j g people, and would never spend one hun- 
i! dred millions to obtain five? He knew it was all 
i a fetch—he asked his colleague's pardon—he knew 
|i there was no fear in him. 

|| The French and his colleague, he thought, were 
|! both mistaken. He said he heard with pleasure 
| and pride for his country and his colleague, when 
i| he spoke of our commerce, covering with unnum- 
‘| bered millions every sea. He asked if we obtained 
|i that commerce, or the protectien of it, by fear; by 
ii arguments, such as his colleague had advanced > 


H 
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|| gettin 


i We had a name in the world, as a nation, of 
i, which every American was proud. We had a 
respect in the eye of all nations, which had not 
failed to be acknowledged by them. Did we ac- 
quire this by arguments and practices bottomed 
on considerations of fear? When we were ac- 
quiring this, did we show to the world that we re- 
garded more our personal security than cur rights 
and our honor? Did we then consider whether 
our ducks or our barns werein danger? Far from 
it. Did the gentleman himself—and he says he 
thinks the nation’s honor is his own honor, and 
would defend and maintain them both by the 
same means—when he was acquiring that respect 
and esteem which he so securely maintains in the 
bosoms of his friends and his colleagues, act from 
feelings and arguments, such as those he now ad- 
vances? 

When we receive an injury and resist it—if we 
get a bloody nose, our adversary is likely to get 
one also. {tis well for both to value this. ‘Did 
the gentleman read the debates in the French 
Chambers? Are not the very same arguments 
put into our mouths there? If we refuse to: de- 
fend our rights and bring the whole to a calcula- 
tion of dollars and cents, will not all nations deal 
‘with us accordingly? We have exacted from 

other nations payment and received it for similar 
“injuries. We persuaded them we would enforce 
our claims to justice, and they believed it. If now, 
after all that, when it comes to the trial, and we 
d the claim and taken the bond, and 
fused, we do not cause our rigita to 


‘have liquidate 


payment is re 
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‘and do worse with you than the French would j, 
havedone. He said he would repeat the question, | 
. shall we give:up the money, or insist on the pay- 
‘ment of it? This is no uncommon case, after 
dealing of twenty years’ standing, upon settlement 
and bond taken, if any thing is said about shit fo 
the money, that the statute of limitation, usury, | 
and gambling, extortion, or some other plea or |} 
bill of injunction is threatened. But the creditor į 
has only to decide whether he will give up the || 
debt or not. A man talks and shuffles with -you for | 
twenty-five years, and at last gives his bond— || 
waits four or five years,and when you call on him 
for the money, proposes to settle again—draws || 
some nice distinction, admitting the obligation of |i 
treaties and bonds, and the authorities of agents I 
to make settlements, but denying the obligation | 
to pay the money. Sir, is not this trifling with a 
man? Sir, (said Mr. B.,) no more negotiation 
about this debt. 1 had rather give it up—the debt | 
—than negotiate again. Sir, when that same | 
France was ground into the dust (justly or un- 
justly) for peace sakée—for love’s sake—for grati- 

tude—for past kindness, if not friendship—we | 
forebore, and said to her, ‘* We will not press you 
now; others we will compel to pay, (we said by |; 
our actions,) but you, we will not urge just now; |; 
we will settle with you in your own time.” And |; 
she had settled inher own time—taken her own |} 
timeof payment. Much was said in those debates | 
in the French Chamber of Deputies about friend- |] 
ship and gratitude, &c. They seem to think that |j 
the fable of the husbandman and viper would | 
apply tous. He had found a viper frozen, and || 
took him to his bosom, and warmed him into | 
life; the ungrateful viper then bit his benefactor. | 
They spoke of us as foundlings—as some child ‘| 
that has been cast away by ite mother—or, being i 
lost, they had found it! Sir, they sit in their 
Chamber, and we sit here. I wish to have no 
words of abuse with them. I, like my colleague, ; 
{Mr. Arcuer,] do not like to hear abuse, or to give | 
it. J wish you distinctly, Mr. Chairman, to un- | 
derstand that I do not deal in abuse towards any | 
individual, or any nation. f want to hear no 

abuse; and I have heard full as much praise of | 
foreign nations as | want to hear. As much has | 
been said about love, and affection, and gratitude, | 
and obligations, too, between us and the French, || 
as there is any truth in. 1 want to hear no more || 
about love, and friendship, and gratitude, All fj; 
want to hear, and, I am persuaded, all the nation j; 
wishes to hear at this time, is, whether we mean 
to hold on upon the treaty, or give it up entirely. 
If, then, we give it up, all is done. If we do not | 
give it up, what follows? Ido notknow. Thati 
is the point before us. It is not what the French | 
wish to know, or have the right to require us to | 
tell them. With the greatest possible respect for , 
the feelings and opinions of others, L think it is 
pusillanimous to be always settling, settling, and 
resettling. 

I do not think it would be dishonorable to give 
up the debt. I never heard that it was humilia- 
ting to give up a debt. The creditor has the right, 
and no one has the right to complain but the debt- : 
or; and I never heard of his taking exceptions. 
But it is childish to be always settling and unset- 
tling and threatening. 1 would rather give up the | 
whole, if it be as the gentleman supposes, ten | 
times as much, than be always disputing and 
quarreling about it. Perhaps the most dignified | 
position we could assume would be to give it up, | 
and pay the private claims to that amount.. It is |) 
certainly the cheapest. If the nation is willing I 1 
should be willing; I believe my constituents would 
be. I believe they know the wisdom and neces- 
sity of attending to their interest as well as their | 
honor. But I believe they would be willing if all | 
were willing, togive up the claim rather than break | 
the peace between the two countries, Perhaps if |, 
we were to return them their bond, and say we i 
have been settling for twenty-five years, and you | 
now refuse to pay after settling even one tenth of | 
what you really owed us; we will hereafter have 
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jor the President, or any body in the werld. 


| nay, wisdom itself, if the event be fortunate. No, 


i man from Massachusetts (Mr. Apams] has said 
in relation to the Chief Magistrate. 


just as much to do with you as suits our inclina- 


tions, and no more than we can well avoid—this 
might be thought the most independent course by 
all the world. i know but one ol jection to this. The | 
claim did not originate in contract, but in violence, 
and for peace, love, gratitude, and friendship, we 
have agreed to take money as a satisfaction. | 
have no idea that such will be the course, and do 
not mean`to advise it, nor do I much fear that war 
will be the consequence of insisting on a compli 
ance with the treaty. I think the only material 
question we have to respond to, is the question 
before stated. 
I think any of the resolutions answer sufficiently 
except those of my colleague, {Mr. Ancuer,] who 
seems to think we could make something by a 
new settlement. I cannot agree to that. If they 
will not comply with this settlement, they would 
not eertainly if we bronght them more in debt. 

I like rather the resolutions of the higify es- 
teemed and very distinguished gentleman from 
Massachusetts, (Mr. Apams ] I have no objec- 
tion even to his second: resojution—to give the 
President discretion to negotiate further with 
France, if he should think the honor of the nation 
would not be inany manner compromitied or sac- | 
ficed. If we do not think the President has | 
acted with entire prudence, (and I am not unwill- 
ing to admit that J think he has not,) and if some 
of us do not love him as well as we might, and 
bave not all the confidence that others have, still 
he is the only organ through which we can con- 
stitutionally treat with any nation, in peace or | 
war. It seems admitted by all, unless it might ke 
the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
that we ought to have some means in peace to 
preserve peace, and in war to make peace. This | 
second resolution, therefore, seems distinctly to 
say to all the world, that however we may differ 
in degree of personal regard for, or confidence in, 
the President, stil he is our President, and we 
mean to sustain our own honor and our own in- | 
stitutions, through him, the only constitutional | 
organ for ihat purpose. Let France see she has no 
ground to hope to profit by our party divisions. 

In saying this, and egreeing to tnis resolution, 
I cannot feel what my colieague (Mr. ARCHER,] 
says we must feel—crouching, yielding, bending 
the knee, to the President—or to the French 
Chambers, which seems to me to be more plau- 
sible. Simply to say, we will expect the money 
to be paid, and that we will take our own time and 
means to obtain it, seems to me to be neither 
yielding, nor suimiuing, norcrouching, to France, 


Whether the advice given by the President will 
be taken, is for after consideration. We have no 
time to deliberate or act on it now. Whether his 
message has heen prudent or imprudent, wise or 
unwise, will be determined, like most other things, 
by the event. Obstinacy, if the thing turn out 
well, would be firmness;‘if it turned out ill, it 

weuld still be called obstinacy. That which would | 
be rashness if it turned out sll, would be boldness, 


Will we give up the money or not? i: 


{ 
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‘utive, 
! vote for the resolution without that portion relating 
to further*negotialion; and as the minority of the 
committee would not vote with him for a modifi- 
cation, he was compelled to report that or none. 
He hoped, however, that in the House we should 
have better success. 

The gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Arcuen,] 
and he believed the gentleman from South Caro- 
i lina, [Mr. Pscxeys,] had both alluded to the right 
: of the Chamber to refuse the appropriation. It 
had been stated that Mr. Rives was perfectly 
aware, when making the treaty, that the question 
must be submitted to the Chamber; and that, 
therefore, it could not be complete till it had re- 
: ceived its sanction. 

On this point, very great injustice had been 
done that distinguished gentleman, [Mr. Rives,] 
not only here but elsewhere. In a document laid 
upon our tables—a document to which he was not 
permitted otherwise to refer—he meant the Report 
: of the Committee on Foreign Relations of the Sen- 
‘ate—manifest injustice had been done to our late 

Minister to France. In that report, it is stated 
‘that Mr. Rives was aware that the treaty must be 
“submitted to the Caamber; and to sustain that 
position, the report quotes from Mr. R.’s letter to 
the Secretary of State, detailing aconversation with 
the French Minister, that portion of it relating to 
what the Jetter said upon thissubject. Butby an 
extraordinary oversight, the committee had sup- 
pressed the next paragraph in the same letter—a 


i! Suppression which had been most successfully ex- 


posed by an opposition editor. 

In that suppressed paragraph, Mr. Rives says 
to the Secretary of Siate, that in reply to the 
French Minister, he repelled the idea that the 
Chamber had anything to do with the treaty- 
‘making power; that that power, by the French 
Constitution, was in the King exclusively, ard 
that the French Minister assented to the propriety 
of bis suggestions. Itis (said Mr. C.) extraor- 
i dinary, sir, that so pregnant a paragraph should 

have escaped the attention of the committee of the 
Senate, following as it did the passage quoted in 
their report. Mr. Rivesnever disputed the power 
‘of the Chamber to reject an appropriation, but the 
right of the Chamber isanother question. If it be 
a right, sir, it is one never to be exercised but in 
i the case of a grass and palpable usurpation on the 
part of the King. itis one never to be exercised 
ona paltry question of a few millions of francs, 
but only in great emergencies, involving the ques- 
tion of peace or war. If it be inany sensearight 
Į trust it is one which will never be enforced in 
this House; for it is at best but a right to violate 
the public faith, and to abrogate the solemn obli- 
; gations ofa treaty; aright to disgrace your coun- 
H try. 


sir, (said Mr. B.,) t feel not crouching or humilia- 
tion for myself or my country, in this course. | 
have no severe striciures to make, ror do | think 
it necessary to add any thing to what the gentle- 


Mr. Chair- 
man, I have said at least four times as much as I 
at first intended, und will ask pardon of the com- 
mittee for having detained them so long, and say 
no more. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said that at the commence- 
ment of the debate he had, to avoid discussion, 
stated, that if we were to remain at peace with 
France, he thought the less we said upon the sub- 
ject the better. He sincerely hoped and expected 
that the relations between the two countries would 
not be disturbed; but gentlemen had discussed the 
question as if we were now on the eve of war. 
Before he sat down, he should propose some į 
modifications of the resclutions which he hoped 
would meet the concurrence of the House on all 
sides. He would cheerfully submit them without 
farther debate, but for the extraordinary argu- 
ments cof the gentleman from Virginia, {[Mr. 
Arcuer,] who had addressed the House atlength, 
and which rendered a reply indispensably neces- 
sary. 


The gentleman from Virginia thought it extraor- 
. dinary that we should go to wars upona question 
of clams. In all the history of wars he had never 
known one for a cause like this. I had not ex- 
pected such a declaration from a gentleman of his 
intelligence. [Mr. A. did not mean to be so un- 
derstood.) What, sir, was our war, which we 
made, though not declared, against France in 
| 1798—was it not for her depredations on our com-~ 
: merce? What was the war against England in 
| 1812, but for her captures under her orders ‘in 
council? If we make war for spoliations on our 
commerce, are we not authorized to do so, when, 
after five and twenty years negotiation, a treaty 
founded upon such wrongs, is violated ?—wrongs, 
too, which would have compelled us to meet the 
decrees of France with a declaration of war, had 
we not been, in 1812, forced to decide whether 
we should declare war against France or Englapd, 
for both had violated our national rights, and the 

law of nations, France had not only violated 
i public law, but the obligations of the treaty of 

1800. 

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Ancuer] 
| has given us a fallacious argument to alarm our 
; fears of the consequences to result from encounter- 
i ing so formidable a naval power as France is at 
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this time. Such opinions, from so respectable a 
source, are calculated to make an erroneous im- 
pression both at home and abroad. The gentle- 
man has furnished us with a statistical table of 
the number of ships of war of each class belonging 
to the French navy. The naval power of a nation 


is not, sir, to be measured by the number of its || 


vessels of war—it is a fallacious standard. It must 


be measured by the foundation on which naval | 


power rests, the extent and character of its com- 
mercial marine. No nation possesses so powerful 


and effective a commercial marine as the United |! For the first time the French Chamber is awakened 


i; to the true character of the question. 


States, animated and invigorated, as it is, by the 
spirit of freedom. 


The gentleman from Virginia may deceive him- | 


self, but France knows our naval strength, and 
England too; and if our national rights are main- 
tained here, as they ought to be, in a spirit corre- 
sponding with the extent of our naval resources, 
neither France nor England will ever be willing 
to engage in a war with us. But according to 
the argument of the gentleman, we are to be 
overwhelmed with some thirty or forty ships of 
the line. Sir, the ten thousand mariners whom 
we have now engaged in the whale trade—that 
« dreadful trade ’—are alone sufficient to sweep 
from the ocean the whole naval power of France. 
Our mariners employed in the fisheries on our 
coast and on the banks,are able of themselves to 
contend successfully with any naval power ex- 
isting. The naval resources of France may be 
great in ships and in her gallant officers—whose 
daring bravery no nation will dispute—but ships 
and officers are powerless without a well-disci- 
plined and extensive commercial marine; and na- 
tions the most commercial must ever be the most 
powerful on the ocean. In a war with us, France 
can derive no aid from her army though it were 
equal to that formidable force which crossed the 
Niemen in 1812. The war, if there be one, will be 
on the ocean. We have the materials ready for 
an immense navy—we have a commercial marine, 
always ready to avenge our wrongs, and we could 
put afloat in twelve months a naval force with 
which no nation could successfully contend. I do 
not say this, sir, because ] anticipate war with 
France—Heaven forbid that the peace between 


the two nations should ever be disturbed—both | 


nations have every motive to cherish it; and | am 
gure it never will be sacrificed for five and twenty 
millions of francs. But, sir, the extraordinary 
statements of the gentleman from Virginia has 
compelled me to dissipate the unfounded appre- 
hensions they were calculated to excite, and 
which might do us an injury abroad. We have 
nothing to fear from any nation, come the contest 
when it may. 

The gentleman from Virginia has referred to 
the opinions expressed by our officers as to the 
great superiority and discipline of the French 
navy at the present time. Modesty, sir, is the 
characteristic of a‘ brave man—our officers will 
never underrate those who are, or those who may 
be, their antagonists. But the opinions of our 
officers can never sweep away our commercial 
marine; and while we have that, we shall never 
concede superiority to any naval power. France 
has, too, another powerful motive for not willingly 
engaging in a war with us. If she should attempt 
to interrupt the commerce between this country 
and Great Britain, or to interfere with British 
vessels trading between the United States and any 
part of the world—if she should venture to tres- 
pass on her neutrality, England would soon bea 
party in the war. 

We mean, sir, 
we mean to avoid it; to 


to have no war with France— 
do so effectually we must 
meet the crisis fearlessiy, and maintain our na- 
tional rights with dignity. Adopt thatas your rule 
of condust in your relations with foreign nations, 
and you will command the respect of the world; 
and,-together with our isolated position avoid war 
for a century to come. France, sir, will herself 


20 


} 
f 


t 


respect us the more for maintaining our rights 
| with spirit and firmness. Gentlemen who enter- 
‘tained a different opinion must pardon him for 
totally dissenting from the policy adopted by the 
| Senate. The persuasive tone is not the one.which 
| will ever obtain indemnity from any nation. The 
tone of the message justly responded by the gen- 

tleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] is that 
which has commanded the respect of France as it 
ought to have done, and the applause of nations. 
France respects us because we respect ourselves. 


Hitherto it 
has been frittered away, trifled with, and lost 
sight of, amidst the struggles for power among the 
various parties in that body—they never looked 
abroad. Now it has become a great national 
question, in which the honor and welfare of the 
nation is involved, and the measure will no longer 
be sacrificed to gratify the spirit of party. If it 
be defeated, it will be because both Houses did 
not, at an early period of the session, respond to 
the tone of the message, not by- adopting meas- 
ures of reprisal at once, but by doing what we are 
now about to do—exhibiting a firm determination 
to sustain the rights and honor of the nation, 
should the obligations of the treaty be not fulfilled. 
But, sir, I believe the appropriation will have 


Chamber differs from this body and the House 


is limited to one hundred and sixty thousand 
voters, and the Deputies represent more fully the 


having a deep interest in the question—it is essen- 
tially a body representing the cities and towns of 
France. Such representatives will surely not 
sacrifice the great interests of their constituents, 
to gratify party revenge, and in a case where 
France is clearly in 
France may do, let us do our duty; and without 
desiring or anticipating the worst, let us be pre- 
pared for it, 

I regret, sir, 


that I have been compelled to 
engage in this- debate, contrary to my wish and 
design; for I anticipate, and sincerely desire, noth- 
ing but peace between the two great nations. 

will now, sir, adopt,in the form of a resolution, a 
sentiment which I found this morning in the report 


| Affairs. Had such a resolution been proposed 
in the committee by either of the gentlemen who 
| signed that document, it would have been, with 
perhaps one exception, unanimously supported. 
We were always ready to declare that ‘* thetreaty 
of the 4th of July, 1831, should be maintained, 
and its execution insisted on at all hazards.” I 
unite with them most cordially in the sentiment; 


accept itas a substitute for his. The first and 
third resolution will then be abandoned; and I 


adopted with unanimity. 


order of proceedings, in lieu 0 
originally offered by Mr. Apams. 
lows: ` , 

« Resolved, That in the opin 
“the treaty of the 4th of July, 18 
‘ maintained, and its execution insiste 
t hazards.” . 

Mr. ARCHER | 
his resolution, and adopt that of his colleague, 
(Mr, Parron,] if the gentieman from Massacht- 
setts [Mr. Apams] would also adopt it. 

Mr. ADAMS replied, that he could not take the 


It is as fol- 


ion of this House 


He was perfectly willing to 

accept that of the chairman of the Committee on 
| Foreign Affairs as a substitute for his own. He 
| had the other day asked his colleague [Mr. Bv- 
| ererr] if his report concluded with resolutions; 
| and, if he had received an afirmative answer to 


man from Virginia. 


been, or will be made. The composition Of the. 


of Commons. The privilege of voting in Franee |! 


commercial and manufacturing interests of France, |! 


the wrong. But whatever | 


of the minority of the Committee on Foreign | 


and I hope the gentleman from Massachusetts will | 


trust that this resolution, with the second, will be || 


The resolution was then read, and placed inthe | 
f the amendment | 


i; hazards, 


1831, should be | 
don, at all | 


then said he would withdraw | 
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| this inquiry, it was not his intention to have offered 
| that which was now on thetable. Fle considered ' 
| the resolution now proposed for his adoption, by 
| thechairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
(Mr. CamBreLena,] as expressing all that was 
| expressed by his own, and a little more. The 
1 difference consisted in this, that his resolution 
declared that the indemnity secured by the treaty 
of 1831 should in no event be abandoned. The 
one he now adopted declared that it should be 
secured at all hazards. He was perfectly willing 
| to adopt that language. 

Mr. BURGES contended that the Houseshould 
do nothing which was calculated to throw em- 
| barrassment in the way of an amicable adjustment 
| of the question. This House was on the eve of a 
| political dissolution. Itcould do nothing efficient. 

t might pass resolutions; but if war was neces- 
sary, it did not possess the power, or could not at 
this late period carry out such a measure. Under 
the circumstances, he thought the members of this 
House should not throw any embarrassment in 
the way of their successors. He was pleased 
with the last resolution of the gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. Campre.ena,] in some respects. 
It contained no threat, and every individual in the 
| land would insist upon having the treaty carried 
into effect as it was; no person would submit to a 
reduction of the sum, and it might with propriety 
be insisted that it should be increased. 

Mr. B. was sorry that the question of war had 
been discussed upon this occasion. He referred 
to the maritime, force and power of the two na- 
tions, and the detriment to the commerce of the 
United States which would result from such a 
war. He thought the House should be extremely 
cautious in its action upon a question which might 
result in war. He adverted to the ground of dis- 
| pute with France. lt involved a question of 
money only, and no case would be cited where a 
Christian nation had gone to war merely for plun- 
der. He insisted that there was much more cause 
for war on account of the bad faith and treatment 
| which had originated our claims against France, 
| than in a refusal to pay the sum of money which 
was stipulated to be paid us. He thought that, 
after the United States passed over the insults: of 
France, we should be deeply and ingloriously 
disgraced by going to war, merely because France 
would not pay us a sum of money for accumulated 
wrongs. 

Mr. B. entered, at some length, into a history 
| of the difficulties with France, and contended that 
| there existed no just cause of war. ‘The present 
| aspect of the controversy seemed to him to be a 
| mere question of etiquette between the President, 
i and the French King, and the” Foreign Minister 
of this Government, and the Minister of State of 
France. 

In conclusion, Mr. 
| pass any resolution it 


B. said the House might 
choosed. He should not 
object, unless it was implied that if France did not 
we would go to war. The reso- 
| lution before the House declared that the treaty 
| should be maintained at all hazards. There were 
| but few things which should be maintained at all 
What were they? Wasa mere question 
| of money one? Certainly not. He viewed such 
ia declaration on our part tantamount to saying, 
| that we would demand this sum, if refused, through 
‘war. France would be cowardly indeed if she 
| should pay the money under such circumstances, 
Mr. COULTER felt much gratified that the 
| gentleman from New York [Mr. Camprerenc] 


| pay the money, 


e ye A | 
course indicated in the suggestion of the gentle- j| 


l! had offered a modification of the first and had con- 
it 


third resolution. This step 
neiliate and insure unanimity 
| of action, which was so desirable on this occasion. 
| He was opposed to the third resolution becanas 
|| it supposed a rupture with France, and poe 

li to nothing. If the supposition was correct, the 
| resolution should go farther, and some efficient 
Í| measure should be adopted for puttin, the coun- 


sented to waive the 
| was calculated to co 


2 


March 


try in a state of defence. we 
lution was abandoned, he was willing to vote for 
the modified resolution of the chairman of the 


Committee on Foreign Affairs, [Mr. Campre- 


‘Lene,} and he would do this with cheerfulness, || 


because the conclading sentence of the resolution 


was the same language used in the closing para- | 
graph of the report of the minority of the Commit- | 


tee on Foreign Affairs. 


Mr. C. felt no apprehension from the phantoms | 


of the member from Rhode Island, [Mr. Burces.] 
The amount stipulated to be paid by France to 
American. citizens was justly due. Could the 


American Government, in good faith to her citi- | 


zens, ever negotiate again with France on this 
subject? Would France or the Chami 

ties ever agree to pay a large sum? À 
contended in the French Cnambers, that this sum 
should be reduced and cut down. ‘Phis could not 
be done. We must insist upon the execution of 
the treaty asitis. [low was thisto bedone? We 
must proclaim and insist upon it, from the good 
faith of France; and if thts consideraiion would 
not answer the execution of the treaty, we must 
resort to commercial restrictions. It was useless 
to open a new negotiation, after the failure to ex- 


ecute.an engagement solemnly entered into under | 


the great seal of France. How could this Gov- 


As, however, this reso- | 


er of Depu- | 
t had been |, : h 
li drawn atthe request of the SPEAKER, who laid | 


and acknowledgment, the sum stipulated in a: 


former treaty was justly due to the ciiizens of 
this Government? We should certainly encounter 
no great hazard by insisting on the payment of a 
sum of money admitied to be jusily due us. 


France would hardly, upon such a preience, seize |) 


upon our commercial marine or molest our fleet 
in the Mediterranean. 
war upon any such feivolous consideration. 

Mr. ©. said there were two ways in which our 


justclaims mightve prejudiced, The first was by 


pursuing a vehement and rash fine of conduct, and | 


the other by adopting atame, passive, and quiescent 
course, aud submitting to every thing. We must 


either come up to the circumstance of the case or | 


lag behind them. We had carried our part of this 
treaty into effect. France had not. Why then 
should werefrain from an expression of a decided 
opinion on the subject? Should this House evade, 
should it lag behind the question? Since the power 
of France had been urged as persuasions against 
our acting, he, for one, was disposed, with more 


alacrity than before, to meet the question, and to | t [ 
bers, withdrew his motion. 


act firmly and decisively. Le was the last man 
who would be disposed causelessly to jeopard the 
peace of the country. [le was sull in favor of a 
middie course. Hle wished to come up to the 


crisis—to meet it fally; but he was not in favor of 


going ahead, or ofremaining behind the crisis, 
Various questions had been mooted in the course 


She would scarcely go to | 
y Í 


of the debute, which were not necessarily invalved | 


in the subject before the House. 
was not, whether ornot we should go to war. 


Jt 


was certainly not just cause of censure, tnat we ʻi 
‘| the cause which prevented his attendance. 

was admitted by the high functionaries of France. || 

|| protection of the House. 


should insist upon “the payment of a claim which 


After adverting to the position in which France 


The question | 


wouid place berselfin the eyes of civilized Europe ` 
by a refusal to comply with the stipulations of ; 


the treaty, and the stain which she would thereby 


inflict upon her national power, &c. Mr. ©. con- | 


cluded, by expressing a hope, that the resolution | 


proposed by the geneman from New York would | 


prevail. 


Mr. CHILTON said that if the three last words 


of the modified resolution, to wit, “at all hazards,” | 


were stricken out, he and many of those around | 


him, would support the resolution. 
that the resolution would be thus modifi 


ed. 


Mr. J. Q. ADAMS said he could not accept the | 


lt was for the sake of harmony and unanimity 
that he had consented to accept the modification 
of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Camere- 
Lene } [le now rose to say, thatif the resolution 
as modified was not acceptable to a majority, he 
would move that the question be taken on his 
resolution as originally proposed. He stated the 
difference between the two propositions. _ The 
resolution of the gentleman from New. York per- 
fectly accorded with his feelings. His own propo- 
sition was, however, less harsh in its terms. 


He hoped : 


this purpose. 
The motion was agreed to—yeas 87, nays 82. 
The committee then rose. 

| (The foregoing embraces only an outline of the 

i debate, which occupied the [jouse from eleven 

j o’élock a. m. to half-past six p. m} 

Mr. E. EVERETT moved that the 


| a recess until seven o’dock. 


ASSAULT ON MR. EWING, OF INDIANA. 
A motion was then made to adjourn, but. with- 


House take 


| before the House the following letter from Mr. 
Ewing, of Indiana: 
WASHINGTON City, 
“bruary 28ih 1835. i 


| To the Spealcer of the House of Rep-esentatives: 


X 


the Fouse, and through you, to my constituents, 
for my absence from my seat. While on my 
way to my boarding house, after the adjournment 


% h l on tbe eyvemng of the 26.h instant, l was way- 
ernment approach and ask of the King a renewal | 3 


of this negotiation, when, by his own admission | 


laid, and assaulted in the most outrageous and 
| dastardly manner by Juhn F. Lane, a lieutenant 
lin tne army and son of the Hon. A. Laxe, of 
; Indiana, for no other known cause than for words 
i spoken in debate some weeks since, in reply to 
| his father on the fluor of the House of Represent- 
| alives. 

I had but a casual acquaintance with the person 
sho committed this outrage, and no intercourse 
whatever with him to lead to this ussault. A 


companied the first notice of his intention to at- 
i tack me, and was repeated by several others, with 
{ 


| and pressing period of the session, has entirely 
disabled me from taking my seat. 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient ser- 
vant, JNO. EWING. 


Mr. TIFESTER moved. to lay the communica- 
tion on the table. 

Mr. MAY said he understood that the President 
of the United States had ordered an inquiry into 
this subject. 

Mr. ELLESTER, at the request of several mem- 


Mr. BOULDIN doubted the propriety of insti- 


was already progressing in another quarter. 


The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Boutpix] was 


|| Speaking of an inquiry when none was demanded 


by his colleague. Hehad in his letter done what 
he had a perfect right to deo—apologized to the 
House and his constituents for his absence at this 
interesting period of the session. Fle had assigned 
But 
he asked no inquiry; nor did he ask or desire the 
Mr. IC. would say for 
his colleague that he was prepared and willing, on 
fair terms, with any equal and honorable antago- 
nist, to protect and de‘end himself. Mr. K. would 
Jeave to other members of more experience than 
himself to propose such measuresas might insure 
to the constituents of a member his services on 
this floor, if, in the estimation of this House, 


the rights of one of its members. 


Mr. BRIGGS demanded the yeas and nays 
; upon the ado 
i ordered. 
| Mr, CLAYTON moved an adjournment. 

On this motion Mr. MERCER asked for the 
yeas and nays. Ordered. 


1” Mr. CLAYTON withdrew the motion. 


Mr. C. P. WHITE renewed it. 

Mr. WISE demanded the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered, and were—yeas 42, nays 156. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. HIESTER renewed the motion to lay the 


Sir: My situation compels me to apologize to | 


blow from an iron cane witha leaden bead, ac- | 


| a violence which I regret to say, at this important |) 


tuting an inquiry on the part of the House, if one | 


Mr. KINNARD rose to a question of order. |! 


| there had been a breach of its privileges, and of | 


Mr. HANNEGAN offered a resolution for the | 
‘| appointment of a select committee of seven mem- 
bers, to investigate the facts of the alleged assault, | 
‘| and that the sume be reported to the House. 
amendment proposed by the gentleman last up. | 
púon of the resolation; which were | 


n ao 
|| resolution and communication on the table. Ne 
tived—yeas 67, nays 128. d 

A debate of some lengih, and much animation, 
ensued on the adoption of the resolution, ft was 
opposed by Mr. POLK, and advocated by Messrs. 
HARDIN, HANNEGAN, and EVANS, when 
Mr. STEWART moved the previous question; 

which was seconded, and agreed to. 

The question being gn ‘he adoption of the reso- 
li lution, i 
|| Mr. REED demanded the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered, and were-—yeas 127, nays 63. 
: So the resolution was agreed to. 
! Mr. CAMBRELENG moved that the House 
| again go into committee on the report of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. RENCHER moved an adjournment; which 
carried—ayes 114, noes not counted. i 

Tne House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, March 2, 1835. 


Mr. RUGGLES presented a joint resolution of 
the Legislature of Maine, approbatory of the 
: course of the President cf the United States in 
i relation to the Bank of ‘the United States, and 
instructing the Senators from that State to use 
their exertions to have the resolutions of last ses- 
| sion, condemnatory of the President, expunged 
| from the Journal of the Senate. 

l MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
| A message was received from the President of 
| the United States, by the hands of Mr. Donerson, 


ga- 


| 
i 
| 
l 
i 
i 
H 
H 
H 


his Private Secretary, communicating the corre- 
| spondence and instructions given to the present 
Minister to Spain, in pursuance of the resolutions 
i; of the Senate of the 24 and 17th ultimo. 

| REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

i) Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on Fi- 

i nance, reported the bill from the FIouse making 
| appropriations for payment of Indian annuities 
| for the year 1835, with sundry amendments. 
| On motion of Mr. WEBSTER, the bill wag 
| considered as in Committee of the Whole, and 
| the several amendments were agreed to. 
| Mr. TIPTON offered an amendment appro- 
| priating $642 to defray the expenses of Captain 
i| Jewett, commandant of Fort Armstrong, on the 
' Mississippi, the amount due him on account of 
i two suits prosecuted against him for seizing a 
i: quantity of ardent spirits smuggled into the In- 
|! dian country in violation of the act of 1802, to 
‘i regulate trade and intercourse with the Indian 
ii trioes, The amendment was agreed to, and the 
bill was reported to the Senate as amended. The 
| bill was then ordered to be engrossed, and was 
afterwards read a third time and passed. 
i| On motion of Mr. SILSBER, the Committee on 
i| Commerce had leave to sit during the sitting of 
|i the Senate. 

i Ar. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on 
‘Pensions, reported the bills from the House, 
igranting pensions to Thomas Ball and Colonel 
: Daniel Newnan, without amendment, and that 

i the bill granting a pension to William C. Beard 

| ought.nct to pass. 

| On motion of Mr. PORTER, the Committee 

! on Private Land Claims were discharged from the 
i| further consideration. of the petition of the heirs 

| 

| 
jd 

i 

| 


: REGISTER OF DEBATES. 

Mr. POINDEXTER offered a resolution au- 
thorizing the Secretary of the Senate to supply 
the members of the Senate with the volumes of 
Gales & Seaton’s Register of Debates which “have 
been published since the last distribution, and 
asked the consideration of the resolution at this 
time. f 

As the motion required unanimous consent-— 

Mr. HALL objected. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN suggested that the 
gentleman could obtain his object by moving the 
consideration of a resolution lying on the table. 

On motion of Mr. POINDEXTER, the Senate 
took up for consideration the resolution reported 
by the Library Committee, directing the Secre- 
tary to furnish those members of the Senate who 
have taken their seats during the present session, 
with Gales & Seaton’s Register of Debates. 

Ar. BENTON opposed the moticn, and de- 


! of J. B. Macarty. 
| 
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mandet 
ordered, and are ae follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Bibb, Buchanan, Clayton, |; 


Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Goldsborough, Knight 
Leigh, McKean, Mangum, Naudain, Poindexter, 
Porter, 
Tipton, W ebster—20 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Cuthbert, 
Hill, Kane, King of Georgis, Linn, Morris, 
Robinson, Shepley, Tallmadge, White, Wright— 
13. o 

So the motion to consider was agreed to. 

The resolution having been taken up— 

Mr. POINDEXTER moved an amendment to 
furnish each Senator with the volurnes published 
since the last distribution. 

Mr. BENTON opposed the amendment, and 
asked the yeas and nays upon its adoption; which | 
wore ordered, and it was agreed to by the follow- 
ing vote: 

VY EAS—Messrs. Bell, Buchanan, Ewing, Fre- 
jinghuysen, Kent, Knight, Leigh, Naudain, Poin- 
dexter, Prentiss, Robbins, Southard, Swift, Tip- 
von, Webster—15. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Cuthbert, Hill, 


i 


Prentiss, Robbins, Smith, Southard, Swift, | 


1 
i 


| 


i 
i 


Kane, King of Georgia, Linn, McKean, Morris, | 


Porter, Robinson, Shepley, Tallmadge, White— | 
1d. 


lution as amended, after some remarks from | 
Messrs. LEIGH, POINDEXTER, BUCHAN- | 
AN, BENTON, KING of Aiabama, and KING 
of Georgia, 

Mr. BENTON moved its indefinite postpone- | 
ment, which he afterwards modified, at the sug- 
gestion of Mr. BUCHANAN, toa postponement 
to the first day of next session, and asked the | 
yeas and nays upon the motion; which were or- 
dered, and are as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Brown, Bu- 


chanan, Cuthbert, Goldsborough, Grundy, Hill, |; 
Kane, King of Alabama, King of Georgia, Linn, |; 


McKean, Morris, Robinson, Shepley, Tallmadge, | 
White—18. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bel!, Bibb, Clay, Clayton, 
Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Kent, Knight, Leigh, 
Mangum, Naudain, Poindexter, Porter, Prentiss, 
Robbins, Southard, Swift, Tipton, Webster—19. 

So the motion was disagreed to. 

After some further remarks from Messrs. FRE- 
LINGHUYSEN, BENTON, and POINDEX- 
TER, Mr. BUCHANAN moved to lay the sub- 
ject on the table; which was agreed to, on a divis- 
Ton—yeas 17, nays 17; the Chair voting in the 
affirmative. 

CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


The Senate then resumed the civil and diplo- | 
matic appropriation bill. 

All the other amendments reported by the Com- 
ng been agreed to, that í 
proposing to strike out the salary and outfit of a! 
Minister to Great Britain was next considered; ` 
when a debate of considerable length and much | 
interest ensued, in which Messrs. WEBSTER, . 
WRIGHT, CLAY, CLAYTON, BUCHAN- | 
AN, BiBB, and TYLER, participated. | 

Mr. WEBSTER then moved to amend the sec- | 
tion before striking out, by inserting a Proviso, | 
“that the salary and outfit shall not ke paid, un- 
“Jess said Minister shail be appointed at the present | 
“session of Congress, or in the recess, by and with | 
‘the advice and consent o 
‘and obtained.” 

Upon this propos 
yeas and nays; whic 

Aftersomefurther remarks, from 
STER, TYLER, SHEPLEY, CALHOUN, 
KING of Alabama, and BLACK, the proviso” 
was agreed to by the following vote: 

VEAS—Messrs. Bell, Bibb, Black, Clay, Cal 
houn, Clayton, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Goldsbo- | 
rough, Hendricks, Kent, Knight, Leigh, Mangum, 
Moore, Naudain, Poindexter, Porter, Prentiss, | 
Preston, Robbins, Silsbee, Smith, Southard, 
Swift, Tomlinson, Waggaman,s Webster—28 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, 
Cuthbert, Grandy, Hill, Kane, King of Alabama, 
King of Georgia, Linn, McKean, Morris, Robin- 
son, Rugeles, Shepley, Tallmadge, Tipton, Tyler, 
White, Wrizht—20. : 

Mr: EWING proposed to strike ou 
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mittee on Finance havi 
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t the item 


i the yeas and nays upon it; which were '] for an outfit fora Minister to Spain, and asked 


+{ require an outfit. 


il? : 
i it was sufficient. 


| Affairs, by unanimous consent, reported a bill 


n : r f t i < | 
The question being on the adoption of the reso- | from the House to carry into effect the conven 


ii amendment. 


+ The bill was then read the third time and passed, 


|! pointed u 


|| sination of the President. 


i! Morris, Naudain, Porter, 


| i 


f the Senate, first had $| 


the yeas and nays; which were ordered 
Mr. CLAYTON was also in favor of striking 
out, on the ground of there being no vacancy to 


Mr. CLAY said as a proviso was introduced 
already into the bill which would show the Presi- 
dent the opinion of.the Senate in regard to the 
right of appointment during the recess of Con- 
gress, he was in favor of retaining the sum. 

i Mr. CLAYTON then read a letter from the 
| Secretary of State, which had just been handed 
| him, stating that the present Minister to Spain had 
| asked and obtained leave to return. Mr. C. said 


Mr. EWING then withdrew his motion. 

Mr. WRIGHT offered on amendment to the 
section of the bill, making a provision in favor of 
certain custom-house officers, and placing them 
\ on the same footing as before 1832, being a pro- 
| vision similar to those made heretofore for that 

object. ; 

[By unanimous consent the bill was suspended 
for the introduction of the following.] 


CONVENTION WITH SPAIN. 
Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Foreign 


| 


tion between the United States and Spain, with an 


The amendment provides, that the distribution 
| of the fund shall be made by the Attorney Gen- 
eral, instead of aspecial commission. The amend- 
| ment was agreed to, and ordered to be engrossed, 


SUSPENSION OF 17TH JOINT RULE. 

On motion of Mr. PORTER, the 17th joint rule, 
which prevents bills being sent to the President 
on the last day of the session, was suspended, 

The Senate then took a recess until five o’clock. 


EVENING SESSION. 
Mr. SMITH, from the select committee ap- 
pon the letter of the Hon, GEORGE Po- 
i pexrer, made a report at length, concluding with 
| a resolution that not a shade of suspicion exists 
| that Mr. Porxpexrer was in any way concerned, 
| directly or indirectly, in the late attempted assas- 


The report was read, and the question being on 


its adoption, ; 

Mr. WEBSTER asked the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered, and are as follows:. 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Bibb, Black, Buchanan, 
Calhoun, Clay, Clayton, Cuthbert, Ewing, Fre- 
| linghuysen, Goldsborough, Grundy, Hendricks, 
i Hill, Kane, Kent, King of Alabama, King of 
| Georgia, Knight, Leigh, Linn, Mangum, Moore, 
i Preston, Robbins, Rob- 
inson, Ruggles, Shepley, Silsbee, Smith, South- 
ard, Swift, Tallmadge, Tipton, Tomlinson, Tyler, 
Webster, White, and W righi—42. 

NAYS—None. 

On motion of Mr. 
accompanying documents were ordered 
printed. — 

crt AND DIPLOMAT:C BILL. 

The Senate then resumed the consideration of 
the general appropriation bill. 

The amengment offered by Mr. WricuT was 
still further discussed by Messrs. WRIGHT, 
| BUCHANAN, SILSBEE, KING, of Alabama, 


and CLAY 


i 
i 


| 
i 1 
| | 
j 

{ 


SMITH, the report and || 
to be i 
; | 


L 


IGHT asked the yeas and nayson the | 
hich were ordered, 


Bibb, Calhoun, Clay, 


Bell 
d Hendricks, 


Clayton, Goldsborough, 


Knight, 
ter, Robbins, 
Tipton, Tomlinson, an 
So the amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was then reported to the Senate. 


h, Southard, Swift, 


oore, Naudain, Por- |, 


| for adjusti 
| the adjou 


+ P. 


‘ the Journals of the rinte 
' of the Senate, arranging the legislative 


ju 
| Secretary 


| of the agents. 


: sidered in 


ii 
t 


| and indefinitely postponed. 


Mr. CLAY asked the yeas and nays on re- 


ceiving the amendment offered by Mr. Wricur 
and adopted in Committee of the Whole; which 
were ordered, and are as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Brown, Bu- 
chanan, Cuthbert, Frelinghuysen, Grundy, Hill 
Kane, Kent, King of Alabama, King of Geor- 


| gia, Linn, McKean, Poindexter, Preston, Robin- 
| son, Ruggles, Shepley, Silsbee, Tallmadge, White, 


and Wright—23. 
NAYS—Messrs. Bell, Bibb, Calhoun, Clay, 
Clayton, Ewing, Goldsborough, Hendricks, 


| Knight, Leigh, Mangum, Moore, Porter, Pren- 
| tiss, Robbins, Smith, Southard, Swift, Tipton, 


Tomlinson, Tyler, and Webster—22. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

The bill was then, on motion of Mr. WEB- 
STER, still further amended by incorporating 
into the provisions of a bill affording relief to 
certain officers and soldiers of the Virginia line; 


! and of a bill to construct a road from Lyme creek 


to Chattahoochee; and of a bill to confirm certain 
land titles in Missouri; which bills had passed the 
Senate Saturday evening too late to be sent tothe 
fTouse. 
Tie bill was then ordered to be engrossed; and 
was then read a third time and passed. 
EXPUNGING RESOLUTION. 
Mr. PRESTON moved to take up the resolu- 
tion offered by Mr. Benron for expunging from 


: the Journal of the Senate the resolution condemn- 


ing the President; on which question the yeas and 
nays were ordered, and are as follows: ; 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, 
Calhoun, Clay, Clayton, Cuthbert, Hill, Kane, 


i King of Alabama, King of Georgia, McKean, 


Mangum, Moore, Preston, Robinson, Ruggles, 
Shepley, Tallmadge, White, and Wright—21. 

NAYS—Meassrs. Bibb, Black, Ewing, Golds- 
borough, Grundy, Hendricks, Kent, Knight, 
Leigh, Linn, Naudain, Poindexter, Porter, Pren- 
tiss, Robbins, Smith, Southard, Swift, Tipton, 
Tomlinson, Waggaman, and Webster—22. 

So the motion was lost. 

The following resolutions were offered: 

HARBOR OF EAST THOMASTON. 

By Mr. RUGGLES: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War bedirected 
to cause a survey to be taken of the harbor of 
East Thomaston, Maine, so far as it may be neces- 
sary to determine the practicability an propriety 
of constructing a breakwater for the protection 
of shipping, while lying within the harbor; also 
an estimate of the probable expense of such 
construction; that he make report thereof to the 
Senate at the next session of Congress. 

LAND TITLES. 

By Mr. POINDEXTER: 

Resolved, That the reports of the commissioners 
ng land titles, made to Congress since 
rnment of the last session of Congress, 
d with the documents in relation to the 


be printe i 
o be printed at the last ses- 


ublic lands, ordered t 
sion of Congress. 
PRINTING JOURNALS. 

By Mr. BIBB: ; 

Resolved, That the usual number of copies of 
Senate be reprinted for the use 
and exec- 
tive Journals in separate volumes; and that the 
cause to be prepared and printed there- 
with a copious index to each volume, and also an 
analytical index in a separate volume. 

‘This resolution was laid on the table. 

PRINTING LISTS OF PENSIONERS. 

By Mr. PRESTON: : 

Resolved, That a list of the pensioners on the 
rolls in the Treasury Office be printed and dis- 
tributed as heretofore ordered in regard to those 
in the War Office, with the addition of the names 


HOUSE BILLS. 
The following bills from the House were con- 
Committee of the Whole, ordered to 


be engrossed and read the third time, and were 


assed : 


The bill for the relief of Francis F. St. Cyr, and 
the bill for the relief of Jared Buchanan were read, 


The following bills were read the first and sec- 
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ond time, ordered to be engrossed, and read a third 
time: 

A bill for the relief of Samuel L. Asbury; 

A biil for the relief of the children of Dominick 
Lynch; i 

A bill for the relief of Daniel Page; 

A bill for the relief of Peter Triplett, 

A bill for the relief of Stephen Gatlin; 

A bill for the relief of Larned Swaliow; and 

A bill to regulate the pay of the officers of the 
havy. : i 

While the latter bill was under consideration, 

Mr. HILL said, ifthe bill for raising the salaries 
of the officers of the navy should pass, he would 
consider it to be one of the most severe blows ever 
inflicted on the American navy. As the sincere 
friend of that navy he hoped the Senate would 
pause before they inflicted this blow. There isa 
point beyond which the people will not go; they 
are willing amply to remunerate every man in 
their employ to the full amount of his services; 
but they never will consent that deception shall be 
palmed upon them. : 

i have (said Mr. H.) before me tables of the 
pay of the officers of the French and the British 
navy,and I will present them in contrast with the 
pay of the officers of the American navy as it 
stands before the passage of this law. 


Mode of rating Ships in the British Navy. 
First rate. All ships with three decks. 


Second rate. Two deckers of 80 guns and up- 
wards. 

Third vate. Ships of 70, and less than 80 guns. 

Fourth ra'e. Ships of 50, and less than 70 guns. 

Fifth rate. Ships of 36, and less than 50 guns. 

Sixth rate. Ships of 24, and less than 36 guns. 


The other vessels in the following table, rank 
in the seventh rank. 


3 * In all rates the same. 
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Pay of the British Navy as established by an order in 
Council, June 23, 1824, computing the Pound at 
$4 44. 


Admiral of the fleet, per annum.......99,723 60 
Admiral... .csseecees cc creeseesecess 8,103 00 
Vice Admiral......cccescccccccrences 6,482 40 
Rear Admiral or Commodore, Ist class, 4,861 80 
Captain of the fleet... .......ceceeees 4,861 80 


In addition to the above, every commander-in- 
chief receives a further sum of $13 32 per day, 
while his flag is flying within the limits of his 
station, 
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Incidental Allowances. 


Two dolars per week to officers attached to 
navy-yards where there are no qua¥ters. Sta- 
tionery is furnished, and all postages upon public 
letters are repaid to them. The cabinsof the ships 
are supplied with the permanent furniture, deemed 
fixtures, as carpets, tables, chairs, Sophas, side- 
boards, dish covers, mirrors, &z. The allowance 
in lieu of cabin furniture is for other small arti- 
cles. 

Fifteen cents per mile is allowed to cover the 
expenses of travelling under orders, to captains 
and masters commandants by land, twelve cents 
to all others; by water ten cents, and eight cents. 

Where officers are detained on duty at places 
without their regular stations, they are allowed, to 
captains and masters commandants three doliars 
per day; surgeons, lieutenants, and other officers, 
two dollars per day, during which their regular 
pay and emoluments continue. 

Officers stationed at the several navy-yards are 
allowed a much higher 
than when at sea—a 


capital defect in making an 
efficient navy. 


Officers returning to the United States from 
abroad have their passege money paid to them. 


compensation generally | 


Prizes.—If of equal or superior force, the whole 
value is distributed among the officers and crews.. 
If of inferior force, one half to the United States, 
and one half to the captors. WVote.—Individualg 
fit out privateers for the prizes at their own ex- 
pense. 

Pensions,—Officers wounded are pensioned, and 
if killed, their widows are pensioned. 


PAY IN THE FRENCH NAVY. 


Francs. Dolls. 
Maritime Prefects, per annum, 


(commanders at sea-ports)...21,600 4,050 00 
Vice Admiral. ........022.....18,000 3,375 00 
Rear Admiral. .........06+6- 612,000 2,950 00 
Post Captain, lst class......... 6,000 1,125 00 
Captain, 2d class... esses see. 5,400 1,012 50 
Commander, (capitaine de frig- : 

BLE) esc ees eceecvervecessen, 4,900 787 50 
First Lieutenant.........0+00+ 2,400 450 00 
Second Lieutenant............ 1,800 337 50 
Mate, Ist class........ceeeee0+ 960 180 00 
Midshipman, 2d class, and vol- 

unteers, no pay, except when 

in service, and then.......... 480 52 50 
Master gunners and helmsmen, 

Ist class, per month, 90f...... 1,080 202 50 
Master gunners and helmsmen, 

2d class, per month, 81f...... 972 182 25 
Capitaines d’armes, Ist class, per 

month, Blficccececsscsceses 972 182 95 
Capitaines d’armes, 2d class, per 

month, T2f.,ccccueceseseee 864 162 00 
Master carpenters, calkers, and 

sail-makers, Ist class, per 

month, SIf.......eceeeeeees 972 182 25 
Master carpenters, calkers; and 

gail-makers, 24 class, per 

month, 726........eeeeeees 864 162 00 
Master armorers, 1st class, per 

month, 60f.......ceceseeeee 720 135 00 
Master armorers, 2J class, per 

month, 54f..eecessceeceeees 648 121 50 


One-fifth of the above to be deducted when the 
officers are on shore. 

When at sea, the officers receive a daily mess 
allowance in addition, varying according to the 
oe or station on which they are to be em- 

oyed. 

7 The midshipmen (eleves) of the 2d class receive 
no pay, except when in service. 


Mr. HILL continued. From these several 
statements it will be seen that the pay of the offi- 
| cers of the navy of the United States, under the 
| Jaw as it now stands, is better, much better, than 
the pay either in the British or French navy. 

Thus it will be seen that the commander of a 
frigate in the French navy receives (besides a 
mess allowance of about one-fourth) $787 50; the 
same commander in the British navy receives, in 
full of all pay and emoluments, $2,213 56; while 
an American commander, of the same grade, re- 
ceives $2,170, besides other emoluments. Here 
an officer of this grade has at least equal pay to an 
officer of the same grade in the British navy, and 
i nearly double the pay of the same grade of offi- 
cers in the French navy. Yet the bill raises the 
compensation of this officer from $3,500 as a min- 
j imum to $4,500 per annum as a maximum allow- 
ance. 

But the pay of lieutenants is raised in still higher 
Proportion. ` A first lieutenant in the French 
navy, exclusive of daily mess allowance, receives 
while on sea duty $450; a British lieutenant, as 
his highest and exclusive allowance, receives 
$663 78; while an American lieutenant, of the 
highest grade, receives £1,996 25, and of the low- 
est grade $965 per annum, under the law as it now 
istands, The new bill raises this pay of lieuten- 
ants of the highest grade to $1,800, and even the 
lowest is to receive $1,500 while on board ship. 
This is more than treble the pay of French offi- 
cers of the same grade, and nearly treble that of 
the British service. 

Take, also, the pay of the most numerous clase 
| of officers. Midshipmen in the French navy re- 
ceive no pay except when in actual service, and 
when in service, besides the daily mess allowance, 
they receive as pay only $52 50 peranoum. Mid- 
shipmen in the British navy receive, as their full 


! emoiuments, $138 52. American midshipmen, 


` 
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under the law as it stands, receive, as their lowest 
allowance, $319 25. The bill under considera- 
tion gives tne sume officer of the lowest grade, 
when attached to a ship, $409 per annum, and 
even while at home, doing no service, the sum of 
$300 per annum. ‘The pay of midshipmen of the 
ingier grade is carried in the American service 
tu the amount of $750 per annum. 

O:her officers, it witl be seen by the table I 
have preseuted, presenta still greater discrepancy. 
Thus the commander of a yard is raised from 


$4,066 75 to $4,500; masters commandant from : 
$1 356 25 to $2,500; chaplains from $662 50 to i| c 
$1,200; gunne S, boatswains, sail-makers, and car- | 


penters, from $422 50 to $750, &e. 

Compared with the salaries of the highest civil 
cfficers in most of the States of the Union—with 
the salaries of the highest judicial officers requir- 
ing expensive education and preparation—the pay 
ot the officers uf tiie American navy wili be enor- 
mous, if the bill passes; it is out of proportion to 
ail other compensaiion in this country, public or 
private. If the greareat enemy of the navy had 
meditated the greatest injury to the service, he 
could not have devised a more effectual method of 
doing it than the passage of such a bill as this. 

The people cannot, they will not, stand such 
a stride in advancing public salaries, as is sanc- 
tioned by this navy biil, W hat was the condition 
of the officers of the navy during the late war 
with Great Britain? At that time, while they 


—-white they could not get from the impoverished | 
treasury of the nation the smaller pay that was their | 
due—they did not ask to have their pay raed, ; 
even when the currency was depreciated. But : 
now a new race seems to have arisen in the: 
navy, that knows not Joseph—an influence which | 
comes from the higher grade, not the laboring |, 


classes of society. The rush for midshipmen’s 
berths in the navy, for many years, has been 


great, even with the low compensation that the | 
present law affords. The sons of rich men, or}: 


of genteel poor men, not the bone and muscle 
of the country, are the most numerous seekers 


of places as midshipmen in the navy; hundreds | 


of names are still on the dist as seekers for the 
places. The number has been increased until prob- 
ably not one-filth are in active employ. And is this 
the time to raise’the pay of the boys in the navy? 
The midshipmen in the French and British navy 
have scarcely sufficient pay to purchase clothing; 
their youth go into the service with the sole pros- 
pect of rebance on their own exertions. The 
American youth who enter the service receive 
pay both while out of and while in the service suffi- 
cient to superinduce habits of dissipation. Can 


there be a duubt in which service wiil ultimately |: 


terminate superiority or elevation of character? 

The whole increase of pay of officers of the 
navy by the bill, I am informed, will be to the 
amount of three hundred thousand dollars per an- 
num. ‘The addition to the pay of the corps of lieu 
tenants alone, it is said, will exceed one hundred 
thousand dollars. And this, too, when it is said 
scarcely one-fifth of the eflicers of the navy are ‘in 
actual service. 
time to introduce such a Lillas this? 

‘The bill has been carried in one branch by an 
almast exclusive party vote on one side, with just 
enough af the other side to overbalance the ques- 
tion. This has been done, as | believe, when many 


of those who voted in favor of the bill did not un- ! 


derstand the extent of the increase of pay. There 
has been a revulsion in that branch since the bill 
passed, that induces the Senator from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. Soutuanp] now to say the bill will be 
t, if it shail be amended so as to include the 
ieers of the marines, and make them equal to 
those of the navy. TheSenate wiil not suffer this 
bill to go back to the House. It might have been 
there passed under entreaties and personal appli- 
cations of those interested. lt is my belief the 
bill would not again pass that body. Its great 
friend here will not again trust the bill ont of the 
Senate, ! shall regret herea 
that the effect of raising the salaries of the officers 
of the navy, at a time when there is a general 
press on the Secretary of the Navy to get places 
tn that service, will lower the estimation 1n which 
that branch of the public service is held by the 
people of the United States. 


Could there bea more unfortunate ` 


fter if it shall be seen | 


j 
I _ The following Elouse bills were taken up, con- 
| sidered as inthe Committee of the Whole, ordered 
‘| to be engrossed, and afterwards read a third time 
| and passed. : 
‘| A bill for the relief of Joseph Gilbert; 
A bili’for the relief of John Gorodelles - 

A bill granting a pension to Colonel Gideon 
Morgan, of Tennessee; 

A bill to render permanent the mode of supply- 
ng the army, and fixing the salaries of clerks in 
he Commissary General’s office; 


la 
it 


cm 


| lateral branch of the Baltimore and Ohio railroad 
into the city of Washington; 
A bill granting a pension to Justus Cobb; and 
Several bills severally granting pensions as fol- 
lows: to Thomas Swartwood, Benjamin Holland, 
William Wileges, Isaac Eckwright, Ephraim F. 


| 


{ 
| 
i 
i 
{ 
H 
| 
{ 
ii 
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| Case, George C. Seaton, Justus Cobb, Benjamin 
| Leslie, Wm. Baden and James Harrington, Sam- 
: uel Shelmerdine, Abraham E. Boutweil and David 
‘Pearson, John Moore, John Bryant, John F. 
| Wiley, William Lawrence, Thomas Ball, Joseph 
| Mead, Noah Miller. 
|! A bill granting a pension to Luke Vorhise 
: was indefinitely postponed. 


MILITARY BOUNTY SCRIP. 


‘extending the ume for issuing scrip for United 
States military bounty land warrants; which was 
disagrecd to, 

RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. SILSBEE, from the Committee on Com- 


appropriations for the Delaware breakwater, and 
;| for certain harbors, for the year 1835. 

i| On Mr. SILSBEE’S motion, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the biil, as in committee of the 
whole, and the amendments having been gone 
, through with, ; 

| Mr. TIPTON offered an amendment, appropri- 
ting $10,000, to be applied under the direction of 
he Secretary of War, to the construction of a 
4 barborat Michigan City, mouth of Frail creek, on 
|| Lake Michigan. 

| Mr. 'T. said he felt it his duty to propose this 
| amendment to the bill, He madea similar propo- 
| sition last session; but it failed, as he understood, 
‘in consequence of no survey having been made of 
i the proposed harbor. A survey, however, was 
‘made last fall, by an officer of the engineer corps, 
|| whose report was referred some weeks ago to the 
i! Committee on Commerce; and Mr, T. said he was 
‘| informed by the honorable chairman (Mr. Sius- 


‘| pee] that the committee would not consent to 


‘| amend this bill, as it provided only for the prose- | 


‘| ention of works already commenced. That there 
| Were similar propositions before them then that 
“the committee determined to attach to a bill that 
was expe 
works. 

encounter the unanimous opposition of the com- 
mittee; it might defeat kis proposition, but would 
|; not prevent him from doing his duty. He wastold 
1 last year this harbor was not surveyed; and now, to 
+ wait till a bill came from the other House. Did 
not honorable gentlemen know that at this late 


fi 


it 
i 
H 
ij 
| 
if 


Mr. T. said he keard calls from all 
‘| sides to withdraw the amendment; and he would 
do so if he could, consistent with duty; but he 
ii those he had the honor in part to represent here. 
|| He begged honorable 
i! Indiana had no other harbors to im 
iF Few States were thus situated. 


‘| statute-book, and you w 


|! Congress passes, wi ) } 
every other State. What has been done for Indi- 
ana? We ask nothing as a boon, but claim this 
| appropriation as a matter of right. 
Harbors have been constructed at every creek 
board, on Lake Erie, 
. This town, Michigan 
place of immense busi- 
ness-men, 
barked in 
Between 


prove but this. 
Turn to your 


|i and almost all other lakes 
City, although new, is a i ; 
Many of its citizens are busi 
possessing large capitals, and have em 


commercial enterprises with great spirit. 


Gilbert, Captain Cole, an Indian chiéf, Solomon | 


| 
l Mr. POINDEXTER moved to take up the bill | 


vere fighting and covering themselves with glory |; 


merce, reported the bill from the House making | 


cted from the House, providing for new | 
Ele deemed it unfortunate that he had to | 


hour no other bill need be expected from the | 
could not, and would not surrender the rights of | 
Senators to recollect that |) 


ili find that no session of 
thout appropriating money for |) 


817 


sixty and one hundred lake vessels arrived at this 
port last summer. This number will no doubt 
be doubled the next season. The goods con- 
sumed in the north part of Indiana, and a part of 
illinois and Michigan, will be landed at this point 
as soon as the harbor is in a condition to protect 
the commerce of the place. Appropriations are 
: made each year to construct a harbor at Chicago, 
| fifty miles west of Trail creek, and another is also 
l expected for the St. Joseph’s river, forty-five 
| miles northwest of our harbor. Mr. T. said he 
i| voted with pleasure for the construction of har- 
| bors, and would not now complain, could he 
{| obtain what is just for his own State. Every dollar. 
i: laid out to improve harbors on Lake Michigan, 
| tarns the business to those which are most secure; 
|! thus, by improving that at Chicago, you substract 
from the business and the value of our property 
iat Michigan City. He wished to be liberal to his 
i neighbors, but could not consent to vote for others, 
to the neglect of his own constituents. Having 
|, presefited the amendment and his views, he asked 
ii the yeas and nays; in order that by recording his 
vote, his constituents might see that he had done 
' his duty. If.voted down, he would yield to the 
| decision of the Senate as gravely as any Senator 
| could, who felt that a portion of his constituents 
| were operated upon unjustly.. The yeas and nays 
were ordered, and the amendment was disagreed 
to, by the following vote: i 
YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Goldsborough, 
Hendricks, Kane, Kent, Linn, Robinson, Tipton, 
il Tomlinson, Webster, White—12, 
i NAYS—Messrs. Bibb, Buchanan, Clayton, 
| Ewing, Hill, King of Georgia, Leigh, Mangum, 
Naudain, Poindexter, Prentiss, Ruggles, Shepley, 
i Silsbee, Southard, Swift, Tallmadge, Tyler—18. 


After the consideration of executive business, 
the Senate, at eleven o’clock, adjourned. 


| 


{ 


| 
i 
t 


| HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, March 2, 1835. 


Petitions and memorials were presented by Mr. 
| HUBBARD, of New Hampshire; 
| Messrs. BAYLIES and PHILLIPS, of Massa- 


chusetis; : 
d HARD, of New York; 


i} 
Messrs. DICKSON an 
i} Mr. BANKS, of Pennsylvania; 

{Mr. Banks presented a memorial signed by 
citizens of West Greenville, Mercer county, Penn- 
sylvania, praying that a law may be passed abol- 
ishing slavery and the slave trade in the District 
|! of Columbia and the Territories. ] 

Messrs. CHINN and MASON, of Virginia; 
Messrs. INGE and DUNLAP, of Tennessee; 
Mr. REYNOLDS, of Illinois; 

Mr. LYON, of Michigan; 

|| Mr. VINTON, of Ohio. 

Which petitions and memorials were appropri- 
ately disposed of. 

On motion of Mr. PLUMMER, several peti- 
tions heretofore presented by him in relation to 
the public lands were ordered to be printed . 


The following resolution, offered by Mr. CLAY, 
from the Committee on Pablic Lidnds, on the 3d 
February was taken up, read, considered, and 
agreed to, viz: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury. 
o cause an estimate to be made of 
se of constructing a levee on 
the western bank of the Mis- 
uthern bank of Red river, in 
{i the State of Louisiana; also, an estimate of the 
i! expense of constructing levees on, or removing 
į obstructions from, the rivers of Arkansas and 
| Missouri through the public lands, wherever 

together with the proba- 
| ble advantages or disadvantages of such works, 
respectively; the probable effects upon the health 
and prosperity of the country In which any of 
such works may be constructed, and the probable 
guantity, quality, and value of land belonging to 
the United States, which will be reclaimed by the 
construction of any such levees, and make report 
| thereof to the next Congress. 


| On motion of Mr. BEATTY, ; 
Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutions 

| Claims be instructed to inquire into the propriety 
lof directing payment to be made to the heirs of 
i Captain Reuben Waggener, of the amount due 


| 
ii be directed t 
‘the probable expen 
i the public land on 
i| sissippi and the so 


ii they may be necessary; 


t 
i 
l 
il 
i 


i 


onary 


i 
| 
| 
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i 
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him for services as an officer and private in the 
Virginia State line, or Continental establishment; 
and that said committee inquire into and ascertain 
the amount, if any, in money and land due to the 
said heirs for the revolutionary services of Captain 
Waggener, either as an officer or private soldier, 
and reportto this House the result of said inquiry. 


Oa motion of Mr, C. P. WHITE, : 
Resolved, That ten thousand copies be printed 
of the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury 
respecting the commerce and navigation of the | 
United States for the year ending September 30, 
1834, when the same shail be received. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. POLK, from the Committee of Ways and | 
Means, reported, with amendments, the bill from ! 
the Senate in relation to the public deposites; | 
which was committed, and the amendments | 
ordered to be printed. | 

Mr. MUHLENBERG, from the Committee on | 
Revolutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief | 
of the legal representatives of Doctor Absalom | 
Beard, deceased; which was read twice and com- 
mitted. 


On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
were discharged from the farther consideration of | 
the bill from the Senate to suspend the operaticn | 
of certain provisoes of the act to alter and amend | 
the sevéral acts imposing duties on imports. H 

‘The amendment reported by the Committee of | 
Ways and Means was then negatived, and the bill | 
was read the third time and passed. 

Mr. BANKS, from the Committee of Claims, | 
reported a bill for the relief of the sureties of | 
Nicholas Carter; which was read twice and com- | 
mitted. 

Upon the motions of Messrs. CLAY, MUH- | 
LENBERG, BROWN, POLK, McINTIRE, 
and SCHENCK, the standing committees, to | 
which they belong, were discharged from the 
farther consideration of various petitions and sub- | 
jects which had been referred to them, 

THE PUBLIC PRINTING. 

The report made by Mr. HAMER, from the 
Judiciary Committee, on the subject of the public 
printing, came up for consideration. 

The reading of the report having been con- 
cluded, 

Mr. WILDE moved to lay the report and mo- ! 
tion to print it on the table, | 

Mr. HUBBARD demanded the yeas and nays. 
Ordered. | 

t 


\ 
} 
i 
: 


Mr. WILDE withdrew his motion, when the 
report was laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WEST POINT ACADEMY. i 


The report of the select committee on the West : 
Point Academy was taken up, the question being 
on a motion to recommit the report. 

After some suggestions by several members in | 
regard to the disposition of the report, | 

` Mr. H. HALL (who was entitled to the floor | 
when the subject was last before the House) rose || 
in support of the motion to recommit. After i 
speaking a short time, and without concluding, | 
he gave way to i 

Mr. CAMBRELENG, who moved that the | 
House proceed to the consideration of the orders | 
of the day; which carried—ayes 118, noes not | 
counted. 

CUMBERLAND ROAD. H 


Mr. McKENNAN moved to suspend the rules || 
of tte Flouse, so as to proceed to the consideration | 
of the bill from the Senate for the continuation 
and repairs of the Cumberland road; but the 
Elouse refused. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, | 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter |! 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report, 
pursuant to law, of the persons employed in the 
Indian department; which was laid on the table | 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
from the further consideration of the report and 
resolutions of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
on the subject of the relations with France. 

On this motion Mr. WILDE asked for the 
yeas and nays; which were ordered, and were— 
yeas 104, nays 92. 

So the motion prevailed. 

The report and resolutions being before the 
House, . 

Mr. J. Q. ADAMS said he had, on Saturday, 
accepted the amendment of the gentleman from, 
Virginia, [Mr. Ancurr,] as a modification of his 
first resolution; but he begged to state, that he 
wished a direct vote upon his resolution, if the 
amendment of Mr. Arncuer should be rejected, 

Some conversation ensued upon the question 
before the louse; and after an explanation from 
Mr. MASON, of Virginia, who was in the chair 
in the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union on Saturday, 

The SPEAKER informed the House that 
the question would be on the amendment of Mr. 
ARCHER first, which is as follows: 

‘ Resolved, That in the just expectation that the 
‘Government of France will have made provision, 
‘or will make provision for carrying into effect 
‘the stipulations of the treaty of indemnity with 
‘that Government of the 4:h of July, 1831, this 
t House will forbear at the present time to adopt 


I| ‘any measure in relation to that subject.” 


[The resolutions reported by Mr. ĈAMBRELENG, 
from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, together 
with the substitute proposed by Mr. J. Q. Adams, 
will be found on page 309. 

Mr. E. EVERETT, who was entitled to the 
floor, then addressed the House. He said it was 
not his intention originally to have said a word 
on this subject, notwithstanding the situation he 
occupied as a member of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. He had had an opportunity of submit- 
ting his views to the House in a report, which it 
had ordered to be printed; and, moreover, the state 
of his health would not permit him to encounter 
the fatigue necessary to make his voice heard in 
that Hall. Io addition to this, there was anuther 
reason operating with greater force upon his 
mind, and that was, that it’ was almost impossible 
to discuss this subject, whatever might be the 
views of gentlemen on one side or the other, 
without saying that which, perhaps, had better 
not be said, for ‘the public interest at home or 
abroad, He should be very brief, for he felt how 
precious the time of the House was. 

When this question came before the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs at the beginning of the session, 
it was on the recommendation of the President of 
the United States of an act of Congress ordering 
reprisals to issue upon the commerce of France. 
Mr. E. deemed that recommendation inexpedient 
to be adopted. If the measure were expedient of 
itself, what could be more inexpedient than to- 
give the adverse party timely notice of it, so as to 
enable him to anticipate it? It was evident that 
a majority of the committee thought with Mr. E. 
on that point, and he considered it desirable that 


and ordered to be printed. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter || 
from the Postmaster General, transmitting a list i 
of unproductive mail routes; which was laid on | 
the table and ordered to be printed. il 
RELATIONS WITH FRANCE. | 

E 


Mr. CAMBRELENG moved to discharge the: 
> 


i} which it would be desirable it should pass. 
i one occasion, when the pen was put into his hand 


ty, and 
On 


for the purpose of drafting such a resolution as 


j 
i 


he would be willing to have adopted, he declined 
doing so, on the ground that he felt himself inca- 
pable of drafting such a resolution as he deemed 
expedient, and that the House would adopt. The 
one presented to the House he never gave his 
assent to; nor had he concealed his opinions on 
the subject in.the committee. There was then no 
other course left to the minority but that which 
they had adopted. They set forth that the rec- 
ommendation of reprisals was not concurred in 
by the committee. The same was the opinion of 
Mr. Livingston, who gave itas his opinion that the 
French Chamber of Deputies would pass the bill 
of appropriation, if Congress should not pass any 
actof reprisals. This was the first point to which 
the attention of the minority had been turned, 
The next thing to be done was to show that, in 
standing upon the treaty, we were not standing 
upon a mere piece of paichment, but upon a basis 
of truth and justice, and that upon that ground we 
would insist upon the stipulations of the treaty. 
The third was the proposition embraced in the 
President’s last message, viz: a recall of our Min- 
ister from France; and it was upon this that the 
majority and minority of the committee mainly 
differed. These views were fully set forth in the 
report of the minority, which had been directed 
to be printed by the House. 

The fourth point was, that at the present session 
of Congress it was inexpedient to do any thing 
further in Jegislation—leaving it to the considera- 
tion and deliberation of the next Congress. This 
was his sentiment, his feeling, and judgment, but 
it was not his resolution, nor did he submit it as 
such. Mr. E. objected to the resolutions under 
consideration for many reasons. The words, * at 
all hazards,” he thought were superfluous. It- 
was always sufficient to use the word “insist” till 
the opposite party refused. He thought the former 
expression rash, and uncalled for by the dignity 
of the subject. The resolution of the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Arcuer] embraced the senti- 
ment of the minority. It was the sense of the 
House, and of the nation at large, that the treaty 
should be insisted upon. 

The next question was as to the policy to be 
pursued, and this was the most delicate question 
ofall. Le was for insisting upon the treaty at all 
hazards, but he was not for enforcing the treaty at 
all hazards. He was for avoiding every thing of 
an irritating character. It was said we could not 
negotiate further, and that fariher negotiation 
would not ensure our insisting upon the treaty, 
Ee was at a loss to see the force of this objection. 
In 1781 we negotiated, and in the negotiation in- 
sisted upon our independence, and secured and 
maintainedit. Supposing negotiation failed. Why 
then he would not go to war till every other ex- 
pedient had been tried. Commercial restrictiong 
in favor of France might be removed. If this 
failed, we might go a step farther. We might rid 
ourselves of the convention of 1822, and then we 
might passa non-intercourseact. And if all failed 
what should we then do? Still insist upon the ex- 
ecution of the treaty. How, after every peaceful 
remedy had failed? There he would stop. He 
would not look into the future. The fortunes of 
nations were subject to vicissitudes which no man 
could foresee, He would leave that contingency 


to a future Congress. That was the last day but 


one that his voice would, perhaps, be ever heard 
in that Hall, and as a farewell sentiment, he would 
tell them, for heaven’s sake, to preserve peace. 
He was in the minority, but he appealed to the 
majority, as they prized the esteem of their fel- 
low-citizens, to preserve peace. This he would 
say..to the President of the United States, if a 


i voice which had never flattered nor vilified could 


reach his ears, He respectfully abjured the Presi- 
dent, whose power was greater than that of any 
Emperor or King in Christendom, to preserve 
peace. He admired, as did his respected colleague, 


| the spirit of the President; but moderation, pru- 


dence, and discretion, were qualities required in 
such a crisis as this. A prudent and temperate, 
as well as a firm and decided course, was what 
would best carry the country through, with honor 
and glory, in a crisis like the present. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Okio, followed in an argument 
of much spirit and energy, and at great length, in 
support of the resolutions appended to the report 


of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, He was in 
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favor of the strongest expression of opinion pro- 
posed. He contended as a point which had not 
been dwelt upon by any of those who had preceded | 
him, that there was no propriety in waiting for | 
the French Chamber of Deputies to reject the ap- | 
prapriation for indemnity under the treaty, as that i 
body had already once rejected it. Should we | 
wait fora repetition of the wrong before we sought 
redress? He urged that the French Government 
had throughout treated the subject with insincerity 
and injustice. 

(Mr. A.’s remar 
hereafter. } 

Mr. LOVE was understood to be opposed to | 
the adoption of any resolutions; for before the re- 
sult of the deliberations of that House could be 
known at Paris, the French Chamber of Deputies 
will have finally acted upon the subject. He saw 
no utility in passing either the resolutions or the 
amendment, because he believed there was but 
one sentiment pervading the whole country upon 
this subject, and that sentiment was that they 
would abide by the treaty. However we might | 
differ as to our opinions, and the manner in which 
our views should be carried out, he was well 
assured that the opinion was general that we 
should abide by the Chief Magistrate, in asserting 
what was due to the honor and dignity of the na- 
tion. The best time to express our opinions | 
would be-when the appropriation should be asked | 
for, and he should then express himself in a much | 
stronger manner than now. All proceedings now | 
were incipient. He should be willing to vote'for | 
any sum that the organ of the Executive and that | 
Elouse should deem necessary to appropriate for |) 
the purpose of enforcing justice. The resolutions || 
before the [louse were idle, and a mere consump- || 
tion of time. He was for taking a ground that | 
should at once show the world what we intended | 
to do. | 

Mr. L. took that occasion also to say that ke ! 
dissented totally from the opinion of the gentle- ; 
man from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] that the | 
course of our Minister to Paris had merited entire 
approbation, by remaining in that Metropolis after 
he had been notified that his passports were ready | 
for him. Mr. L. thought, on the contrary, that | 
his conduct on that occasion was rather of the 
character which he regretted to designate as dast- 
ardly and cowardly, and such as the country ought 
notto submitto. Hethought our Minister should 
have acted very differently, and he was borne out 
in this opinion by the President himself, who in- 
forms him ‘that he should have felt no surprise, 
and certainly would have expressed no displeas- 
ure, had you yielded to the impulse of national 
pride and at once have quitted France, with the 
whole legation, on the receipt of the Count de 
Rieny’s note of the 13th January.” : 

Mre. L. said he considered the notification sent 
to Mr. Livingston as a direct insult, and that that |) 
Minister would have better considered the honor |j 


ks will be published i fall | 


and dignity of the country by instant departure |; 
out of the country. A 
signed for his not having 


done so, that he ought | 
not to leave Paris on account of the expense of | 
breaking up the delegation! What an extraor- 
dinary reason for the Minister of this great coun- 
trv! [le himself invites a war message, and when 
he receives it, he is governed by the construction 
pat upon it by the newspapers! So when a gen- į 
tleraan is ordered out of the house, he is to reply, | 
«twill not take thehint!”? Was there an Amer- | 
ican in the world who would thus have acted ? | 
Mr. L. farther condemned the conduct of Mr. - 
Livingston, and said he was not for war, if it could i 
be avoided, particularly with our ancient friend | 
and ally. He had a veneration for her people, 
although he could not say much about her present 
Kine, but he remembered with gratitude and ven- 
eration that King who aided us in effecting our : 
independence. [He would never fight France for i| 
money, it would be mercenary, and such a one | 
as he hoped would never be heard urging on our | 
seamen to victory. l 
Mr. MeDOWELL MOORE said it was true i 
that one Chamber of Deputies could no | 
another; and even if they had paid nine outof ten | 
l 

| 


instalinemps, they might withold the tenth; but | 
then they must take the consequences. tti 
nsible for the acts 


hold the French nation as respo 
lie held that the 


of the Executive of France, 


ii 


| upon a contingency which might never happen. 


; spirit of duty, and as such commanded our respect 


! the undue influence of our Minister to France, | 
ij 
strange reason Was as- || ( 


| all the facts before the country. 
that the treaty on 
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moment the treaty was made by the treaty-making 
Power, the nation was bound by it. If the Ex- 
ecutive had transcended its powers, or had made 
a treaty founded in gross injustice, the Chamber 
might then justly refuse to ratify it, but the one 
under consideration was of a different character. 
He was not for plunging the country into a war 
heedlessly and précipitately; but if it was ascer- 
tained that France had resolved. not to pay the 
debt, he would stop short of nothing that became 
the honor and dignity of the country. He cared 
not about the power of France; if the honor de- 
manded the contingency, let it be met; the greater 
the disparity the greater the giory. He was for 
insisting for a full and prompt execution of the 
treaty. Mr. M. concluded by reading a resolu- 
tion he intended to propose to that effect. 

Mr. EVANS addressed the House at some 
length in reply to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
ALLEN,] and upon the general question. He was 
opposed to any. hostile measures, and was in favor 
of the resolution proposed by the gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. Ancuer] He considered this 
resolution as the most pacific and proper to be 
adopted on the occasion. He entered into a his- 
tory of the treaty with France. He hoped that 
the Elouse would avoid any declarations predicated 


He contended that the present difficulty was attri- 
butable principally to the menaces held by the 
President in his last annual message. ‘This mes- 
sage, he conceived, presented the chief obstacle 
to an amicable adjustment of this question. He: 
contended that there was no consideration which 
called for any action on the part of Congress, 
until the decision of the French Chambers should 
be ascertained. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND agreed with the gentle- | 
man from Ohio [Mr. Lyris] that the French 
Government had no right to take umbrage at the 
message of the President. She was the aggressor, 
and the President had doneno more than his duty 
in presenting the subject to Congress in the light 
in which he viewed it. Mr. S. said, he highly 
respected the honorable gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Evererr] who addressed the House 
this morning. Ee was about to retire from his 
legislative duties, anf would leave it with the 
esteem of all parties, and not least for his mild, 
moral, and liberal views which he entertained upon 
the question under consideration; yet he regretted 
the feeling in which that gentleman had reflected 
onthe coutse of the President. He was the head of 
our Government, discharging its functions in the 


and support. 

France had entered into an engagement with us, | 
and had failed to fulfil her sacred pledges. lt 
became the duty of the President to present the 
facts to us, with his own views of them. He! 
had done so with candor, dignity, and firmness. 
It had been urged that the President acted under 


Mr. Livingston.) Such an influence had never | 
Chief Magistrate was bound to lay 
It was required 
our part should be sanctioned 
This was done; and when France 
that fact, why did she not confirm 


existed. The 


by our Senate. 
was advised of 
it on her part? ir. S. 
France must pay this supul 
when he said she must, hei 
position in which the two nations stood. Tt wa 
a contract which must be fulfilled; and few in this 
country would be found recreant in support of 
that position. He deemed it totally unnecessary 
to say ‘fat all hazards;”? he cared not for the 
words; when he said she must, he said all. The 
present period was distinguished for its pacific 
policy. By this expression of our opinion, we 
summon France before the civilized world, and 
public opinion would stamp its veto on the whole 
course of her flagrant injustice towards us. She 
had taken with avidity all the advantages secured 
o her by tke treaty, in the introduction of her 


lated indemnity; and 
ndicated the relative 


nity, that is the pecuniary par 
cannot be carried into effect 
The French derive about halfa 
in her commerce, ($200,000 on 
about $300,000 on her silks,) on the stre 
the treaty, atid then refuse to fulfil their 


by her Deputies! | 
million of dollars 
her wines, and 
neth of 
part of 


Mr. S. said emphatically that.|; 


N was | 


wines and silks; but when you come to the indem- | 
tof the treaty, and | 


| the contract. How could France look us or the 
world in the face, with gross injustice branded. 
upon her fame? We had been‘told that we had 
nothing to do with national honor! Itwas the 
first time he had ever heard that strange doctrine 
promulgated. He would tell the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Grtmer,] that there was in this 
country a strong and unconquerable spirit. of 
national pride; not, indeed, the spirit that created 
strife between crowned heads, but that elevated 
policy which would induce us properly and 
promptly to meet every emergency in which the 
honor of a country or an individual could be 
involved. The people of this country would insist 
on the fulfilment of the treaty to the uttermost 
letter. It was right that they should do so; for if 
it were infracted with impunity, every puny Gov- 
ernment in Christendom would turn up its nose 
; with scorn and contempt at our system of passive 
obedience and non-resistance. He did not believe 
there was a man in this country who would go to 
war for the paltry sum of five millions in contest, 
No; it was the honor and dignity. of our national 
character that prompted the patriotic feeling which 
pervaded the community. Much had been said 
of the blood that was to be shed in this contest. 
He did not believe that any blood was to be shed; 
but if it was, it would be better to meet the crisis 
like men, than to crouch like slaves. 

Mr. CLAYTON said the House were acting 
upon a report of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
| founded upon information furnished by the Pres- 
ident of the United States. Now, if they were to 
act upon reports of newspapers, or to travel out 
of the record, they would be acting in a manner 
unbecoming the dignity of the subject. He ob- 
served, also, that it was not those who spoke the 
loudest who were the most brave, and it generally 
| happened that the war party in peace were the 
peace party in war. They should also remember 
that they themselves would never be called upon 
| to face a gun, and they were in the situation of 
waging war for others. Mr. C. contended that 
there was no necessity for it. What was the pres- 
ent situation of affairs with France? What said 
the French Government? Hear the language of 
the Foreign Minister of France: 

“The King’s Government, though deeply 
‘ wounded by imputations to which I will not give 
‘a name, having demonstrated their purely gratu~ 
‘jtous character, still does not wish to retreat 
‘absolutely from a determination already taken, 
‘in a spirit of good faith and justice. How great 
‘ soever may be the difficulties caused by the prov- 
‘ocation which President Jackson has given, and 
t by the irritation which it has produced in the 
‘ public mind, it will ask the Chambers for an 
‘appropriation of twenty-five millions, in order 
‘to meet the engagements of July 4th.” 

Here, then, we have a distinct assurance from 
the French Minister that the bill would be pre- 


| sented. Mr. C. also read further extracts from 
| the despatches. The Minister had given an as- 
! surance that if Congress failed to act on the rec- 


ommendation of reprisals, the bill would be submit- 
| ted, and no doubt passed. Mr. C.also maintained 
| that the French Ministry had acted up to the 
l pledges of the King to Mr. Livingston. How 
‘ could Congress consistently act upon this subject 
i when every thing had been done that could be 
! done? We now stood as high aswecould. We 
‘ had forfeited nothing, and should we descend from 
| that lofty elevation we had reached? He, for one, 
| had no disposition to commit the nation. The 
| man of true courage never committed himself, but 
: waited silently, patiently, and with confidence, 
with a perfect determination to meet tne crisis 
‘when itcame. He would move to lay the whole 
i subject on the table, were it not that many gen- 
' tlemen wished to address the House. He was 
| opposed to any resolutions being adopted, but if 
any were to be passed upon by the Elouse, that 
‘of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. AncHzR] 
; was the only one which he could bring himself to 
i vote for. 7 

| Mr. GILMER would ask what was intended 
| by the introduction of the resolutions? What was 
| promised or expected to'result from them # These 
| 

t 


uestions came home to every one, to the interest 

Besides, what power had 
That House had only legis- 
resolutions he 


of the whole country. 


that House to do so? 


i 
| 
; and to pass these 


il lative authority, 
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contended would be transcending their constitu- 
tional limits of power. Mr. G. referred to the con- 
sequences and effects of war upon the interests of 
‘the country and the stability of its institutions. 
He contended that nothing had as yet been done 
by the French Government to justify such a course 
on our part. So far as the treaty making power 
of that country was concerned, every thing had 
been done that could be done, Of whom did we 
‘complain? Of the popular branch of the French 
Government. We should bear in mind that that | 
branch was new to France, and every one must 
perceive, who had read the debates of the French | 
Chamber, that there was a prevailing ignorance 
on the subject of these claims. They were ap- 
prehensive that the monarchy had gone too far, 
and there was a jealousy which existed between 
them. Butshould we, the most popular Govern- 
ment on earth be the first and foremost to pre- 
vent the exercise of the popular branch of a nation 
just emerging from the shackles of despotism? 
He was convinced that if we. went to war on! 
account of this treaty, as the subject stood at 
present, public opinion would be against it. He 
had no doubt whatever that the force of public 
opinion alone in Burópe would compel France to 
pay this indemnity. War, it should be borne in 
mind, would put an end to it. Go to war, and 
the indemnity would be at an end. He said that 
neither national honor nor national character was 
concerned in this dispute. 

Mr. LYTLE followed with great energy, and 
at considerable length, in support of the resolu- 
tions reported by Mr. Camprevenc, and in reply 
to Mr. Giumer and Mr. ARCHER. . 

Mr. CAMBRELENG rose, not to prolong the 
debate, but tò make an attempt to put an end to 
the only war which he believed would ever grow 
out of this question. We had on most great 
questions—particularly on one which divided the 
House and the country— adjusted it by compro- 
mise. Fle now rose to propose a compromise 
which he hoped would unite both sides of the 
House. It was due to the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts (Mr. Apams] to explain to him that he 
could not accept his first resolution as he had 
promised to do, because, on examining its pro- 
visions, he found it referred rather to the rights of 
the claimants than of the nation. He thought the 
Fouse would not adopt a resolution of that char- 
acter. . He, however, proposed to offer the resolu- 
tion he had presented yesterday, without the 
words, “at all hazards,” for he was compelled to 
concur in the opinion expressed by.the gentleman 
himself, [Mr. Evererr] that they were unparlia- 
mentary. 

Mr. &. EVERETT explained. He considered 
them not unparliamentary in a report, but in the 
form of a resolution. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG continued. That gen- | 
tleman must pardon me, sir, if I cannot perceive 
he propriety of the distinction between a report 
and a resolution, which he makes. Both are alike 
reported for adoption or réjection by the House. 
‘The language was (he thought) not only unpar- 
liamentary, but—the gentleman must pardon him 
for saying—that it was andignified and even gas- 
conading. He, therefore, most willingly relin- 
quished them as incompatible with the dignity of 
the House. He should offer the resolution with- | 
out these words as soon as the present motion 
was decided, and he hoped in that form it would | 
meet the approbation of the House. 

Mr. ROBERTSON, of Virginia, after some rë- 
marks, read two resolutions which he had pre- 
pared, und intended to offer in the event of that i 
offered by his colleague (Mr. Arcuer] being re- 
jected. The first one declared that the United | 
States regard the treaty of 1831 as fairly and 
finally settling the differences between the two | 
Governments; and that there was satisfactory | 
evidence that the French Government was desirous | 
of the fulfilment of the treaty, and reason to hope | 
that the Chamber will carry it into effect. The | 
second resolution (he said) he had extracted from 
the words of the report of the Committee on For- | 
eign Relations. Mr. R. advocated the position 
indicated in bis resolution at some length. 

Mr. BINNEY then obtained the floor, but gave 
way to enable the Speaker to sign various bills. | 

Mr. BINNEY then proceeded to address the |) 


House, in an argument cf considerable length, on || 


$ 

$ 

} 
f 
i 
| 


the general principles involved in the dispute be- 
tween the French Government and our own. He 
contended that we had nothing to do with the 
part the Chambers of France possessed im this 
matter. It was an affair among themselves— 


between the King and country. We are bound | 


to look to the former, whom only we were to 
know in thetransaction, He deprecated the evils 
of war, but the sacrifice of national honor he con- 
sidered a still greater calamity. This House (he 
said) could never insist on the fulfillment of the 
treaty of 1831, unless hy negotiation. We had 
agreed in that very treaty to receive this indemnity 
by instalments, which must be received through 
the agency of negotiation. He called on gentle- 
men to pause before they used language which 


would take away all grace and half the force of 


their rights. Leave France no pretext, and if she 
does not enter into the door thus left open for her, 
it is not for.us to answer the consequences. He 
could not vote for these resolutions submitted by 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, nor could he 
support those of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setis, [Mr. Apams,] for the reasons which he had 
already submitted. He asked if this country was 
willing to strengthen the hands of the constitu- 
tional monarchy of France? That would be the 
unkindest cut of all, for us to strengthen a mon- 
archy against its republican opponents. Would 
it oppose the interests of its friends—those who 
had made common cause with us in advocating the 
execution of thistreaty? One of these results was 
inevitable in the. present state of French affairs at 
home, on the passage of either of these resolu- 
tions. Nor would he heed the idle babble of 
legislative gossip so often quoted on this floor 
from the Chamber of Deputies, relating to the 


: ` an) z : i 
patience with which our country is habituated to 


bear the insult of others. Of all the resolutions 
proposed, he would prefer that of the gentleman 
from Virginia, [Mr. Arcuer,] for it expressed 
that which he really felt, a fuil reliance on the 
sense of justice on the part of the French nation, 
which would induce a full requital of the debt. 

Mr. SCHLEY said he did not rise to make what 
might be dignified with the title of ‘a speech.” 
He was restrained from doing so by two considera- 
tions: first, because he Jabered under a physical 
disability to do so, in consequence of ill health 
during the greater part of the session; and secondly, 
because in his opinion the subject under con- 
sideration did not require or admit of much speak- 
ing. 


The course (said Mr. S.) which gentlemen 


have taken in this debate, forcibly reminded him | 


of a Reverend friend of his in Georgia, who is 
fond of speaking, and who, though he took a text, 
always sedulously avoided touching it in his dis- 


course, and directed his attention to matters and | 


things in general. 
question before the House? 
war? Is there any thing in the resolution offered 
which looks to such a state of things? [ humbly 
apprehend not. Why, then, do gentlemen por- 
tray in such vivid colors the horrors and calamities 
of war? Is it to drive us from the support of this 
resolution? to drive us from any action in regard 
to our present relations with France? 
their object, they will find themselves in error. 


Sir, 1 will not undertake to attribute the motive |, 


of such a course. Perhaps gentlemen would not 


found in the nature and tendeucy of the resolution 
itself; and no gentleman who has advocated it on 
this floor, has intimated a desire for war, nor any 


fi thing which could lead to such an idea. 


1 was somewhat astonished to hear my honor- 


j able colleague, [Mr. Gitmer,] and the henorable 


gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Ancner,] assert 
the doctrine that there was no violation of the 
treaty on the part of France by the refusal of the 
Chamber of Deputies to make the appropriation 
necessary to carry it into effect on their part. 


the French Chambers is a separate and independ- 
ent branch of that Government, in the same manner 
that this House is under our Constitution. Admit 


this fact, and what follows? Why, these honorable i 


gentlemen say that the treaty is not complete and 


binding on the nation until ald thie departments of tie} 


Governinent have ratified it and provided for its final 


Sir, (said Mr. S.,) what is the | 
Ig it a question of | 


If this be | 


i 


{i 


i 
ji 
i 
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| emphatically asked the question, * 


: consummation ; and therefore we have no cause of com- 


pleint against France. js this true, in regard either 
to the French Government or our own? I pre- 


; sume not. What wouid be the consequence of 
i such a doctrine? 


The executive branch of the 
Government, to which is entrusted the treaty- 
making power, would enter into a solemn treaty 
with a foreign nation, but the Chamber of Depu- 


‘ties in France, or this House here, as the case 


may be, would refuse to make the appropriation 
necessary to carry it into effect, and consequently 
the treaty would prove in fact to be no treaty. 


i The parties would stand precisely where they 


stood before the negotiations were commenced, 
and in this way a nation might forever avoid the 
payment of money due for any cause to another 
nation. Sir, this cannot be true. The proposi- 
tion involves in itself a manifest contradiction. If 
the executive branch of the Government has the 
power-to make a treaty, it follows as a necessary 


‘| consequence that such treaty must be binding and 


obligatory on the nation: and therefore, if another 
branch of the same Government, holding by the 


| Constitution the purse-strings, shall refuse to pay 


the money stipulated by the treaty to be paid, such 
refusal is a violation of the faith of the nation, and 
a breach of the treaty, I admit the right of the 


; Chambers and of this House to refuse the appro- 


priation necessary to carry the treaty into effect; 
but they do it at their peril, and the nation injured 
or insulted by the refusal, will have the, perfect 
right to demand and take satisfaction. 

But his principal object in rising to address the 
House, was to present to them a view of the sub- 
ject which had not been taken by any gentleman 
that had spoken. He would therefore proceed at 
once to what, in his opinion, was the main and 


i the only question which ought to be considered, 
: and he would detain the House but a few minutes. 


His honorable colleague (Mr. Gitmer] and the 
honorable gentleman from Virginia who last ad- 
dressed the Fouse [Mr. Rosertson] had both 
hat is the 
object of this resolution, if it be not to excite angry 
feelings, and lead to a state of hostilities? Sir, 
(said Mr. S.,) I will tell the honorable gentleman 
what the object is. Every member on this floor, 
who has read the debates inthe French Chamber, 
at the time when the law to appropriate money 
to carry the treaty into full effect was rejected, 
knows that the ground upon which the rejection 
was placed was, that the promised indemnity 
was too great, and that twelve or thirteen millions 
of francs is all that the French people ought in 


| Justice to pay. A pamphlet containing these de- 


bates, and this reasoning, was furnished by the 


| Executive to every member at the opening of the 


present Congress. We have been in session three 
months, with a full knowledge of all these facts; 
and now, if we adjourn without opening our 
mouths on the subject, or declaring our view of 
the matter, will not the conclusion from such con- 
duct be irresistible that we know we have obtained 
by the treaty more than we are entitled to? Will 
not the French Chamber and people have a right 
to say that we know that the ground taken by 
them is true in point of fact, and that, therefore, 
we have not denied it? Is not this the fair and 
legitimate conclusion from these premises? And 
are gentlemen prepared to do an act which shail 


ach . en i lead to such consequences? Will they be silent, 
| be willing to admit as just, the opinion I have | 
formed; but certainly no adequate motive can be : 


by refusing to pass this resolution, and by such 


_ Silence convey to the French nation and the world, 


the idea that we claim more than in justice and 


, equity we are entitled to? 


Sir, if there be any gentleman on this floor who 
really believes that the treaty gives up more than 
we are entitled to, let him say so, and let him vote 
against this resolution. Butno man in this House, 
or in this nation, holds this opinion. On the con- 


| trary, every member who has addressed the Chair 


on either side of this question, has declared his 


6 : firm conviction that the indemnity offered by the 
n ii 
what ground is this opinion held? On this, that; 


treaty is much too small; that instead of twenty- 
five millions of francs, it ought to’ be some sixty 
or seventy millions. Those gentlemen who op- 
pose this resolution have declared, in the minor- 
ity report, and in their speeches, that our claim 
under the treaty must not be abandoned Why, 
then, are they unwilling to say so, by Sdopting 
the resclution on your table? No reason has been 
assigned, except that the resolution coutains a 
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menace or a threat, Not so, sir; there is nothing 
of that character in the resolution—nothing that 
cgp insult an individual, ora magnanimous peo- 
ple. No such thing is intended, and the French 
people cannot so understand it, 

We desire not war. We have done nothing to 
lead to such a result. This resolution has no 
such bearing, and if the French Government shall 
choose to make war on us in consequence of its 
passage, let them do so, and take the odium and 
the consequences. ‘The civilized world will not 
sanction, but decidedly condemn such a course. 

This is the ‘first opportunity which this House 


has had to express its opinion upon the conduct of | 


the French Chambers in rejecting the appropria- 
tion, and upon the justice of our claims. There 
is, in fact, no difference of opinion here in regard 
to either. Let us then say to the French nation, 
that we know our cause to be just—that the in- 
demnity provided by the treaty, instead of being 
too, large, is, in fact, too small, and that we will 
insist upon its execution. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, demanded the 
yeas and nays on the amendment offered by Mr. 
Arcuer; which were ordered. 

Mr. GORHAM was in favor of the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. 
Arcuen.]| He thought ita very proper resolution 
for the occasion; but he rose simply to enter his 
decided protest against the views contained in the 


speech which the gentleman had delivered in favor | 


of his amendment. He was utterly opposed to 
the speech; but would vote for the resolution. 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, desired to state a sin- 
glereason why he should vote against the amend- 
ment of his colleague, (Mr. Arcner.] ‘That gen- 
‘leman had contended that the treaty with France 
was not a binding compact. If the amendment 
of his colleague should be concurred in, and should 
go out of the country coupled with the foregoing 
declaration, it might have a tendency to induce a 
belief that this House had adopted the resolution 
in consequence of the reasons expressed by his 
colleague. For one, he was of opinion that the 
treaty with France was a solemn and binding com- 
pact, which could not be disregarded or set aside 
by the French Chambers. . He repeated, in con- 
clusion, that for the reason which he had assigned, 
he could not vote forthe amendment. - 

Mr. WATMOUGH said that the true and only 
course which he thought should be pursued, had 
been advocated by the gentleman from Georgia, 
and his colleague from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Bix- 
wey and Mr. Cuayrox.] This course he would 
indicate in a motion before he sat down. It was 
not to avoid the terrors of war, that he should 
make the motion which he intended. War was 
admitted on all hands to be the most disastrous 
calamity which could befall the country; and in 
this case, in his humble opinion, there was no 
sufficient cause for war. To answer the purpose 
which accorded with his own judgment, he would 
move to lay the whole subject upon the table, 
and, upon this motion, he demanded the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered. 7 

A call of the House was made and negatived. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG called for the reading 
of the resolution which he had offered in its mod- 
ified form. He desired that the House should 
know what it was that the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Warmoven] had moved.to lay 
on the table. 

The resolution was read as follows: +, 

«s Resolved, That in the opinion of this House 
‘the treaty of the 4th July, 1831, should be main- 
“tained, and its execution insisted on.” - 

The question was then taken on Mr. Wart- 
moven’s motion to lay the whole subject on the 
table, by yeas and nays, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Chilton Allan, Ashley, Bar- 
ber, Bates, Beatty, Bell, Binney, Campbell, Clay- 
ton, Clowney, Corwin, Crane, Crockett, Deberry, 
Dickson, Horace-Everett, Garland, Gilmer, Gor- 
ham, Grayson, Grennell, Griffin, Hardin, James 
Harper, Hazeltine, Ebenezer Jackson, Henry 
Johnson, King, Letcher, 
cer, Milligan, Phillips, Pinckney, Potts, W. B. 
Shepard, Steele, Thomas, Tompkins, Trumbull, 
Tweedy, Vance, Vinton, 
Williams, Wise—48. 

NAYS—Measrs. John Q. A 


John J. Allen, Wiliam Allen, Anthony, Archer, 


Love, McComas, Mer- || 


Watmough, Wilde, | 


| Banks, Barnitz, Baylies, Beale, Bean, Beardsley, 
i Beaumont, Blair, Bockee, Boon, Bouldin, Briggs, 
i| Brown, Bull, Bunch, Burd, Burns, Cage, Cam- 
il breleng, Carmichael, Carr, Casey, Chambers, 
| Chaney, Chilton, Chinn, Claiborne, Samuel Clark, 

Wiliam Clark, Clay, Connor, Coulter, Cramer, 


Dickerson, Dickinson, Evans, Edward Everett, 
i Felder, Ferris, Fillmore, Forester, Foster, Philo 
| C. Fuller, William K. Fuller, Fuiton, Galbraith, 
Gamble, Gholson, Gillet, Gordon, Graham, 
| Joseph Hall, Thomas H. Fail, Halsey, Hamer, 


|| Hannegan, Hard, Joseph M. Harper, Harrison, 


William Jackson, James Jarvis, William C. 
i Johnson, Richard M. Johnson, Noadiah Johnson, 
Seaborn Jones, Benjamin Jones, Kilgore, Kin- 
nard, Lane, Lansing, Laporte, Lay, Lea, Lee, 
Lewis, Lincoln, Lucas, Lyon, Lytle, A. Mann, 
Manning, Martindale, Marshall, Mardis, John Y. 
Mason, May, McCarty, McIntire, McKay, Me- 
Kennan, McKim, McKinley, McLene, McVean, 
Miller, Miner, Henry Mitchell, Robert Mitchell, 
McD. Moore, Morgan, Mublenterg, Murphy, 
sgood, Parks, Parker, Patton, Duiee J. Pearce, 
Peyton, Pickens, Franklin Pierce, Pierson, Plum- 
mer, Polk, Ramsey, Recd, Rencher, Reynolds, 
Robertson, Schenck, Schley, Augustus H. Shep- 
(herd, Shinn, Slade, Smith, Spangler, Speight, 
Standefer, Stewart, Sutherland, William Taylor, 
il William P. Taylor, Thomson, Turner, Turrill, 
| Vanderpool, Van Houten, Waggener, Ward, 
Wardwell, Whallon, White, Frederick Whittle- 
sey, Elisha Whittlesey, Wilson, Young—168. 

So the motion was negatived. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY remarked that the amend- 
mentof thegentleman from Virginia [Mr. Ancuer} 
was the particular subject now under considera- 
tion. It contained two propositions—one declara- 
tory of the views of this House, thatno legislative 
measure was at this time required or proper; the 
other, a statement of the cause or foundation of 
the opinion at which the House had arrived. That 
‘| foundation, as declared in the resolution, was a 
“just expectation”? that France would make pro- 
vision for carrying the treaty of 1831 into effect, 

Mr. B. would ask upon what the ‘* expecta- 
|| tion” was founded? What ground had we for 
assuming it as the basis of our action on this most 
important subject? All might, as all did, desire 
that result. It was the hope of every one; but, 
| for himself, he saw no sufficient reason for ex~ 
pressing the ‘‘ just, 
| that the Government of France had already made, 
| or would make, the required provision. 

Mr. ARCHER explained. He meant by the 
| words “ just expectation,” as applied in the reso- 
| lution, not to refer to the conduct of France, or 
what might be expected from her, but the char- 
acter of our claims upon her, which he regarded 
as just. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY continued. He said the 
| explanation would help the matter but little, unless 
| the phraseology of the resolution was changed. 
That would be understood at home and abroad, 
|! according to the ordinary meaning of the terms 
} used, and not as construed or explained by the 
honorable mover; and he insisted that the only 
fair interpretation that could be placed upon the 
language of the resolution | 
given. Atleast that was Hs natural and common 
sense meaning. France would so understand it 
if adopted by the House, and she would act ac- 
|l cordingly. ‘Then he would ask, again, upon what 
was that “ expectation” founded? Upon, as he 
i supposed, the speculative conjecture of our Min- 
‘ister at Paris, and upon that alone. After the 
omission of France, from 1832 to this time, to 
perform her treaty—a positive, long-continued 
neglect and violation of its provisions—and still 
more, a positive refusal by the Chamber of Depu- 
ties to abide by its provisions—after the recall of 
the French Minister and the dismissal of ours 
from France, we are called upon, in the face of 
this mass of evidence, to express a confident, a 
» that France will abide by and 
which has hitherto been most 


e 


|| «< just expectation 
|| perform her treaty, 
unceremoniously neg 


|| see no reasonable gioun 


ii express an expectation which, in his opinion, 


was that which he had | 


! Darlington, Davis, Davenport, Day, Denny, |! 


Hathaway, Hawkins, Hawes, Heath, Henderson, | 
| Biester, Howell, Hubbard, Huntington, Inge, ; 


*? the confident “expectation” || 


t 


} 
i 
| 


lected and violated. He could | 
d for that opinion; and he |. 


dams, John Adams, {i would not, out of mere complaisance to France, | 


was in no respect warranted by herconduct. This. 
was one, and with him a decisive objection to the 
amendment under consideration. There were 
others, which might be stated, growing out of the 
posture of our present relations with France; and 
which, in his judgment, called for. a decided ex- 
pression of opinion on the part of this House. 

Mr. B. could not vote for the amendment of the 
honorable and very distinguished gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] which proposed to 
advise the President that further negotiation with 
France would meet the approbation of this House, 
if, in the opinion of the President, that course 
would he compatible with the honor and interest 
of the United States. - : 
| The treaty-making power was not vested in thia 
f House, but in-the President and Senate. The 
President was the organ of that power, and of the 
Union at large, with all foreign Governments. He 
would leave those upon whom the Constitution 
i had devolved that responsibility to exercise it, 
without obtruding upon them advice which is not 
asked for, and for which he could see no neces- 
sity. Even if the advice were of itself preper, he 
would not at this time expose to France any 
strong anxiety for further negotiation. With 
whom would we negotiate? With the King of 
the French? He had signed the treaty—he ad- 
mitted its obligatory force, and. was unquestion- 
ably desirous to see it fulfilled. It was not his 
fault that it had not been punctually performed. 
Why, then, negotiate further with the King? Or 
i was it intended to invite a negotiation with the 
' Chamber of Deputies? 

Mr. B. said he did not, in all respects, approve 
of the original resolutions, reported by the chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, although 
he would vote for them rather than not express 
any opinion upon the subject. The amendment, 
: however, which had been proposed by the honor- 
| able chairman, and which he understood had been 
i accepted by the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
| {Mr. Apams,] as a substitute for his first reso- 
‘lution, met with his entire approbation, and he 
should give it his vote. If adopted it would ex- 
press the opinion of this House, that it was the 
duty of the Government of the United States to 
insist upon the performance, by France, of the 
treaty of 1831. The circumstances in which we 
were placed, demanded an explicit opinion on our 
part, either that we would or would notinsist upon 
its performance. If we were not prepared to iisist 
upon it, let us say So, and abandon it altogether. 
| “Gentlemen had said such an expression would 

be equivalent to a declaration of war against 
| France. If so, then the minority of the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs was for war, for this was their 
| sentiment, expressed in their own language, 
leaving off those words which were swpposed to 
| give it an unbecoming severity, if notindeed some 
: small degree of ferocity. The obnoxious words 
‘at all hazards,” had been stricken out, and the 
only sentiment which ‘the resolution would now 
contain, was the fixed opinion of this House, that 
the treaty ought not to be abandoned, but that its 
performance should be insisted on., 

And, sir, have we not a right to express that 
opinion, and to indicate that purpose? Is not 
| such the general sentiment of our constituents? 
i Are we prepared, any one of us, to abandon the 
treaty, or to say to France that we will not insist 
on its performance? 

Sir, will France have a right to regard this reso- 
lution as a menace? Surely not. She has made 
the question for us and we are bound to decide it, 
To decide it as the national honor and the national 
interest requires; as our constituents demand that 
it should be decided. Sir, is there any reasopable 
doubt of what is the true sentiment of this coun- 
try? Consult the public press, with the exception 
| of the most degraded and corrupt of its organs, 
| we shall find it united in maintaining the sanctity 
of the treaty, and insisting that the rights secured 
by it shall in no event be sacrificed or abandoned. 
Sir, let us take counsel from the patriotic feelings 
of the country, and proclaim to France and to the 
world, that as the obligation of this treaty is per- 
fect, as on our part we 


have performed all its 
| stipulations with fidelity, so we will exact and in- 
sist upon a similar observ 


ance on theirs. 
Mr. BRIGGS expressed a disposition to vote 
U for the amendment of the gent 


leman from Virginia, 
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[Mr. Ancier,] because it gave an expression of 
the opinion of the House, which he deemed neces- 
sary. it appeared by the discussion in the French 
Ghanibers, that an idea prevailed there that we 
were divided on the subject of the justice and 
intention of recovering this claim. This, he 


apprehended, was not the fact. He believed this | 


House—he believed this people to be united on 
this subject, The very newspaper (the National 
Intelligencer) which had been Toudest denounced, 
as opposing:the views of the President, had very 
emphatically declared in favor of the validity of 
the treaty, and the necessity of its being fulfilled. 
An expression of the opinion of the House, on 
this point, and the confidence we entertain in the 
final adjustment of the claim, seemed to be called 
for. He, for one, would contribute to that result 
of the discussion. 

Mr. WISE begged to say a word or two only. 
Instead of spending so much time in idle debate, 
he thought they would be best doing their duty by 
patting their country into a state of defence. If 
this. war should come within the next twelve 
months, he feared he should be called one of those 
members of Congress who- neglected to take 


measures to put the country in a state of defence; | 


and when the French fleet should arrive, and 
seize upon our fortifications it will be asked what 
was the House of Representatives about during 
the last two days of the session; and the only reply 

will be, that they were spent in debate. Mr. W. 
wished the subject had been laid on the table, and 
that they had taken up the subject of appropria- 
tion to provide for the means of defence. To the 
House, and every individual member of it, he 
would say, in mercy say no more about it. 

“Mr. CAMBRELENG expressed a hope that 
the gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. Apams} 
would consent to adopt the resolution which he 
had proposed, for the purpose of facilitating the 
business of the House. If that gentleman did 
not deem it expedient to do so, Mr. C. said he 
should feel it incumbent on him to move it as an 


amendment, after the question had been taken. on | 
the amendment of the gentleman from Virginia. | 


He urged the louse to come to some action upon 
the subject. Let-us (said Mr. C.) do our duty, 
without reference to the course of the French 
Chamber of Deputies, and leave them to do 
theirs. : 

Mr. ADAMS, of Massachusetts, said he would 
offer a few reasons why he could not vote for the 
resolution offered as an amendment by the gen- 
teman from Virginia, [Mr. Arcuen.] That res- 
olution expressed a “just expectation” that France 
would have made provision for carrying into 
effect the treaty, &c. Mr. A. said he was. not 
disposed to bandy words on this subject; but he 
could not Say that he had a just expectation—or 
an expectation at all—that France would willingly 
render us justice; and he would lie to his own 
conscience if he said so. Fie could not, in con- 
science, vote this; for he did not believe it. 
(said Mr. A.,) if, as has been said, there can be 
no justifiable occasion for a war of words with the 
French nation, this is neither a place or time for 
complimenting them. Whence came the compli- 
ments to the French? 
virtues? Was it because she had refused the pay- 
ment of the annual instalments due to us? Was 
it because she had violated her plighted faith? 


Did gentlemen find, in all this, cause of compli- ! 
ment? Was it from the style of the dignified | 


debates in their Chamber of Deputies, where we 
were characterized as a nation of mercenaries— 
where the basest and meanest of motives were 
attributed to the American people—those of sor- 
did avarice, speculation, and gain? Where it was 
said of us—They won’t go to war! No. If you 
owe them ten millions, they will take up with 
three. Such (Mr. A. said) was the language and 
style of the French towards us. 
this was founded the ‘just expectations of the 
gentleman from Virginia. Mr. A.said he did not 
believe in the truth of the declaration contained in 
the gentleman’s resolution; and that was one sub- 
stantial reason why he could not vote for it. 
Another reason was comprised in what he had 
heretofore said, and what the gentleman himself, 
in the honesty and sincerity of his heart, had 


promptly admitted, that the whole foundation, | 


both of his speech and his resolution, was fear, 


Sir, |! 


Were they elicited by her |! 


He asked if on} 


Not that the gentleman was capable of entertain- 
ing such a feeling in relation to himself. No: of 
this point he fully concurred with the gentleman’s 
colleague, {Mr. Bou.pin,}] who, by the way, had, 
in a masterly manner, exposed and dissipated 
many of his arguments. No man (said Mr. A.) 
is presumed to be more tenacious of his individual 
reputation—his personal honor. But while he 
was speaking an observer could easily detect the 
conflict in his bosom, between his sense of individ- 
ual and national honor—that he feit that he could 
not himself submit to humiliation, while he was 
persuading this House to actas cowards, saying to 
i them you must not do this, for.fear of the power 
of France! Sir, the gentleman’s speech was per- 
fectly consistent with the-resolution with which 
i| he concluded it. Hrs honorable colleague (Mr. 
Gornam] had expressed a determination to vote 
I 


sion to protest against the gentleman’s speech. 
for if it is true that the French are not bound by 


no right to pass the resolution. So he might say 
|! NEY,] whose speech was also perfectly consistent 
{i with the resolution. 

| should first settle the question, whether that treaty 
| was truly binding. 
French Constitution the portion relating to the 
|| functions of the King, showing that the treaty- 
i making power reposed in him.] Not a word (said 
Mr. A.) is here said about the Chamber of Depu- 
ties. Before God and man that treaty was binding. 
i| Another article of the Constitution declares that 
‘the public debt is guarantied —every debt entered 
into by the constituted authorities shall be inviola- 
ble”? So the Chamber of Deputies could not 
| reject this indemnity without violating national 
faith—without violating their own Constitution, 
which they are sworn to support. 


table. 
the French, and it incontinently reminded him of 
one who spoke in 


* Words clothed in reasoa’s garb, 
Courting ignoble ease—not peace.” 


He would tell gentlemen what his object was 
from the commencement of this question. 
President of the United States had laid before 
Congress the state of the nation—its relations 
; with the rest of the world, and particularly with 
i that great, that mighty nation, France. He told 
| the talein unvarnished guise. Such was the con- 
: dition between the two Powers. It was not entirely 
j| new. Many of the facts were known through 
i unofficial channels to members at the last session. 
li The President, and through him, our nation had 
HI 
i! 

i 
| 


! assumed an attitude before the world. 
| whether he was right or wrong, It was enough 
|i that the nation was committed. And what was 
this House about to do? He would not say it 
was about to ‘* dodge” the question. No; but it 
| refused to act! 
pointed a committee on the subject, in deference 
to the recommendations of the President. That 
committee did its duty faithfully. 
‘| its report the Chief Magistrate in all the facts; 
| os res, ty i inj 
but closed by a resolution, declaring it inexpe- 
{ 

i 


dient to take any legislative measures on the sub- 
ject. 


one branch of the Legislature recommends that 
nothing be done, while the other refuses to express 
| any opinion on the subject. 
| such-a result had been the source of all the anxiety 
which he had felt upon this subject. 
lieve a declaration of the views of that House due 
to ourselves, to the world, to the sacred nature of 
treaties. It was, therefore, with réference to the 
effect on France, on Europe, on the world, that he 
had felt it most essentially incumbent on the House 
to express its feelings, its sentiments. We had 
heard much on that floor against war, and its 
| horrors. These views were as ancient as the war 
i| of Troy—in proof of which Mr. A. quoted from 
the Ænead. It was said, too, that we should go 


| paltry sum of money. Such, too, was the cry in 
1775-"76. When we possessed but a tithe of our 
present resources—-when we had not only a for- 


for that resolution, at the same time taking occa- | 
protest against both the speech and the resolution: | 
the treaty, and do not owe the debt, then we have | 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Bin- | 
He admitted that the House | 


[Mr. A. here read from the | 


He had heard i 
i} a motion to lay this subject on the floor—no, the ! 
He had heard much of our obligation to | 


The | 


I ask not | 


in another place, that body ap- | 


It sustained in |] 


Now, he asked, if we stop here, how did | 
this matter appear? Why, it would appear that | 


The anticipation of || 


He did be- | 


to war and deluge the country with blood for a | 


eign, but a civil and an Indian war, and all for— 
i} as was said by the Tories of that day—two pence 
ona pound of tea! It was said it was cheaper 
|| to pay the tax than go to war! Even last war, 
some gentlemen considered the cause a small mat- 
ter; and asked kow many American citizens were 
į impressed by Great Britain—declaring their beliet 
that it was very few? This he then thought a 
most singular argument; and the present argument 
was parallel to it. No man (Mr. A. said) could 
entertain a greater abhorrence for warand its calam- 
ities than he had. Ele would do anything but 
sacrifice honor and independence toavoid it. But 
when he heard it advanced on that floor that there 
was no such thing as national honor—that it was 
i| merely ideal—he must take leave to say that he 
‘| did not subscribe to such doctrine. After some 
|| further remarks, Mr. A. said such were the 
‘| reasons which induced his resolutions. The first 
|| was declarative of the rights of our citizens to the 
|| indemnity claimed, and the other was declarative 
| of a determination not to omit any possible means 
ij of honorable pacification. Mr. A. then referred 
|| to the situation of the two countries in 1794, when 
| 
j 


a non-intercourse was deciared between the two 
| countries, and quoted documents on that subject, 
and concluded by expressing a hope that the 
|| amendment of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
ArcHeER} would be rejected. 

| [The above isa mere outline of Mr. A.’s re- 
| marks, and has no pretension to literal accuracy.] 

Mr. HARDIN had hoped, he said, that the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs would have report- 
i| ed in sufficient time to have allowed every gentle- 
man an opportunity of delivering his sentiments 
| upon this subject. Late as it was, Mr. H. should 
not have said a word on the subject, but for the 
i Jast war speech of the gentleman from New York, 
|| (Mr. Camprecenc ] 

Mr, H. entered intoan examination of the foun- 
dation of these claims under the treaty. They 
had arisen from spoliations made by Napoleon 
|| Bonaparte, who had always refused to make any 
il indemnity. Both Louis XVIIL and Charles X 
|| had also refused to enter into it; and it was only 
| ull the elevation of Louis Philippe to the throne 
i| of France, that these twenty-five millions had been 
| acknowledged. To this King we owed the 
i| treaty, and he had omitted nothing in his power 
| to secure its passage. Mr. H. also contended 
| that the French Chamber, as the popular branch, 
| had the same right to reject a treaty involving an 
appropriation, us the House of Representatives 
i! in Congress had. Besides, the French had the 
power of making their own laws and their own 
constitution, and they had the right of putting 
their interpretation upon them. With these 
i| views, he though:t it cowardly, he thought it das- 
ii tardly, for this nation to threaten war. He could 
see no treachery, no backsliding, in the King or 
his Ministers. That King was surrounded with 
difficulties, and had made himself responsible for 
injuries done twenty-five years ago. What should 
we go to war for? A paltry sum of five millions. 
A war would cost us in one year not less than ten 
or fifteen millions of dollars, and would sweep 
i| from the ocean at least fifty millions of our com- 
j| merce. And upon: whom would the expense fall ? 
Upon the hard-working, industrious farmer, almost 
| exclusively. Besides, Mr. HI. had no feeling fora 
French war. He remembered when wehad only 
two millions and a half of people, when we were 
overwhelmed with debt, and our little band of 
|| hardy patriots without arms or clothing, that 
France shed her blood and expended her treasure 
for us. Should we forget this? She stood by 
us when ail the nations of the earth stood aloof 
from us, 

Mr. GOREIAM rose to reply to some remarks 
of Mr. Apams. He said the whole bent of that 
| gentleman’s resolutions and his speech began and 
|| ended in the position that war was inevitable with 
| France. He denied that such was the feeling or 
the policy of Massachusetts. Mr. G. then pro- 
ceeded to examine the grounds on which the 
treaty stood, how it was obtained, &c. He also 
went into a detail of the difference of sentiments 
entertained by him from those of other gentlemen 
who had addressed the House, particularly Mr. 
| Ancuer and Mr. Apams. 

Mr. CHILTON next obtained the floor. He 
also replied most particularly to the remarks of 
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a 


on which that gentleman | 


course? 


were infinitely weaker than he could approve, | 


though he denounced his war speech. He disa- 


vowed any personal disrespect to that gentleman, : 


in thusalluding to the inconsistencies of his course. 


‘To use a musical phrase, he had looked upon the | 


eretofore as u sort of political pitch- 


gentleman h 
A trumpet of an uncertain sound 


pipe base. 


might lead to disastrous consequences in the field | 
Hereafter he should follow a trumpeter | 


of battle. 
with an instrument of a less uncertain sound. 


Mr. ARCHER also thought the gentleman from | 


Massachusetts (Mr. Apams] should be the last to 
give lectures on consistency. Allusions had been 
made to his fears and to his courage. {f he had 
courage, he was sure he would not show it only, 
as he would not say whose was shown, in bravado 
and menace. He had said that he had full confi- 
dence in the justice of France. He still retained 
that opinion. Mr. A. continued further to defend 
his amendment. 

Mr. LLA WES told a story of a bird whose only 
ery was ‘fair play.” Such was his cry on the 
present occasion, as he could not abide to see so 
many birds plucking one. He was well aware, 


however, that the gentleman from Massachusetts : 


{Mr. Apams] needed no champion to enter the 
lists in hiswlerence, for, as the roused lion shakes 
the dew drops from his 
off his antagonists at will, He marvelled what 
had brought down the ire of his two colleagues, 
[Messrs. Haron and Cnitron,] and the gentle- 
man from Virginia, (Mr. Ancuen,] in their united 
strength upon the 
Massachusetts. 

heart beat high in his 
boldly step 
country > Me. H. said no man had been accus- 
tomed more highly to 
than himself. 
league, (Mr. Haris.) remembered when with 
us the lily was accounted the fairest flower of the 
field. THe, too, had paused with high-wrought 
feelings before the painting in the rotundo, where 
the warriors of veteran France and infant America 
were grouped together in the enjoyment of recent 
victory—the reward of their mutual prowess. 
should the recollection of those things make us 
forgetful of right? Should they teach us to see 
our country trampled upon? His other colleague 
[Mr. Custrox} had represented the gentleman 
ty at one time to be 


bosom? Was it because he 


from Massachusetts as reau 
received with open arms by a party on that floor. 
By what party? He asked if there was already 
a French party and 
If so, it was high time the people of Kentucky 
knew it; and he should feel it his duty to go home 
and acquaint his constituents of the fact. They 
were accustomed only to rally under the flag of 
their country. Mr. H. said he rose only to say 
what he bad said. He did notiiketo see the gen- 
teman from Massachusetts, whose long career 
had been crowned wiih that brightest of all 
crowns—the suffrages of a free people for their 
highest station, exposed to a rifle here, a musket 
here, and a pop-gun there, 


The question was then taken by yeas and nays 


on Mr. Ancien’s amendment; and it was rejected, | 


as follows—yeas 71, nays 143: 

YEAS—Messra. Heman 
Archer, Ashley, Barber, Barringer, Dates, 
hes, Bell, Binney, 
Claiborne, William Clarke, Clayton, 


Bay- 


ane r : = | 
Corwin, Crockett, Davis, Davenport, Deberry,;| ‘* There is satisfactory evidencethat the F rench : 
Dickson, Evans, Horace Everett, Felder, Gam- | ‘ Government desires that the appropriation tor 
ble, Gilmer, Gordon, Gorham, Grayson, Grenoell, ‘| t indemnity should be made in pursuance of the 


Griffin, Hilland Hall, Hardin, Hazeltine, Wiliam 
Jackson, Ebenezer Jackson, Janes, Kiog, Letcher, 


mane, so could he shake |, 


distinguished gentleman from | 
Was it because an American | 


ped forward to sustain the honor of his: 


respect the French nation | 
He, too, like his honorable col- : 


But || 


an American in that House? | 


Allen, Chilton Allan, : 


Campbell, Chambers, Cailton, : 
Clowney, © 


| Barnitz, Beale, Bean, Beardsley, Blair, Bockee, 
| Boon, Bouldin, Briggs, Brown, Bull, Bunch, 
4 Burd, Burns, Cage, Cambreleng, Carmichael}, 
|| Carr, Casey, Chaney, Chinn, Samuel Clark, Con- 
|, nor, Coulter, Cramer, Day, Denny, Dickerson, | 
f Dickinson, Dunlap, Edward Everett, Ferris, Fill- 
| more, Forester, Foster, Philo C. Fuller, William | 


| K. Faller, Fulton, Garland, Gholson, Gillet, Gra- | 
|! ham, Thomas H. Hall, Halsey, Hamer, Hanne- | 


gan, Hard, Joseph M. Harper, James Harper, 


j 

i| Henderson, Hiester, Howell, Hubbard, Hunting- 
| ton, Inge, Jarvis, Richard M. Johnson, Noadiah 
| Johnson, Henry Johnson, Seaborn Jones, Kav- 
i| anagh, Kilgore, Kinnard, Lane, Lansing, La- 
|| porte, Lay, Lea, Lee, Love, Lucas, Lyon, Lytle, 
i Abijah Mann, Joel K. Mann, Manning, Mardis, 


| John Y. Mason, Moses Mason, May, McCarty, | 
‘| McIntire, McKay, McKennan, McKim, McKin- | 


‘i ley, McLene, McVean, Miller, Henry Mitchell, 
i| Robert Mitchell, Moore, Morgan, Muhlenberg, 
|| Osgood, Parks, Parker, Patton, Patterson, Pearce, 
|! Peyton, Pierce, Pierson, Plummer, Polk, Rey- 
{i nolds, Schenck, Schley, Augustine H. Shepperd, 
‘| Shinn, Smith, Spangler, Speight, Standefer, Stew- 
| art, Sutherland, William Taylor, William P. Tay- 
|i lor, Francis Thomas, Thomson, Turner, Turrill, 
‘| Vanderpoel, Van Houten, Wagener, Ward, 
| Wardwell, Webster, Whallon, White, Frederick 
| Whittlesey, Wilson—143. 

| Mr. CAMBRELENG then moved the follow- 
i; ing resolution (according to an intimation which 
i! he had before made) as an amendment to the first 
| of those introduced by Mr. Apams: 

Resolved, That in the opinion of this House the 
‘| treaty of the 4th of July, 1831, should be main- 
| tained, and its execution insisted on. 

Mr. ADAMS said he was willing to adopt it. 
i| While he was up, he had a word to say on the 
il remarks of his colleague, (Mr. Goruan,] who 
had denounced his course as not being in accord- ' 
ance with the sentiments of Massachusetts. If 
such was the fact, he could but regret it. He had 
i| only to say it was in accordance with the dictates 
|| of his own heart, 
| Mr. GORHAM said there was no man in the 
| United States for whom he had more sincere re- 
‘| spect than for his honorable colleague. He had 
| not made his remarks in a spirit of dictation. He 
l aware that that gentleman possessed the 
i right to maintain his own opinion; but he (Mr. | 
|G.) must be permitted also to retain the opinion 
he had already expressed. 
| Mr. S. JONES, of Georgia, then submitted the | 
i following, as an amendment to the above resolu- į 
i| uon: 

‘| Resolved, That, with & solemn treaty, acknowl- 

| edging the rights of our citizens, entered into | 
| under the usual formalities, and with a nation pro- 

‘| fessing to be governed by that code which pre- į 
i| scribes the obligation of such instruments, we 

| have every right to expect that the same will be 

i observed in good faith; and that as this House is | 
ii officially informed the law for executing said treaty 

|| ig now under consideration in the French Legis- į 
| lature, it is inexpedient, for the present, to legis- 
late on the subject. 

Mr. S. JONES briefly advocated the amend- 
|! ment, and called for the yeas and nays, but they | 
|li were not ordered. l 
| The question was then taken, and the resolu- į 
| tion rejected without a division. TR] 
‘| Mr. ROBERTSON then offered the following! 
as an amendment: 

Strike out from first resolution all after the words | 
« resolved that,’’ and insert: i 


| 


| was wel 


S 


‘i 
H 
i 
if 
i 
i 
| 


| «stipulations of the treaty of Ju r 
i| tresson to hope that the Chamber of Deputies 


Harrison, Hathaway, Hawkins, Hawes, Heath, | 


i| the joint 


| on the part of Mr. 


i bills, 


ly 4, 1831, and i 


then rejected: : 


The question then recurring on the substitute 
adopted by Mr. J. Q- Apams, as given above, 

Mr, MANN, of New York, called for the yeas 
and nays. PK 

They were ordered and taken, when the res- 
“ution was adopted UNANIMOUSLY, as fol- 
ows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Jobn Q. Adams, John Adams, 
Heman Allen, John J. Allen, William Allen, 
Anthony, Archer, Ashley, Banks, Barber, Bar- 
nitz, Barringer, Bates, Beale, Bean, Beardsley, 
Beaumont, Bell, Blair, Bockee, Boon, Bouldin, 
Briggs, Brown, Bull, Bunch, Burd, Burns, Cage, 
Cambreleng, Campbell, Carmichael, Carr, Casey, 
Chambers, Chaney, Chilton, Chinn, Claiborne, 
Samuel Clark, William Clark, Clayton, Clowney, 
Connor, Corwin, Coulter, Cramer, Crockett, Dar- 
lington, Amos Davis,.Davenport, Day, Deberry, 
Denny, Dickson, Dickerson, Dickinson, Dunlap, 
Evans, Edward Everett, Felder, Ferris, Fillmore, 
Forester, Foster, Philo C. Fuller, William K. 
Fuller, Fulton, Galbraith, Gamble, Garland, 
Gholson, Gillet, Gilmer, Gordon, Gorham, Gra- 
ham, Grayson, Grennell, Griffin, Hiland Hall, 
Thomas H. Hall, Halsey, Hamer, Hannegan, 
Hard, Hardin, Joseph M. Harper, James Har- 
per, Harrison, Hathaway, Hawkins, Hawes, 
Hazeltine, Heath, Henderson, Hiester, Howell, 
Hubbard, Huntington, Inge, William Jackson, 
Ebenezer Jackson, Janes, Jarvis, Richard M. `’ 
Johnson, Noadiah Johnson, Henry Johnsen, 
Seaborn Jones, Benjamin Jones, Kavanagh, Kil- | 
gore, King, Kinnard, Lane, Lansing, Laporte, 
Lay, Lea, Lee, Letcher, Lewis, Lincoln, Lucas, 
Lyon, Lytle, Abijah Mann, Joel K. Mann, Man- 
ning, Martindale, Marshall, Mardis, John Y. Ma- 
son, Moses Mason, May, McCarty, McComas, 
Mclntire, McKay, McKennan, McKim, McKin- 
ley, McLene, McVean, Mercer, Miller, Milligan, 


'| Miner, Henry Mitchell, Robert Mitchell, Moore, 


Morgan, Muhlenberg, Murphy, Osgood; Parks, 
Parker, Patton, Patterson, Pearce, Peyton, Phil- 
lips, Pickens, Pierce, Pierson, Pinckney, Plum- 
mer, Polk, Potts, Ramsay, Reed, Rencher, Rey- 
nolds, Robertson, Schenck, Schley, Augustine H. 
Shepperd, Shinn, Slade, Smith, Spangler, Speight, 
Standefer, Steele, Stewart, Sutherland, William 
Taylor, William P. Taylor, Francis Thomas, 
Thomson, Tompkins, Trumbull, Turner, Turrill, 
Tweedy, Vanderpoel, Van Houten, Vinton, Wag- 
ener, Ward, Wardwell, Watmough, Webster, 
Whallon, White, Frederick Whittlesey, Elisha 
Whittlesey, Williams, Wilson, Wise, Young— 
212 : 


NAYS—None. 

Mr. Apams then withdrew his other resolution, 
and Mr. Camsre.enc also withdrew the first 
resolution reported from the Committee on“ For- 
eign Affairs, its place being superseded by the one 
first adopted. 

The following resolutions were then also unani- ' 
nously adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs be discharged from the further consideration 
of so much of the President’s message as relates 
to commercial restrictions, or to reprisals on the 
commerce of France. i 

Resolved, That preparation ought to be made to 
meet any emergency growing out of our relations 
with France. f 

SEVENTEENTH JOINT RULE. 


The joint resolution from the Senate, rescinding 
rule which prohibits the transmission of 
bills to the President on the last day of the. ses- 
sion, was then adopted, after an ineffectual attempt 
Mason to amend it, so as to 
rescind that which prohibits the transmission. of 
bills from one House to the other on the same 
day. 
APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

On motion of Mr. POLK, several appropriation 
returned from the Senate with amendments, 
were referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means; when, at twelve o’clock, 

The House adjourned. 


824 


M arch 3, 


IN SENATE. 
Tusspay, March 3, 1835. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
‘he credentials of the Hon. Beprorp Brown, a 
Senator elect to represent the State of North Caro- 
lina for. six years from and after the 3d March, 
1835. 

DOCUMENTARY HISTORY. 


Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, made areport in regard to the documentary 
history of the country, as furnished by the Secre- 
tary of State, in obedience to a resolution of the 
Senate of last session. 7, 3 : 

The report was laid on the table. 


TREASURY CIRCULAR—-LAND OFFICES. 


Mr. WEBSTER moved that the’Committee on 
Finance be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the circular of the Treasury, in regard to 

the land offices; which was agréed to. 


BANK OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. WEBSTER said the Committee on Fi- 
nance had been directed at the last session to 
inquire into the condition of the United States 
Bank, the deposite banks, and thecurrency of the 
country. He said the two first subjects had 
already been before the Senate. That in regard 
to the currency, they had a mass of information, 
which had been collected, but that it was not in a 
condition to -be laid before the Senate. 

‘Mr. W. said, by a resolution of the Senate, the 
Committee on Finance had been directed to lay 
before it information concerning the amount of 
bullion in the Bank of the United States, and 
other subjects connected therewith; but that the 
‘committee had received no information on that 
subject. i 

Mr. W. said he had observed in the official paper 
of the Administration an allusion to certain state- 
ments made by himself in regard to the mode of 
payment of Treasury drafts by a deposite bank. 
He did not feel himself bound to make any expla- 
nation to an irresponsible editor; but if any honor- 
able Senator in favor of the Administration would 
call for the names and dates, he was prepared to 
give them. ` He did not war with private individ- 
uals , ; 


RELATIONS WITH FRANCE. 


Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to whom was referred the President’s 
message, transmitting the correspondence between 
the Governments of the United States and France, 
asked to be discharged from the further consider- 
ation of the subject and from all other subjects 
before them; which was agreed to. 


JOHN F. LEWIS. 


Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Fi- 
aance, asked to be discharged from the further 
consideration of the petition of John F. Lewis; 
which was agreed to, 


CHESAPEAKE AND OHIO CANAL. 


Mr. HENDRICKS, from the Committee on 
Roads and Canals, reported a bill in addition to an 
act incorporating the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal 
Company, with-an amendment. 

_ Mr. NAUDAIN, from the Committee on Claims, 
asked to be discharged from the further consider- 
ation of subjects referred to it; which was agreed 


to. 

Mr. SILSBEE, from the Committee on Com- 
merce; . 

Mr. BLACK, from the Committee on Private 

+ Land Claims; i 

Mr. TYLER, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; 

Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on 
Pensions; 

Mr. ROBBINS, from the Committee on the 
Library; 

ah BELL, from the Committee on Claims; 
an 

Mr. HENDRICKS, from the Committee on 
Roads and Canals—each asked to be discharged 
from the several subjects committed to them; which 
was agreed to. : 


Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on the 
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Judiciary, made an.unfavorable report on the claim 
of Orange H. Dibble. 

Mr. LINN presented a petition; which was laid 
on the table. ; : 


INSTRUCTIONS FROM NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. MANGUM presented certain resolutions 
of the Legislature of North Carolina, instructing 
him to vote for expunging from the Journals of 
the Senate the resolution of last March, declaring | 
that the President had violated the law and Con- 
stitution of the country. 

Mr. M. desired that the instructions might be 
laid on the table, although he could not obey them. 
He said he was commanded to do an act that 
would violate that Constitution which he was 
bound to support. He did not, however, consider || 
the Senate the proper place to give his reasons for 
disobeying the instructions of the Legislature. | 
That was a point he was to settle wich his con-- 
stituents. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN stood in the same 
redicament as his.friend from North Carolina, 
Mr. Maneum.] He had constitutional objections 

to complying. He believed the Senate had no 
power over the Journal. It was a record of the 
acts of the Senate, guarantied by the Constitution 
for the benefit of the minority. IIe would warn 
the majority who should be in those seats next 
session, to leave to him untouched the sacred priv- 
ilege, provided by the Constitution, for showing 
his successors how he had acted. 

Mr. CALHOUN expressed his regret that the 
subject had been deferred to so late a period of the 
session. He believed it the most important sub- 
ject that had been brought before Congress; and 
a subject on which he had wished to be heard. 
He thought they had the same right to express 
their disapprobation of as to flatter the Executive. 
When they had arrived to such a period as either 
they must flatter or be silent, they should equal 
the most degenerate days of the Roman Republic 
when the horse of the Emperor was declared 
consul. : 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, was surprised at the 
language of the Senator from South Carolina, 
(Mr. Catnoun.] The gentleman spoke of an 
Opportunity of discussing the subject. Did he 
not remember the presentation of the instructions 
from Alabama? It was great injustice to insin- 
: uate the discussion had been put off by the friends 
of the Administration, when he (Mr. C.) had 
occupied the Senate most of the time with his 
report and bills, ‘since the resolution was intro- 
duced. The honorable Senator had spoken of 
flattering the Executive. Had not that Senator 
heaped upon the President, with the utmostlicense, 
his censures and invectives; and been listened to 
with far more attention than he had listened to 
those who spoke in his defence, believing he had 
acted honestly and with good intentions? Yet the 
Senator compared them to the degenerate times of 
the Roman Senate! 

Mr. K. said, he for one was not disposed to be 
| branded as the supple tool of executive power. 
Ifthe Senator makes such charges, he must except 
him from the number. Mr. K. said he would not 
endure it. There were certain disappointed aspi- 
rants to power who always viewed things through 
a gloomy medium, who were ever croaking over 
the imaginary ruins of our free institutions. 

After some further remarks by Messrs. CAL- 
| HOUN, MANGUM, and LEIGH, 
| Mr. CLAYTON would say néthing of the in- 
| structions. He had himself received instructions, 
| but of a very different nature from those before 
| the Senate. His own State (Delaware) had in- 
structed him to resist any attempt to deface the 
Journals of the Senate, and he had risen to make 
a motion that would. give him an opportunity of 
obeying. He would first move to lay the instruc- 
tions on the table. 

Which motion was agreed to. 


EXPUNGING RESOLUTION. 

Mr. CLAYTON then moved to take up the! 
resolution, offered by Mr. Benrow, for expunging | 
i from the Journals the condemnatory resolution. 
Mr. PORTER objected, as the time of the Sen- 
| ate was required for the necessary business before 
| it. 

' Mr. BLACK demanded the yeas and nays. 


; altering his opinion in the least. 


The motion was supported by Messrs. CLAY, 
CLAYTON, LEIGH, and FRELINGHUY- 
SEN, and opposed by Messrs, PRESTON, and 
KING, of Georgia. 

Mr. BROWN said he wished to reiterate the 
same sentiments he had expressed there a year . 
age. He thought the act, for which the Presi- 
dent had been censured, was one of the brightest 
actions of the present Administration. It would 
redound to the honor of President Jackson to the - 
latest period of our Republic. 

The question was then taken by yeas and nays, 
and decided in the affirmative. 

YEAS — Messrs. Bell, Benton, Brown, Bu- 
chanan, Calhoun, Clay, Clayton, Ewing, Frelins- 
huysen, Goldsborough, Grundy, Hill, Kane, 


| King of Alabama, Knight, Leigh, Linn, McKean, 
| Mangum, Morris, Moore, Naudain, Prentiss, 


Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Smith, 
Swift, Tallmadge, Tomlinson, White, Wrighi— 
33. T : 

NA YS—Messrs, Bibb, Black, Cuthbert, Hen- 
dricks, Kent, King of Georgia, Porter, Preston, 
Tipton, Tyler, Waggaman, Webster—12. ° 

So the Senate took up the resolution. 

Mr. WHITE then moved to amend the reso- 
lution by striking out the word ‘*expunge,”’ and 
inserting ‘rescind, reverse, and to make null and 
void.” : 

Mr. W. said he could net vote to obliterate and 
deface the Journal of the Senate. He believed it 
was the right of every Senator to have the votes 
stand, that the people might know how they had 
voted. He wished the resolution so framed as to 
express his feelings on the subject. 

Mr. W.desired the yeas and nays on the adop- 
tion of his amendment; which were ordered. 

Mr. WEBSTER. said he should vote against 
the amendment. He wished to bring the Senate 
to vote on the original resolution. 

Mr. BENTON said he believed the word “ ex- 
punge” was strictly parliamentary.. He did not 
wish to obliterate the Journal, but to make use of 
a phraseology which would strongly express that 
the resolution ought never to have been put into 
that Journal. The word “rescind”? was not 
strong enough; it admitted the lawfulness of the 
act at the time it was-done. “It was a convenient 
term when they merely wished to alter anything 
that had been found inexpedient. It was a mere 
harmless word, expressing no marked disapproba- 
tion of the propriety of the resolution at the time 
it was adopted. Every Senator ‘(said Mr. B.) 
might vote to ‘‘rescind”’ the resolution, without 
They might say 
that President Jackson was the first Executive 
that had ever been condemned in this manner; 
therefore they would rescind the resolution. Such, 
and no more, was the force of the term “rescind.” 

Mr. WHITE said, in his opinion, the term 
“t expunge” referred to obliterating the Journal, 
which he could never consent to have done. He 
wished the proceedings to stand as they trans- 
pired and go down unblemished to posterity. He 
thought the proposed amendment, which declared 
the resolution null and void, as much as said it 
never ought to have been inserted in the Journal. 

After some further remarks from Mr. WHITE 
and Mr. WEBSTER, Mr. NAUDAIN moved to 
amend the amendment by inserting such words as 
would reaffirm the condemnatory resolutions, but 
he afterwards withdrew the motion. 

After some remarks from Messrs. BENTON, 
WHITE, GOLDSBOROUGH, and CLAY- 
TON, i 
* Mr. WRIGHT said he gid not risé to debate 
this question, but merely to ask the indulgence of 
the Senate to lay on the table the instructions 
given him and his colleague by the Legislature of 
New York. 

Mr. CLAYTON objected. 

Mr. McKEAN, after some introductory re- 
marks, suggested to Mr. Warre to modify his 
amendment so as to adopt the words used by one 
branch of the Pennsylvania Legislature in their 
resolution of instruction upon this subject, which 
would. make the amendment more acceptable to 
him—the effective words were to repeal and re- 
verse. 

Mr. WHITE adopted the words as a modifica- 
tion; when 
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A discussion of considerable length and much |; that part of the re i i | ity 
g a p resolution proposed to be stricken || to be engrossed, and it was afterwards read a third 


excitement ensued, in which Messrs. BENTON, i| out, by first strikin; tthe w s 
M-KEAN, KING of Georgia, BUCHANAN, i ceauneed from ibe hai eal: 
PT USEN, KING. Rae eel aac 1) Mr. MOORE demanded the yeas and nays upon 
NGHUY, y of Alabama i; the question; which = 
and WEBS TER, participated. , i l lwa: ° oo ordered, and area fol 
Mr. MOORE said he did not rige to discuss this i YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Benton, Bibb, Black, 
question at this moment. ‘The very feeble state | Buchanan, Clay, Clayton, Cuthbert, Ewing, Fre- 
of bis health would not permit it, even if he were | linghuysen, Goldsborough, Grundy, Hendricks, 
disposed. Yet, the peculiar situation he occupied || Kane, Kent, King of Alabama, King of Georgia, 
he hoped, |, Knight, Leigh, Linn, McKean, Mangum, Moore, 


in connexion with the subject-matter, i n k 
would be accepted as his apology for the very few || Morris, Naudain, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, 
ii Robinson, Silsbee, Smith, Southard, Swift, Tip- 


moments he proposed to detain the Senate. H 


said it was true, as had been intimated by the hon- a n 
t and White—39. 


orable Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. CAL- | ; 
poun,] that the General Assembly of Alabam NAYS—Messrs. Brown, Hill, Porter, Ruggles, 
| Shepley, Tallmadge, and Wright—7. 


had sent him two sets of instructions: in the first, || ! l 

he was instructed to resign his seat here; and in || So the motion to strike out prevailed. 

the second, he was instructed to vote in favor of || Mr. WEBSTER then moved to lay the whole 
expunging the resolution adopted by the Senate, || subject on the table, refusing to withdraw the mo- 
censuring the course of the Executive pursued in {į ton, and demanded the yeas and nays thereon; 
relation to the public treasure of the country. i| which were ordered; and the question was deter- 

As these resolutions are contradictory in their || mined in the affirmative by the following vote: 

character, and at variance with each other, he had f YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Bibb, Black, Calhoun, 
found no little difliculty in complying with both, |; Clay, s i 
although an advocate for the right of instruction. i; rough, Kent, Knight, Mangum, Naudain, Poin- 
If he had complied with the first set of instruc- dexter, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Sils- 


tions, viz: have forthwith resigned his seat, he, of 
course, could not have complied with the second |) Tyler, Waggaman, and Webster—27. 
| NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, 


aet of instructions, viz: he could not have voted in | 
favor of expunging the resolution, as instructed in 
the second. He, therefore, after mature delibera- 
tion, had come to the conclusion, that, as regarded | 
the first, requiring his resignation, he could not |! 
admit the right of the General Assembly to alter | 
or change the constitutional tenure of his office, || 

H 

i 


White, and Wright —20. 
The Senate then took a recess till five o’clock. 


and he had made an appeal to the sovereign people |! 


of the State, to whom the members of the General Mr. POINDEXTER, from the Committee on 
t i : : i i i ah S mE 
eter id hime vere ike esponga, „| the Panlo Landa, made a ipon of toe hvenar 
few isviewed enlin th n kere thera. | 1008 of the committee into the subject of frauds in 
aw 1s viewed as repen ME Deak Ww at ae li the sales of the public lands, accompanied by the 
exists inconsistency, he did not know but they: testimony taken under the authority of the com- 


General Assembly had thought better of this mat- !! mittee, in relation thereto. 


ter, and, after passing the resolutions requesting a ||! Mr, POINDEXTER then moved that the report 
resignation, therefore adopted the second, in order || and documents be printed, and referred to the 


EVENING SESSION. 


to repeal the former, in adopting which they had i. President of the United States; which was agreed 
n@ legitimate power. i iito. 
Now, (said Mr M.,)as regards the instructions 

to vote in favor of expunging the resolution cen- | sand additional copies of the report and evidence 

suring the course of the President, if the General || be printed for the use of the Senate. 

Assembly mean, by ‘‘expunging,” a repeal, a l| The motion was opposed by Messrs. HILL, 

reversal, or a rescinding of the obnoxious resolu- l| WRIGHT, and BENTON; when Mr. WRIGHT 

tion, he could have no difficulty in yielding an || asked the yeas and nays upon the question; which 

implicit obedience to their instructions; because | were ordered, and are as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Bibb, Calhoun, Clay, 


Moore, Naudain, 


he voted against this resolution; true, sir, under a |; 
from that which operated upon | 
his colleague. _ ,.. U Leigh, McKean, Mangum, 
Mr. M. said he had expressly stated that in his || Poindexter, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, 
of the Exectitive in the removal of the public || ` NA YS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, 
treasure from the place where it had been depos- || Cuthbert, Grundy, Hill, Kane, King of Alabama, 
power, to say theleast. Notwihatanding ibis was | ley, Tallmadge, Tipton, White, and Wright—I7. 
his own view, believing as he did at the ume, that) : 
F ° reed to. 
a majority of those whom he had the honor to rep- | So the motion was agt 
resent entertained different views, he had, in obe- | 
: : . PA n- | Mr. BENTON then submitted the following 
stituents, recorded his vote in opposition to this | resolution, which he desired to stand for the séc- 
to reaffirm that vote. i Resolved, That the resolution adopted by the 
But (said Mr. M.) it may be that the General || Senate on the 23th day of March, in the year 
structions were ignorant of the precise vote that i: ihe President, in the late executive proceedings in 
he had given; for, said he, he could not believe į; 
ed to |! ¢ self authority and power not conferred by the Consti- 
| express the least doubt of the orthodox political, eas anil PEN but in derogation of both,” be, an 
faith of his’ colleague, nor his willingfess to vote ! 
: : | reversed, because the said resolution is illegal and 
he was glad to find, upon this occasion, that the) unjust, of evil example, indefinite and vague, €x- 
») when these resolutions || and was irregularly and unconstitutionally adopted 
by the Senate, in subversion of the rights of de- 
ficer, and at a time, and under circumstances, to 
| endanger the political rights and to injure the 
: . l] States. 
the Journals. Sir, (said Mr. M.,) he was much i TERRITORIAL ROADS. 
thought alike upon this e J 
find they would vote together on this topic. l 


different influence 
own private convictions of this matter, in the act |; Smith, Southard, Tomlinson, and Tyler—23. 
ited by law, was involved an abuse of Executive | King of Georgia, Linn, Morris, Ruggles, Shep- 
ji 
\ EXPUNGING RESOLUTION——~AGAIN. 
dience to the supposed will and wishes of his con- 
obnoxious resolution, and be was now prepared | ond week of the next session: 
Assembly or the leaders in these resolutions of in- || 1834, in the following words, « Resolved, That 
; (| «relation to the public revenue, has assumed upon him- 
the last General Assembly could have intended to |! P i 
: : te | the same hereby is, ordered to be rescinded and 
in favor of the expunging resolution; bat he said | 
General Assembly and he himself had been mis- |, pressing a criminal charge without specification; 
| fence which belong to an accused and impeachable 
ie pecuniary interests of the people of the United 
ratified ; 
ti subject—he was glad to!, On motion of Mr. CLAY, the Senate then took 
Mr. KING, of Alabama, then moved to amend 


tain roads in the Territories; when it wag ordered 


ton, Tomlinson, Tyler, Waggaman, Webster, | 


Clayton, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Goldsbo- | 


Mr. POINDEXTER then moved that five thou- | 


i Clayton, Ewing,Goldsborough, Hendricks, Kent, | 


Silsbee, | 


|; may severally, 


à, 


up the bill making appropriations for opening cer- 


time and passed. 
LAND TITLES IN. LOUISIANA. 


On motion of Mr. PORTER, the bill. supple~ 
mentary to the act to provide for the final adjust- 
ment of claims to land in Louisiana, was taken 
up, considered as in Committee: of the Whole, 
ordered to be engrossed, and then read a third 
time and passed. ; 


NAVAL DRY-DOCK. 


On motion of Mr. SOUTHARD, the bill au- 
thorizing the construction of a dry-dock for the 
naval service, was taken up, considered as in 
Committee of the Whole, ordered to be engrossed, 
and then read a third time and passed. 


HARBOR OF EAST THOMASTON. 


On motion of Mr. RUGGLES, the resolution 
providing for a survey of the harbor at East 
| Thomaston, in the State of Maine, was taken up, 
|i considered, and adopted. 


CUMBERLAND ROAD— ROBERT EASTMAN. 


The bill entitled an act in addition to theact for 
i the continuation and repair of the Cumberland 
road, and the bill to extend the patent of Robert 
Eastman, were severally read the third time and 
passed. 


ELECTION OF PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE. 


At six o’clock the VICE PRESIDENT left the 
| chair, and the Senate proceeded, by ballot, to elect 
| a President pro tempore for the remainder of the 
session. A 
| On the first ballot, the whole number of votes 
were 44; necessary for a choice 23. Mr. Poin- 
DEXTER 1, CLay1, Wessrer 1, Maneum 2, Sits- 
Pe 1, Soursann 5, Trier 15, Kine of Alabama 


The second ballot resulted as follows: Man- 
cum 1, Kine of Georgia 1, Wesster 1, PRESTON 
1, Sovrnarn 3, Tyrer 15, Kine of Alabama 20. 

Third ballot: Mancum 1, Wesster l, Pres- 
ron 1, Sourmarp 1, Tyrer 20, Kine of Ala- 
bama 21. 

Fourth ballot: whole number 45; necessary for 
i| a choice 23. Sourwarp 1, Kine of Alabama 19, 
TYLER 25. 

Mr. TYLER, having received a majority of the 
whole number of votes, was declared duly elected; 
and having been conducted. to the chair by Mr. 
Kine, of Alabama, Mr. T. addressed the Senate 
as follows: ; 

Sewarons: In calling upon me unexpectedly to 
preside over your deliberations, you have con- 


ferred upon me a testimonial of your respect and 
confidence upon 


which 1 place the highest value. 
I accept it with gratitude, and shall fondly cherish 
its recollection. You are the representatives of 
sovereign States, deputed by them to uphold and 
maintain their rights and interests. Unlike the 
Roman Senate, so much vaunted of in ancient 
story, you owe your elevation. to the high seats 
which you occupy, tono adventitious circumstance 
of birth or fortune, but to the ennobling traits 
of intellect and virtue. And what citizen of any 
one of these States can fail to be proud of you? 
Who can reflect without high satisfaction on the 
daily display of intellectual vigor constantly mani- 
| fested in the debates which here occur. Party 
| contests may divide and sever—those contests con- 
ii stitute the organic principle of free States—you 
i in your turn, have become the ob- 
jects of attack and denunciation before the public; 
but there is not, and cannot be an American who 
‘| does not turn his eye to the Senate of the United 
! States, as to the great conservative body of our 
Federal system,and to this Chamber as the ark in 
which the covenant is deposited. To have received, 
therefore, at your hands, this station, furnishes 
|| to me abundant cause for self-gratulation. This 
feeling is not diminished by the fact that but few 
hours now remain to this session, and that I shall 
| be probably called upon to render but little active 
i} service in this place. Upon this circumstance, I 
p congratulate both you and myself—for although I 
have, for the greater portion of twenty years, been 
connected with legislative bodies, this is the first 
| time I have ever been called upon to preside over 
the deliberations of any; and l have only sought 
|| so far to make myself acquainted with the rules of 
ii parliamentary proceeding, as to avoid any flagrant 
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violation of them in my personal conduct. For 
the short period which will now elapse prior to 
your adjournment, { claim, and shall doubtless 


receive, at your hands, for the defects which I may i! 


exhibit, and the errors into which I may fall, a 


f Robbins, Silsbee, Smith, Southard, Swift, Tom- 


| chanan, Cuthbert, Grundy, Hill, Kane, King of 
i| Alabama, King of Georgia, Linn, McKean, Mor- 
i ris; Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Tallmadge, Tip- 


liberal indulgence. | 
On motion of Mr. KING, of Alabama, the Sec- | 
retary of the Senate was directed to inform the | 
President of the United States, and the House of || 
Tepresentatives, tbat the Senate had elected.the | 
Hon. Joun Trier President pro tempore of the || 
Senate. 
CHESAPEAKE AND OHIO CANAL. | 


The bill making a further appropriation in aid 
of the Chesapeake and Onio canal was taken up | 
for consideration. ; | 

The amendment to insert $300,000 being under 
consideration, was supported by Mr. KENT and | 
Mr. CLAY, and opposed by Mr. BLACK and 
Mr. WRIGHT, who asked the yeas and nays || 
upon the question; which were ordered, and are 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Clay, Clayton, Ewing, Fre- 
linghuysen, Goldsborough, Hendricks, Kent, 
Linn, McKean, Moore, Naudain, Poindexter, | 
Porter, Robbins, Southard, Tipton—I16. | 

NAY3—Messrs. Bell, Benton, Bibb, Black, |! 
Brown, Bochanan, Calhoun, Cuthbert, Grundy, |: 
Hill, King of Alabama, King of Georgia, Knight, į 
Leigh, Mangum, Morris, Prentiss, Preston, Rob- i 
inson, Ruggles, Shepley, Smith, Swift, Tallmadge, | 
Tomlinson, Tyler, White, Wright—29. I; 

| 


So the amendment was disag-eed to. 

Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH then moved to insert |: 
an appropriation of $200,060, upon which Mr. 
BLACK asked the yeas and nays; which were 
ordered, 

Mr. SHEPLEY spoke in opposition to the bill, 
and Mr..CLAY and Mr. LINN in supporvorss; | 
when Mr. ROBINSON moved to lay the bul on || 
the table; which was disagreed to, on a division | 
-—yeas 19, nays 20. 

After some further opposition from Mr. SHEP- 


Mr, WEBSTER renewed the motion to lay the 
bill on the table; which was agreed to. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


“The Senate then took up the civil and diplo- 
matic appropriation bill, which was returned from 
the House, and proceeded to consider the vote of 
that body disagreeing to the amendment of the 
Senate, providing that ‘salary and outfit of the 
Minister to Great Britain shal! not be paid, unless 
such Minister shall be appointed by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate.” 

Mr. WEBSTER moved that the Senate insist | 
on theic amendment; which was agreed to, and | 
the House directed to be informed thereof. i 

A committee of conference, consisting of Mr. |; 
Cray, Mr. Wrient, and Mr. Ewina, was then 
appointed on the part of the Senate. 

The other amendments of the Fouse to the 
amendments of the Senate were severally consid- 
ered, and being immaterial, were gone through 
with, some being agreed to and others dissented 
from. 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 


The Senate then took up the fortification bill, | 
and proceeded to the several amendments made by 
the House to the amendments of the Senate. 

The minor amendments having been gone 
through, the one placing at the disposal of the 
President €3 000,000, to be used, under his direc- 
tions, in augmenting the army and navy, and re- 
pairing the torufications of the United States, so |; 
as to put the country in a posture of defence, in | 
case there shall be necessity for it before the next | 
meeting of Congress, was taken up; when 

Messrs, WEBSTER, CALHOUN, LEIGH, 
SOUTHARD, CLAY, and PRESTON, opposed 
the amendment, and Messrs. WRIGHT, LINN, 
BUCHANAN, and CUTHBERT, supported it. |i 

‘The question being on disagreeing to the amend- 
ment, . ; 

Mr. WRIGHT demanded the yeas and nays; || 
which were ordered, and are as follows: “| 

YEAS—Mesars. Bell, Bibb, Calhoun, Clayton, | 
Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Goldsborough, Hen- 
dricks, Kent, Knight, Leigh, Mangurr, Moore, 
Naudain, Poindexter, Porter, Prentiss; Preston, ` 


|: of the Treasury to compromise the claims upon 


1; were as follows: 


| Wesster, Frevinenuysen, and Wricur, was | 


| appointed on the part of the Senate. 


| War Department. 


olution for printing the reports of the commis- | 
| sioners appointed to settle land titles; when 


ton, Wright—19. 

So the Senate disagreed to the amendment. 

Another amendment of the Senate was, to in- | 
crease the appropriation of $70,000 to $150,000, 
for repairing Fort M flin. 

This was disagreed to by the House, and 

Mr. CLAYTON moved that the Senate insist ; 
on their amendment; which was agreed to, and i 
the House informed thereof accordingly. | 

| 


VETO MESSAGE. 

A message was then received from the Presi- | 
i 

i 

i 


i 
j 
| 
| 
l 
i 
| 
| 
| 
t 
I 
i 
i 
l 
i 
i 
i 
i 
1 
| 
dent, returning the bill authorizing the Secretary Hi 
the indainnity to be paid by the King of the Two || 
Sicilies, with his objections. ; | 

The meSsage was read, and, on motion of Mr. ; 

CLAY, laid on the table. | 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

On motion of Mr. CLAY TON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business; 
and after some time spent therein the doors were 
reopened. 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 


The Senate took up the fortification bill, which 
was returned by the louse, and the amendment | 
of the House placing $3,000,000 at the disposal of | 
the President, as staicu above. i 

Mr. WESSTER moved that the Senate adhere i 


ord 
to their disagreeing vote, and asied the yeas and 
nays upon the question; which were ordered, and |; 


YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Bibb, Calhoun, Clay, 
Clayton, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Goldsborough, 
Hendricks, Kent, Knight, Leigh, Mangum, 
Moore, Naudain, Poindexter, Porter, Prentiss, | 
Preston, Robbins, Silsbee, Smith, Southard, 
Swift, Tomlinson, Tyler, Waggaman, Webster, 
White—29. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, 
Cuthbert, Grundy, Hitl, Kane, King of Alabama, 
King of Georgia, Linn, McKean, Robinson, Rug- 
gles, Shepley, Talimadge, ‘Lipton, Wright—17. 

So the Senate adhered to their disagreement; and 
a committee of conference, consisting of Messrs. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. | | 

On motion of Mr. CLAYTON, the Senate then j; 
proceeded to the consideration of executive busi- | 
ness; and after some time spent therein the doors i 
were reopened. i 
PRINTING LIST OF PENSIONERS. | 

The Senate took up the resolution requiring the | 
publication of a tabular list of revolutionary pen- į 
sioners now paid by the Treasury Department, | 
similar to that compiled from the books of the i 
| 


Mr. BEN FON moved to rescind the resolution; | 
which was disagreed to, i 
And the resolution was then adopted. | 
PRINTING REPORT ON LAND TITLES. H 

i 


Mr. POINDEXTER moved to take up theres- |; 


Mr. BENTON moved to rescind the resolution; 
And, on motion of Mr. KING, of Georgia, it 
was laid on the tuble. 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 


Mr: WEBSTER moved that a message in; 
writing be sent to the House reminding them that | 
the fortification bill was still undisposed of, and | 
that the Senate waited the further action of the | 
House thereon; which was agreed to. | 


ADJOURNYENT SINE DIE. 


Mr. KING, of Alabama, then moved the usual f 
resolution informing the House that the Senate is | 
ready to adjourn; but withdrew it for a few min- || 
utes, at the suggestion of i 

Mr. WEBSTER, who remarked thata message || 
was every moment expected from the House, with if 
respect to a bill which was before them 


CLAY, MOSES 


|; ted no motion in regard to it, 


| was, inconsistent with the Constitution. 


COMMUNICATION FROM WAR DEPARTMENT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a communication from the War Pepart- 
ment, transmitting a statement of the number and 
| kind of arms manufactured at the National armo- 

ries for the yéar 1835. ` 

-Mr. KING then renewed his resolution; which 


i was adopted. 


The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. | 
Tuespay, March 3, 1€35. 


By unanimous consent of the Horse, Messrs. 
MASON, and WILDE, were 
permittted to record their votes in favor of Mr. 


| Apams’s resolution, as modifed et the suggestion 


of Mr. Camsrexenc, on the subjectofthe French 
treaty. ` 
CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 
On motion of Mr. POLIC, the House resolved 


itself into a Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, (Mr. Hugpsarp in “the chair,) for 


| the purpose of considering the amend ments of the 
Senate to the several appropriation bills. 


The committee first proceeded to consider the 
amendments made by the Senate to the bill making 


: appropriations fer the support ofthe Governmert 
‘for the year 1835. 


The amendments increasing the appropriations 
for the contingent expenses of the two Houses of 
Congress, and increasing the appropriation to the 
superintendent and watchmen of the Northeast 
Executive building, were concurred in. 

The amendment providing that the salary and 


‘outfit for a minister to England should not be 


paid unless a minister should be appointed at the 


| present session of Congress, or in the recess, by 


and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
was read. 

Mr. POLK said he did not rise to make a 
peech. His purpose was to move that the com- 
mittee disagree to this amendment. The amend- 
ment was altogether unusual, and he believed 
wholly unnecessary. We should not presqme , 
that the President would not discharge his conSti- 


‘tutional duty, and it was not necessary to pread- 


monish him in regard to it. 
Mr. ADAMS, of Massachusetts, said he called 


i the attention of the Efouse to this subject when 


the bill was beforeit. Fle had, however, submit- 
It had now become 
a matter of more importance that a minister 


should be sent to England, Jf our minister should 


be recalled from France, and our negotiations 
; suspended, it was proper that we should havea 
i mniister in the neighborhood. 
‘ought not to be sanctioned. 


This amendment 
In the first place, it 
was ana(temptat dictation to the President, which 
In the 
second place, it made the appointment of a min- 
ister dependent upon a special call of the Senate. 
He did not agree that the President had not the 
power, under the Consitution, to appoint a minis- 


li ter in the recess, 


The amendment was disagreed to—yeas 51, 
nays 74. 

The amendmemt making an appropriation in 
favor of Jons Ranpoitru Cray, and N. Nizes, 
was amended, by inserting the sum of $1,080, to 
be paid to Captain John Downs for presents to the 


i natives of the Sandwich and Society Islands, and 
! concurred in. 


The amendments in favor of Samuel Slater, 
and for the purchase of iron chests for the safe- - 
keeping of therecords of the United States courts, 
in the city of New York, were non-concurred in. 

The amendment appropriating $77,381 98 for 
the completion of the warehouse at Baltimore, was 
amended, on the motion of Mr. Poin, by insert- 
ing $60,000 instead of the first sum; which was 
agreed to. 

The amendment allowing to Valentine Geisey 
$802 87, was amended by substituting $862 81; 
and agreed to. : 

An amendment making an appropriation for 
certain improvements being read, : 

Mr. JARVIS moved to amend the amendment 
by making an appropriation for the erection of a 
Treasury building, to be constructed of granite. 

Mr. CHINN suggested an amendment, pro- 
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freestone. 


‘The two latter amendments were negatived, and j 


the Senate’s amendment concurred in. 

Mr. WILDE moved to strike out the name of 
Persico, and insert that of Mr. Thorwalsden, an 
‘American artist, to be employed in decorating the 
Capitol. 

Mr. WARD said, if there were any works that 
commanded the admiration of the visiters of the 
Capitol more than others, they were those of Mr. 
Persico. Besides, there were provisions made 
already in this bill for American artists. 

Mr. POLK appealed to the House not to en- 
gage in discussions about the merits of artists, at 
the last day of the session, with so much business 
before them that must be acted on. He hoped 
the amendment would at once be rejected. 

After a few words from Mr. MERCER, the 
amendment was negatived. $ 

Mr. WILDE moved to strike out the name of | 
Mr. Persico, and insert that of Mr. Greenough. 

Mr. J. Q. ADAMS said Mr. Greenough was 
already engaged in a great work, | 

The amendment was negatived, 

Mr. HAMER then moved to strike out the | 
whole paragraph; which was agreed to. ` 

Mr. Janvis's amendment was negatived, and 
the amendment of the Senate was concurred in| 
without a division. 

Mr. POLK moved that the House non-concur 
in the amendment of the Senate providing $250 | 
for recording the opinions of the Judges of the 
Supreme Court, The clerk already received suf- 
ficient. 

Mr. HARDIN briefly supported it; and it was | 
agreed to. 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, proposed an item of 
$7,400 for the system of military tactics for the 
army of the United States, 

Mr. MANN, of New York, understood this | 
was for paying General Scott for translating and 
compiling this work, which he had done without 
the authority of any resolution of Congress. . 

Mr. WARD was understood to say that a res- 
olution on the subject had been adopted. 

Mr. MANN had no idea of paying officers 
twice over. General Scott now received six thou- 
sand eight hundred and some odd dollars annually, 
and the country was entitled to his whole services. 
It was a case similar to that of Commodore Hull, 
which the House had rejected. 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, explained the facts 
of the case. A resolution had been adopted . 
authorizing the Secretary of War to employ a 
person to compile a system of military tactics for 
the army of the United States. He had done so; 
the work had been approved of and adopted by 
the military committee of that House; & book- 
seller had offered General Scott more than was 
now asked. Mr. M. denied that the case of Com- 
modore Elull was analogous to this, because the 
services for which that officer claimed extra com- 
pensation were within the line of his duty. 

Messrs. 
and Mr. MANN, of New York, and Mr. FER- 
RIS opposed it. 

Mr. BEALE proposed to insert $2,500 instead 
of $7,400 

Mr. GRENNELL said it was to him a clear 
case of contract between the Governmentand Gen- 


eral Scott,and the only question was, whether the į 


work was worth the money. 


Mr. Beats’s amendment was negatived with- | 


out a division. 

The amendment of Mr. Mason was 
atived—ayes 57, noes 76. : 

The amendment appropriating $1,380 for the 
purchase, (for the use of the public land offices,) 


of copies of Gales & Seaton’s documents in re- | H sa 
if progress of this bill more than a few minutes. tie; 
remark, that the į; 


lation to the public lands, was taken up. 


Mr. LYTLE moved to amend the amendment | 


by appropriating $2,600 for the construction of 
one or more fountains in the public grounds adja- 
cent to the Capitol; which was negatived. 

‘The amendment of the Senate was non-con- 
curred in. 

The amendment of the Senate, 


ear 1835, was read. 


Mr. POLK referred to the large appropriations 


constructed of j 


| There had been already eight or nine volumes 


PATTON, MERCER, ARCHER, | 
and VANCE, further supported the amendment, | 


also neg- į 


appropriating ' 
$40,009 for Gales & Seaton’s State Papers, for the | 


hitherto made for this work. A majority of the i 


Committee of Ways and Means were opposed to 
the amendment. 

Mr. PLUMMER opposed the amendment. 
Every ‘time an -appropriation was made to this 
object, it was considered authority for continuing 
the work up to the period at which the appropri- 
ation was made. He was disposed to limit these 
appropriations, and stop the future publication of 
the work, so far as the House was concerned. 

Mr. MANNING said that if a contract had 
been entered into in this case, it ought to becom- 
plied with. He asked the chair whether there 
existed a contract in relation to this publication ? 

Mr. FLARDIN said ifthe books were published, 
he would be willing to, pay for them. If not, he 
for one was disposed to put a stop to this useless 
waste of the public money. He had received the last 
and present year, a number of the copies of this 
work. They probably cost the Government three 
or four dollars per volume, and they were not 
worth twelve and a half cents per volume; they 
would not pay their carriage to Wheeling. It was 
only intended to give a job to the printers of this 
city, and it was high time that a stop should be 
put to it. 

The law authorizing the publication of these 
documents was then read. 

Mr. HARDIN said this appropriation was for 
the present year. He repeated that the work 
was worthless. ‘The small volumes were not 
worth more than six and a quarter cents, and the 
larger size not twelve and a half cents per volume. 

Mr. BARRINGER explained the manner in 
which the work was compiled and executed. He; 
was surprised that any gentleman should oppose 
the amendment under the circumstances of the 


case. 

Mr. HAMER said he did not understand this 
contract. It seemed that seven hundred and fifty 
copies were to be published, but as tothe number 
or size of the volumes, no provision was made. 


published, and there was no telling whereit would 
end. It might be continued for a hundred years. 
He was disposed to pay for what had been print- 


| That report, sir, has come from 
| twenty-four members, and is the result oflaborious 


ed, but he would not go further. 

‘The amendment was then concurred in—yeas 
76, nays 62. 

‘The amendment making a further appropriation 
of $10,800 for. completing the printing of the land 
documents ordered by the Senate was read. It 
was opposed by Messrs. POLK, PLUMMER, 
and VINTON, and supported by Messrs. GAR- 
LAND and E. WHITTLESEY. 

Mr. E. EVERETT moved to amend the amend- 
ment, by directing the manner in which the fore- 
going work should be distributed; which was 
agreed to. 

The amendment of the Senate, as amended, was 
then negatived—yeas 59, nays 61. 

Mr. R. M. JOHNSON moved to amend the 
bill by appropriating $2,600 for the publication of 
the new system of discipline and tactics. for the 
use of the army of the United States. 

Mr. LETCHER moved to amend the amend- 
ment by appropriating to General Winfield Scott 
$7,500 for compiling and superintending the pub- 
lication of the foregoing work. . 

Mr. WILLIAMS proposed $5,600; which was 
agreed to—yeas 76, nays 63. 
Mr. HAWES moved a proviso, that the sum 
to be paid to General Winfield Scott should be in | 
full of all allowances on this account; which was 

negatived. S 

The amendment offered by Mr. JOHNSON, of 
Kentucky, was then agreed to, as amended. 

Mr. SMITH moved to strike out the several 
items of the Senate’s amendment regarding appro- 
priations for the West Point Academy. 


could not, t 
manner and circumstances in which this proposi- 

tion has been brought before this committee, clear- | 
ly indicate something new in the history and con- 
dition of the institution at West Point. i; 
been usual, Mr. Chairman, and I believe invaria- 

bly the practice for the items now to be passed | 
upon to originate in this House, instead of in the 
Senate. In no instance, (said Mr.S.) itis believed, 
have they ever been brought before this House, 


he did not rise to detain the | p 


until now, in the shape of amendments tacked 
upon the general appropriation bill of the House 
by the Senate. ; : 

Mr. WATMOUGH said he would explain the 
reason of this course, if Mr. S. would permit. 

Mr. SMITH continued: He said he well under- 
stood the reasons for this novel procedure. And 
the committee well understand the why and where- 
fore the Senate has thus brought these proposed 
appropriations before the House, but he would 
not now go into their reasons. -He would, ho we. 


| ever, observe, that it cannot but appear extraor- 


dinary, that appropriations of this magnitude, 
amounting, as he believed, to more than $120,000, 
should be asked for the support of the Academy 
at West Point, while there is lying upon the 
table of the Speaker, a report of a committee of 
the House, wholly adverse to the institution. 
a committee of 


investigation. And the inutility and unprofitable- 
ness of the institution is so fully demonstrated by 
that report, that the friends of the academy upon 
this floor have not dared to have it printed and 
the contents of it brought home to the knowledge 
of the members of this House, and of the public. 
Repeated efforts have been made to have that re- 
port printed, but the friends of the institution have 
as frequently defeated it. The report, sir, upon 
the Speaker’s table demonstrates, that only about 
two in five of those who-enter the institution, 
remain in it to gradvate—and that only about 
two in five of those who graduate, or about one in 
twelve of those who enter the institution, actually 
enter the public service, at whose expense they 
are educated. The report also demonstrates, that 
such are the influences prevailing at the instity- 
tion, that more dismissals from it take place an- 
nually, than atall the other institutions of asimilar 
high grade in the country. The discipline of the 
institution has proved insufficient to counteract 
these influences. A portion of the cadets have 
been within three or four years past publicly cen- 
sured by the head of the War Department, and 
to succeed in the government of the institution, a 
tavern stand in the vicinity of it was necessarily 
bought up a few years since, at an expense of 
ten thousand dollars to the people. But (said 
Mr. S.) the time of the committee will not admit 
of my going more into the detail of the develop- 
ments contained in the report of the select com- 
mittee, which has been thus far suppressed. 
will, however, make a motion, and leave every 
gentleman to take upon himself the responsibility. 
of voting it down, if he chooses; and I presume it 
may be voted down. I will submit a motion, 
(said Mr. S.,) ‘that the committee non-concur 
with each of the amendments of the Senate, 
making appropriations for the academy. 

Mr. HAW ES moved to amend the amendments 
proposed by the Senate, by adding an appropria- 
tion for printing five thousand copies of the report 
of the select committee on the Military Academy, 
to which Mr. Smitn had alluded; which motion 
was agreed to without opposition. g : 

Whereupon Mr. SMITH withdrew his motion 
to non-concur in the amendments of the Senate. 

The amendment of the Senate appropriating 
six hundred and fifty thousand acres of land for 
the satisfaction of military bounty land warrants 
was read. 

It was advocated by Messrs. McKINLEY, 
CHINN, HARDIN, JOHN Y. MASON, and 
ALLEN of Virginia, and opposed by Messrs. 
PARKER, MILLER, VINTON, and BURD, 
when the amendment was agreed to—yeas 83, 
nays 48. Mes 

The amendment making an appropriation of 
lands to satisfy certain confirmed land claims in 
the State of Missouri, was read. It was op- 
osed by Messrs. CAVE JOHNSON and WIL- 
LIAMS, and advocated by Messrs. ASHLEY, 
and WHITE, of Florida, ‘when it was disagreed 


o. l ; 
The amendment in relation to the compensation 
of officers of the customs was read. 


Mr. VANCE 0 osed the amendment, 
was supported oe Messrs. SUTHERLAND, 


PHILLIPS, and PINCKNEY; when it was con- 


curred in.: i 
Mr. McKINLEY moved an amendment making 


an additional appropriation for the pay of the 
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opposition. PES 2, 

‘The.bill was then laid aside. 

ENDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The committee next took up the amendments 

of the Senate to the bill making appropriations for 
‘Indian annuities, and other similar objects forthe 
year 1835. , . : 

The amendment in relation to patents for lands 
reserved was non-concurred in. 

Mr. POLK gave a brief explanation of the ap- 

: propriation of $1,032,000 provided for under the 
treaty of Chicago, with various Indian tribes, in 
1832, The Committee of Ways and Means had 
given the subject a most rigid examination. 

Mr. LOVE aaid he had given this subject a 
most.rigid examination also; and he was well con- 
vinced that if the Flouse was in possession of all 
the facts, they would never adopt it. He was 
well convinced that frauds existed, (not on the part | 
of persons in Washington,) which should induce 


of it, made a good bargain, and they might wait 
another year. FJe would not vote for so large an 
“appropriation as a million and thirty-odd thousand 
dollars, brought forward for the first time on the 
last day of the session. ` Mr. L, then moved to 
non-concur with so much of the Senate’s amend- 
ment as provided forthe removal of the Indians 
beyond the Mississippi. 

Mr. POLK again explained, by making arefer- 
ence to the various treaties. The Committee of 
Waysand Means had taken up each item seriatim, 
and compared it with the provisions of the trea- 
ties. He was himself indisposed to recommend 


i 


so large a sum, but after a most careful examina- |! 


tion, he was convinced the sum was proper. 
The amendment was then agreed to, 


Mr. McKINLEY moved an additional item of | 


$810 for a Mrs. Mitchell, for teaching Indians. 
Agreed to. 
The bill was then laid aside. 
FORTIFICATION BILL. 

The committee next took up the bill making 
appropriations for certain fortifications for the 
year 1835, i 

Sundry amendments of the Senate were con- 
curred in. 

The amendment increasing the appropriation 
for Fort Delaware from $70,000 to $109,000 was, 
on motion of Mr. POLK, concurred in. 

Mr. WHITES, of Florida, again renewed his 
amendment, providing $10,000 for the repair of 
the sea walis at St. Augustine. 

Agreed to—ayes 71, noes not counted. 

The other amendments of the Senate were then 
concurred in, and the bill was laid aside. 

LIGHT-HOUSE BILL. 

The committee then took up the bill making 
apnropriations for lizht-houses, light-boats, buoys, 
&c., for the year 1835. 

Mc. SUTHERLAND moved to concur in all 
the amendments of the Senate. - 

Agreed to. s 

Mr. ASHLEY moved an amendment for the | 
improvement of the harbor of St. Louis, $20,000, | 
but subsequently withdrew it, in consequence of | 


| 
i 
| 
| 


a bill containing the same provision being before || 


the Senate, 

On motion of Mr. POLK, the committee then 
rose, and the bills and amendments were several- | 
ly reported to the House. 

CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 

The general appropriation bill was then taken 

u 


tee of the Whole in the amendments. 

Objection being made, the amendments were 
taken up seriatim. 

The amendment of the Senate in relation to the 
appropriation for the salary of a Minister to Great 
Britain was read. 


Mr. WILDE asked for the yeas and nays on ! 


this amendment; which were ordered. 

Mr. EVANS moved to amend the amendment | 
of the Senate, so as to provide that the appropria- | 
tion should not be applied unlessa minister should 


+ 


p. i 
Mr. POLK moved to concur with the Commit- |! 


į 


posed to introduce anew principle. The Presi- 
dent had hitherto uniformly appointed foreign 
ministers of all grades, when he deemed such ap- 


j ant and necessary power reserved to him under 
ithe Constitution. The amendment was an as- 
sumption on the part of the Senate, thata minister 
| should not be appointed without the consent of 
that body. This, ifadopted, would be one of-the 
most pernicious alterations which the Constitution 
| could endure. It was one among other instances 
| of an attempt to alter the Constitution in an ap- 
| propriation bill. 
| 

| 

| the Constitution introduced in a similar way, and 
the President might be compelled in consequence 
to veto the general appropriation bill. It was in- 
cumbent upon the House to prevent any encroach- 


‘the Senate. — 
| bound to resist the encroachments of the Senate 
upon the constitutional powers of the Executive. 


` pie N H Itw he province of the Senate to ckeck 
its rejection. The Indians had, to say the least ji It was also the pro 


‘and control the action of this House, which was 


quite as likely as the other branch, he would nat 
say now, but in other times, to infringe upon the 
just rights of the Executive. The Constitution 


together in the management of the public affairs. 


to transcend its constitutional sphere the other 
two would interfere to prevent it. 

In conclusion Mr. A. said, that the amendment 
of the Senate proposed to introduce a principle 
| which was contrary to the practice of the Govern- 
| ment from its commencement. Every President, 


practice from thet proposed.in the amendment. 
It was true, the Senate did not assume directly to 
declare that a minister should not be appointed by 
the President, unless previously confirmed by that 
body; but the means of such appointment’ were 
withheld, and the Senate had determined not to 
pay a minister unless appointed according to the 
terms of their proviso. He hoped the House 
would disagree to the amendment of the Senate. 
Mr. BARRINGER said he was opposed to the 
amendment of the Senate, and should vote against 
it. He believed the President had the power of 


occured in that recess, and he held that it made 
little difference whether he were a chargé or a 
minister. The President might equally take upon 
himself to increase the pay, or to appoint a min- 


versa, during the recess. Mr. B. did not concur. 
with the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Apams] in his reasoning, although he said he 
| should concur with him in the vote heintended to 
give. He (Mr. B ) denied the right of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, upon former practice or 
precedent, to appoint a minister during the recess, 
when the vacancy originated, or existed during the 


have nominated. He was aware that it was a 
contested question, as long ago as under the first 


tice had been generally recognised, that of con- 


to institute diplomatic relations with any country. 
it was so during the administration of Washing- 
ton and the elder Adams, even down to the time 
of Mr. Jefferson. The President had never pre- 
| sumed until after the administration of the last, 
-to open diplomatic relations with a country with- 
out first advising with the Senate. Mr. B, said he 
should vote for the appropriation. 

The question was then taken by yeas and nays, 
and resulted as follows—yeas 114, nays 43. A 

So the House concurred with the amendment of 
the Committee of the Whole, and disagreed to 
the Senate’s amendment. 

Mr. JARVIS renewed his amendments offered 
in committee, embracing appropriations for the 
Capitol, the President’s House, and the Depart- 
ments. 

Agreed to. 


On the Senate’s amendment, appropriating 


4 
i 
i 
| 
j 
| 


be first appointed by and with the adviceand con- 
sent of the Senate; which was disagreed to. 


$40,000 for preparing, printing, and binding pub- 
lic documents, under the act of 1832, a motion 


| pointments necessary. This was a most import- | 


ments of the Executive upon the prerogatives of | 


In like manner, the House was | 


provided three powers, who were to codperate | Treasury. 


administration of this Government. But one prac- | 


sulting with the Senate whether they would agree | 


If this principle should be |, 
adopted, we should have other amendments of 


| They formed checks upon each other, and were || 
so constituted that when one of the three attempted |! 


from Washington down, had pursued a different |! 


ister plenipotentiary instead of a chargé, or vice || 


session of the Senate, and the President might |; 


HAWES de- 
greed 
to—ayes 58, noes 81. 

Some conversation arose on the Senate’s amend- 
ment, appropriating the sum of $10,800 for print- 
ing and binding the documents relating to the 
public lands, and the accompanying maps, by the 
printer to the Senate. 

Mr. PLUMMER, Mr. EVANS, and Mr. 
PINCKNEY, spoke briefly in sapport of it, and 
Mr. PARKS in opposition. 

The amendment was agreed to, without a divis- 
i ion. 

Mr. PARKER asked for the yeas and nays on 
the Senate’s amend ment, granting six hundred and 
i fifty thousand acres of land for the satisfaction of 

military bounty land warrants; but they were not 


| ordered—ayes 23, noes 115; not one-fifth. 


The question on the adoption of the amendment 
was taken by tellers, and decided in the affirma- 
tive—ayes 87, noes 56. 

The amendment relative to the Missouri land 
claims having been read, 

Mr. R. M. JOHNSON renewed the amend- 
; ment he offered in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON hoped the House would 
not agree to the originai amendment, and that the 
claims should be referred to the Secretary of the 


Mr. ASHLEY advocated the justice of these 
claims. Fle believed there were not more than 
three or four that would not obtain a favorable 
| decision in the Supreme Court. They had been 
_ before the Secretary of the Treasury ever since 
_last June, and he had refused to ajudicate upon 

them. He denied that those claims were founded 
‘on fraud. : 

Mr. MANN, of New York, was disposed to 
place confidence in the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims, (Mr. Cave Jounson,] 
and in the absence of more direct information on 
the subject, he should vote against the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. PLUMMER hoped the House would not 
| give the amendment the go-by, for it was a prop- 

osition founded on justice, and ought to be 
adopted. 

Mr. HAMER thought these claims should be 
confirmed. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON again spoke in opposi- 


E : |, tion to the amendment. The claims required more 
appointment during the recess, where a vacancy 


investigation than it was possible for the Secretary 
of the Treasury to give them. He knew the 
grossest frauds and perjury would be found to exist 
| in relation to a number of these claims. 

Mr. WILLIAMS said it was impossible to go 
into a legal adjudication of claims at that late hour, 
and the better way would be to let the subject lie 
over to another Congress. 

Mr. ASHLEY again advocated the claims, and 
defended the character of the claimants. 

Mr. WILLIAMS again expressed a hope that 
the subject should be left to a future session. 

Mr. POLK demanded the previous question, 
and explained that he. did so from a wish to save 
the bill, if possible. 

The previous question was seconded 
main question ordered to be put. 

The question was then put, and the amendment 
of the Senate was disagreed to, without a division, 


The amendment in relation to the pay of cus- 
tom-house officers was concurred in—yeas 80, 
nays 49 i 

‘Phe amendment appropriating $175 for printing 
five thousand copies of the report of the select 
committee on the West Point Academy, waa 
agreed to. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House next proceeded to consider the 
amendments reported by the committce to the bill 
making appropriations for Indian annuities, &c., 
for 1835. 

The. amendments made‘in committee to the 
Senate’s amendments were concurred in. 

A portion of theamendmentsof the Senate were 
concurred in, and others were disagreed to. 

The amendment of the Senate appropriating 
$1,032,000, for carrying into effect certain Indian 
‘renien, made at Chicago in September, 1832, was 
ad. 


, and the 


i 
l 
| 
i 
i 
i 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
f 
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j re 
| This item was opposed by Messrs. LOVE, 
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VINTON, and H. EVERETT, and supported | 
by- Mesara; POLK, BEARDSLEY, and GIL- 
` “Mr. STEWART moved the previous question; 
which was seconded and agreed to. 
The amendment of the Senate was then con- 
curred in—ayes 93, noes not counted. 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 


The bill making appropriations for certain forti- 
_ Geations, already commenced, was taken up. 

A portion of the amendments adopted in the 
sommittee tothe Senate’s amendments were con- 
2urred in. 

The amendment of the Senate appropriating 
475,000 for the repair of the fortifications in Bos- 
ton harbor was read. 

The question being on the amendment to 
this item, adopted in committee, appropriating 
$3,000,000, to be expended by the President in 
the recess of Congress, if he should deem it ex- 
pedient, for the military and naval service, includ- 
ing fortifications, ordnance, Eee 

Mr. HIESTER demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered, and were as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. John Quincy Adams, John 
Adams, J. J. Allen, William Allen, Beale, Bean, 
Beardsley, Beaumont, Bockee, Bodle, Boon, 
Brown, Bull, Bunch, Bynum, Cage, Cambreleng, 
Carmichael, Casey, Chaney, Samuel Clark, Con- 
nor, Coulter, Cramer, Day, Denny, Dickerson, 
Dickinson, Dunlap, Horace Everett, Forester, 
William K. Fuller, Fulton, Galbraith, Gillet, 
Graham, Joseph Hall, Thomas H. Hall, Halsey, 
Hamer, Hannegan, James Harper, Harrison, 
Hawkins, Hawes, Heath, Howell, Hubbard, 
Huntington, Inge, Jarvis, Richard M. Johnson, 
Noadiah Johnson, Cave Johnson, Kavanagh. 
Kilgore, Kinnard, Lane, Lansing, Lea, Lee, Love, 
Lucas, Lyon, Lytle, Abijah Mann, Manning, 
JohnY. Mason, May, McIntire, McKay, McKim, 
McKinley, McLene, McVean, Miller, Milligan, 
Henry Mitchell, Robert Mitchell, Moore, Muh- 
lenburg, Murphy, Osgood, Parks, Parker, Patter- 
son, Pearce, Peyton, Pierce, Pierson, Plummer, 
Polk, Reynolds, Schenck, Schley, Shinn, Speight, 
Steele, Stewart, Sutherland, William Taylor, 
Francis Thomas, Thomson, Turner, Turrill, 
Vanderpoel, Van Houten, Wagner, Ward, White, 
Wise—110. 

NAYS—Messrs. Heman Allen, Chilton Allan, 
Ashley, Barringer, Bates, Beatty, Bell, Bouldin, 
Briggs, Campbell, Chambers, Chinn, Claiborne, 
William Clark, Clowney, Corwin, Crane, Darling 
ton, A. Davis, Davenport, Deberry, Dickson, 
Evans, Edward Everett, Ewing, Felder, Fillmore, 
Foster, Philo C. Fuller, Gamble, Garland, Ghol- 
son, Gilmer, Gordon, Gorham, Grennell, Griffin, : 
Eiland Hall, Hard, Hardin, Hazeltine, Hiester, | 
W. Jackson, William Cost Johnson, King, | 
Lewis, Lincoln, Martindale, Marshall, McKen- 
nan, Mercer, Miner, Patton, Phillips, Pickens, | 
Pinckney, 
son, William B. Shepard, Augustine H. Shep- 
perd, Slade, Spangier, William P. Taylor, Phile- | 
mon Thomas, Trumbull, Tweedy, Vance, Vinton, | 
Watmough, Elisha Whittlesey, Williams, Wil- | 
son, Young—77. 

So the amen 
agreed to. 

The amendment of the Senate, 
was then concurred in. 


LIGHT-HOUSE BILL. 


The bill making appropriations for light-boats, 


buoys, &c., was taken up. : 
The amendments of the Senate (which had | 
been agreed to in committee) were concurred in. | 


THANKS TO THE SPEAKER. 


dment to the amendment was 


as amended, 


ry 


Mr. E. WHITTLESEY submitted the follow- | 
ing resolution; which was unanimously agreed to: || 


Resolved, That the thanks of this House be pre~ 


Potts, Ramsay, Reed, Rencher, Robert- E 


it one had been six or seve 


sented to the Hon. Jons Brut, for the able, im- 
partial, and digrified manner in which he has 
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presided over its deliberations, and performed the 
arduous and important duties of the chair. 


BRANCH MINTS. 


The House then resolved itself into a Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
Segrenr in the chair,) on various bills from the 
Senate, &c. . 

BRANCHES OF THE MINT. 


The first bill considered was ‘‘ An act to estab- 
lish branches of the mint of the United States.” 

Mr. C. P. WHITE moved an amendment 
establishing a branch at the city of New York. 

Mr. McKINLEY said he was favorably dis- 
posed towards the amendment, but it was evident 
it could not be sanctioned by the Senate at this 
late hour. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG advocated the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was lost, and the bill was laid 
aside. 


THE CUMBERLAND ROAD. 


The committee next took up and considered 
the bill for the continuation of the Cumberland 
road in Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois; which was laid 


that the two. gentlemen. from Louisiana displayed 
their accustomed liberality in urging, as they did, 
the passage of the bill without amendment. New 
Orleans, doubtless, needed a circuit court. From 
the character of the causes cognizable by the Fed- 
eral judiciary, that large commercial city ought to 
have the boon this bill proposed to grant. This 
was conceded, and the zeal of the gentleman from 
Louisiana commended while it was displayed in 
| behalf of that feature of this bill which secured to” 
their constituents that which they had a right to 
demand, and could not but feel they were unjust 
towards the citizens of Maryland. If New Or- 
leans had strong claims to the full benefit of all 
the courts organized to enforce the laws of the 
Union, surely Baltimore, one of the first commer: 
cial cities of the United States, will be cruelly out- 
raged by the passage of this bill without amend- 
ment. 

The bill as it came from the Senate, was an act 
of monstrous injustice to Maryland; and that any 
representative of that State could stand silently by 
and witness this sacrifice of the rights of his con: 
stituents, was cause to him of great surprise. 
With what propriety could the fourth circuit be 
abolished? It appeared from the statements fur- 


aside. 
JUDICIAL LIMITS. 


The committee then took up the bill entitled-an 
act supplementary to the act entitled an act to 
| amend the judicial system of the United States. 

The provisions of this bill, as before stated in 
the Globe, are these: 

It provides for consolidating the circuits com- 
posed of New Jersey and Pennsylvania, with that 
composed of Delaware and Maryland, and re- 
| quiring Judge Baldwin to hold the circuit courts 
in the Delaware and Maryland circuit, so as to 
obviate the necessity of appointing a Judge of the 
Supreme Court in that circuit, and thereby to ex- 
tend the circuit system to the Western States. 

Mr. HARDIN proposed an amendment to the 
bill, the substance of which he stated. Instead of 
eight circuit judges, he proposed nine. If the 
House would take a review of the United States, 
it would be evident to every one that eight judges 
‘were too few. The Supreme Court required 
sixty days, besides what the States of the new 
proposed circuit would require. The bill before 
the House would require above forty weeks of the 
undivided attention of the judge of the new circuit, 
more labor than any man could well perform. 
Besides, there was a great propriety in making the 
number of judges to be an odd number, similar to 
committees of the House, because, if they were 
| equally divided, no adjudication could be made. 
Mr. H. farther explained the provisions of his 
amendment as to the regulation of the new circuits. 

Mr. ROBERTSON opposed the amendment. 
A similar proposition was made to that Honse 
some years. ago, which was debated for three 
weeks, and defeated, as he feared the present bill 
would be. 

Mr. GARLAND said, if the amendment were 
adopted, the bill would be defeated asa similar 
n yearsago. That bill 
passed the Senate, and when it came into the 
House was defeated by a similar amendment to 
the present. He urged upon the gentleman from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Hanom,] if he was favorable to 
the bill, to withdraw his amendment at once. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, also opposed 
the amendment on the same ground, and called 
upon the committee to take the question upon It 
at once. : ‘ 

Mr. THOMAS, of Maryland, expressed his 
approbation of the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky. It has been offered at 
his instance by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and had one good ingredient at least—it was cai- 
culated to accommodate the new States without 
depriving one of the old thirteen of a right en- 
joyed since the organization of the Government. 
| With this fact full before him he could not feel 


| is a large landholder. 


nished to the Judiciary Committee by the clerks 
of the several circuit courts, that in the year 1833 
the circuit court. was in session in Maryland 
eighty-four days, in Delaware six days. From 
the same statement, we learn that similar courts 
sit on an average in the Virginia circuit forty-two 
days, and in the Georgia circuit, thirty-two days 
annually. There is then more business to trans- 
act in the fourth circuit than there is in the fifth 
and sixth circuits united; if either of the Atlantic 
circuits were therefore to be abolished, it. would be 
much more reasonable to blend that of South 
Carolina and Georgia with Virginia and North 
Carolina, than to make the unnatural combination 
which this bill proposes. Ifthe venerable and.ven- 
erated Chief Justice was required to hold the 
courts of Maryland, Virginia, and North Carolina, 
he would be on the circuit bench one hundred and 
thirty-two days, while Judge Wayne would be on 
the bench only thirty-two days in the year. The 
mere statement of these facts must carry convic- 
tion to the mind of every man, that the true object 
of this bill did not appear on its face. In fact, if 
members would engage seriously and solely in the 
good work of extending the benefits of the Judi- 
ciary system to the whole Union, and not in the 
unholy work of destroying by indirect means an 
estimable citizen, they would conclude as he had 
done, that Maryland needed more a separate cir- 
cuit court than any State south or west of Penn- 
syivania except the State of Louisiana. The 
States in the interior cannot long furnish many 
causes for the employment of the Federal Judi- 
ciary. The cases now pending before State courts, 
in the western States, will be found to have ori- 
ginated chiefly from the fact that thisGovernment 
Trespasses committed on 
the national domain, and suits instituted to enforce 
contracts growing out of the sale of the public 
lands, will constitute, doubtless, four-fifths of the. 
cases which the judges will be called on to decide 
in the circuit courts the bill proposes to establish 
in IWinois, Indiana, and Missouri. The time is 
| rapidly approaching when such cases can no 
| longer arise, and then the judgeships now about 
to be created for the benefit of these States will 
become meresinecures. How differentmust bethe 
condition ‘of things in Maryland. Baltimore is a 
port of entry, at which is collected more revenue 
than at all the ports of the four southern Atlantic 
i States. 'To collect this revenue, the Federal courts 
are needed, and as its amount will increase with 
the rapidly augmenting business of that city, the 
labors of these judges will also accumulate. The 
maritime jurisdiction of the circuit courts too will 
afford laborious employment to judges in Balti- 
more, and (through which city the citizens residing 
in Virginia, west of the Blue Ridge, and in Penn- 


sylvania, on many of the tributary streams of the 
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Susquehanna, carry commerce with all the world) 
while in the interior States named, few causes, if 
any, could arise under this branch of the jurisdic- 
tion of the Federal courts. ; 

Mr. T. said it was too obvious to require illus- 
tration, that the object of this bill did not appear 
on its face and had not been avowed by those with 
whom it originated. This he would show more 
fally than he had: attempted, when it came up for 
consideration in the House, when he proposed to 
make a few brief.comments on the facts and state- 
ments with which he had now troubled the com- 
mittee. : 

CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


A message was here received from the Senate, 
announcing that that body insisted upon their 
amendments to the general appropriation bill, and 
had appointed a committee of conference. 

Mr. POLK. moved that the House insist, and 
that a committee of conference be appointed on 
the part of that House to meet the committee of 
the Senate, and that the number be three. 

Agreed to. 

The committee appointed were Mr. Poux, Mr. 
Everett, and Mr. BEARDSLEY. 


JUDICIARY LIMITS—-AGAIN. 

The SPEAKER then left the chair, and the 
House resumed its proceedings in Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, on the Judi- 
ciary bill. 

Mr. MILLIGAN, in order to avoid miscon- 
struction, both here and at home, asked the indul- 
gence of the House to say a few words on the 
subject of this bill. Suits in the State of Delaware 
were like angels visits, few and far between. He 
felt perfectly satisfied that his constituents would 
approve of the bill upon the table. He should 
support it, believing he had their sanction for so 
doing. He concluded by eulogizing the character 
of Judge Marshall. 

Mr. CARMICHAEL said, if the amendment 
of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Harpon] 
was agreed to, he would vote for the bill, other- 
wise he should feel it his duty to enter into a 
detailed discussion of the merits of the bill. After 
some further remarks, he yielded the floor to 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania, who suggested 
that it would facilitate the business of the House, 
if the committee should rise and report their pro- 
ceedings to the Flouse. 

Mr. FILLMORE expressed a similar wish. 

Mr. Carmicuarn here yielded the floor, in 
order that the report of the joint committee of 
conference on the disagreement of the two Houses, 
in relation tó amendments to the general appro- 
priation, bill, might be made. 

CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 

The SPEAKER having resumed the chair, Mr. 
POLK, from the joint committee of conference, 
reported that the committee had unanimously 
agreed to recommend to the House to recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate, 
making appropriations for the salary of a Minis- 
ter to Great Britain, and Secretary of Legation, 
and that the salary of a Minister to Great Britain 
be stricken out. This branch of the report was 
concurred in by the House, as also the recom- 
mendation that the House recede from its disa- 
greement to the amendments of the Senate, making 
an appropriation to Samuel Slater, to Gales & 
Seaton, for printing congressional documents, and 
making an appropriation for printing five thousand 
copies of the report of the committee on the West 
Point Academy. 

‘The joint committee of conference further recom- 
mended that the Senate recede from their amend- 
ments in relation to land claims in Missouri, and 
an appropriation for a road in Alabama: 

The House thén insisted upon the two latter 
amendments. | 

JUDICIAL LIMITS—- AGAIN.. s ] 

The House being again in Committee of the 


Whole, Mr. HARDIN proposed to amend the |i 


bil by striking out seven and inserting eight as | 
applied to the number of judges of the circuit, | 
with several 
location and boundaries. 

The amendments were agreed to. 


other amendments relative to its i} 


ithe Executive. 


Mr THOMAS, of Maryland, said his colleague li 


[Mr. Carmicuszt] had given way on the under- | 


standing tkat when the bill came jnto the House 
he should not be prevented from delivering his 
views on it by the motion for the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY rose (he said) to propose 
an amendment to this bill. 


FORTIFICATION BILL—-THREE MILLIONS. 


A message was here received from the Senate, 
and the Speaker ‘having resumed the chair, the 
House took up the amendment to the fortification 


tion of the Senate that it would insist on its dis- 
agreement, 

Mr. GHOLSON expressed a fervent hope that 
the House would recede from its amendment. He 
was conscious that no man, woman, or child, in 
the United States, who had any intelligence of the 
matter, seriously believed that France would de- 
clare war against thiscountry. Theappropriation 
was, therefore, unnecessary, and the House might 
with propriety abandon the amendment. 
moved that the House do recede. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said he trusted the 
House would not recede. 
to be taken for the defence of the country, let the 
Senate take the responsibility. 

Mr. GORDON was in favor of receding. The 
amendment was extremely objectionable. It was 
unparalleled in the legislative history of our coun- 
try. It placed the purse and the sword both in 
the hands of the Executive, and made the legisla- 
tive subservient to the executive power. lt was 
but yesterday that we were told emphatically that 
there was to be no war with France. To-night, 
at the moment of adjournment, we were called 
upon to place the whole public treasure in the 
hands of the Executive to provide for the contin- 
gencies of war. 

Mr. BYNUM said he trusted in God this House 
would not recede from this amendment. This 
was an opposition evidently not to the measure, 
but to the Executive. This question between 
America and France was about to be tortured into 


ian Administration and an anti-Administration 


question. Mr. B. said he was sorry to see the 
opposition to it come from the quarter it did; there 
were certain parts of this country, and certain 


to the President the expenditure of ten dollars— 
but the American people had shown that they 
would intrust in his hands ten millions. 

Mr. GHOLSON here explained. It was far 
from his intention to make this either an Admin- 
istration or an anti-Administration question; the 
opposition which he made to this measure he 
would extend to the Father of his Country, were 
he to rise and propose it. 

Mr. BYNUM continued. 


sition to the Administration; and there were men 


waving over your Capitol, rather than lose the 
opportunity of making a thrust at the Adminis- 
tration. Hecould see through it. Another branch 
of this Government, not satisfied with endeavor- 
ing to thwart the patriotic views of the Executive, 
must now attempt to legislate for us: Let them 
triumph, and he asked where is your indepen- 
dence? where your constitutional power? where 


oblivion, and you have a rank aristocracy for 
your Government. 

Mr. WISE said he agreed with his colleague 
| [Mr. Guoxson] that this was no pitiful Adminis- 
tration or anti-Administration question, It was 


had voted for it. 


| unites the purse with the sword. This position 
| he denied. He asked how we were situated at 
the commencement of the last war with Great 
Britain? Was notthe same cry then heard? And 
how did we then find ourselves prepared for the 
| emergency? He defied the gentleman asa lawyer, 
| a constitutional lawyer, to show in what respect 


| overweening and all-grasping tendency of execu- 


bill, appropriating the $3,000,000, and the resolu- | 


men in it, he was aware, who would not intrust | 


He.could not be | 
deceived—this was evidently a measure of oppo- | 


who would willingly see the banner of France | 


your republican Government? Gone, sunk in! 


a national question, and in that view he, for one, | 
But Mr. W. said he rose more | 
especially to notice a remark of another colleague, | 
(Mr. Gorpon,} who had said this amendment | 
vested legislative powers in the Executive; that it | 


i 
| 
i 
i 
| 
| 
! 
| 
| 
| 


e 


If no measures were | 


the legislative power was placed in the hands of : 
e. Mr. W. said he wan as much | 
| opposed as his honorable colieague could be to the : 


tive power. Mr. W. did not distinctly recollect 
whether. his colleague [Mr.- Gorpon] voted fo. 
the “ peace resolution’ of his other colleague, 
[Mr. Arcner.] Mr. W. said for himself he 
could say he did vote for it. But he believed in 
the propriety of in peace preparing for war. He 
did believe there absolutely existed a danger, a 
prospect of war; and in the event of its occurrence, 
every fortification on your coast was liable to fall 
into the hands of a strong maritime Power. He 
wished to give his constituents information—and 
he regretted that he was compelled to use the time 
of the House to tell them that such was the danger 
in which their interests stood. He believed the 
appropriation to be politic and necessary; and he 
would adhere to it. 

Mr. McKENNAN here moved the previous 
question; which was seconded, 

The main question was then put on the motion 
of Mr. Guotson, to recede from the amendment 
of the House, appropriating $3,000,000 for tha 
support of fortifications, and taken by yeas and 
nays, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs.JohnQ. Adama, Heman Allen, 
Chilton Allan, Archer, Ashley, Barber, Barnitz, 
Barringer, Beatty, Bouldin, Campbell, Chambers, 
Chinn, Claiborne, William Clark, Clowney, Cor- 
win, Crane, Crockett, Darlington, Davis, Daven- 
port, Deberry, Dickson, Evans, Edward Everett, 
Horace Everett, Ewing, Felder, Fillmore, Foster, 
Philo C. Fuller, Gamble, Garland, Gholson, Gil- 
mer, Gordon, Graham, Grennell, Griffin, Hiland 


'| Hall, Hard, Hardin, James Harper, Hazeltine, 


Hiester, William Jackson, William C. Johnson, 
Henry Johnson, Seaborn Jones, King, Lay, 
Letcher, Lewis, Lincoln, Martindale, Marshall, 
McKay, McKennan, Mercer, Milligan, Miner, 
Patton, Phillips, Pickens, Pinckney, Potts, Ram- 
say, Reed, Rencher, Robertson, William B. Shep- 
ard, Spangler, Steele, Stewart, William P. Taylor, 
Philemon Thomas, Trumbull, Tweedy, Vance, 
Vinton, Watmough, Elisha Whittlesey, Wilde, 
Williams, Wilson, Young—89. 

NAYS—Messrs. John Adams, John J. Allen, 
William Allen, Anthony, Beale, Bean, Beardsley, 
Beaumont, Blair, Bockee, Boon, Bull, Burns, By- 
num, Cage, Cambreleng, Carmichael, Carr, Casey, 
Samuel Clark, Clay, Connor, Coulter, Cramer, 
Day, Denny, Dunlap, Forester, William K. Fuller, 
Fulton, Galbraith, Gillet, Joseph Hall, Thomas 
H. Hall, Halsey, Hamer, Hannegan, Joseph M. 
Harper, Harrison, Hathaway, Hawkins, Hawes, | 
Heath, Henderson, Howell, Hubbard, Hunting- 
ton, Inge, Jarvis, Richard M. Johnson, Noadiah 
Johnson, Kavanagh, Kilgore, Kinnard, Lane, 
Lansing, Lea, Lee, Love, Lucas, Lyon, Lytle, 
Abijah Mann, Joel K. Mann, Manning, Mardis, 
John Y. Mason, Moses Mason, May, McCarty, 
Mclntire, McKim, McKinley, McLene, McVean, 
Miller, Henry Mitchell, Robert Mitchell, Moore, 
Muhlenbere, Murphy, Osgood, Parks, Parker, 
Patterson, Pearce, Peyton, Pierce, Pierson, Plum- 
mer, Polk, Reynolds, Schenck, Schley, Augustine 
H. Shepperd, Shinn, Smith, Speight, Standifer, 
Sutherland, William Taylor, Francis Thomas, 
Turner, Turrill, Vanderpoel, Van Houten, Wag- 
ener, Wardwell, Webster, White, Wise—110. 

So the House refused to recede from its amend- 
ment, > 

The House went again into committee on the 
judiciary bill. 

JUDICIAL LIMITS——AGAIN. 


Mr. BEARDSLEY sent his amendment to the 
Chair on the judiciary bill, being an additional 
section to the bill, providing for certain alterations 
in the circuit of New York, and making it the 
second circuit. Also, that the places of holding 
the same should be at Albany and Utica, 

Mr. B. gave a brief explanation of the reasons 
which had induced him to prepare this amend- 
ment. The northern district of New York had 
now nothing more than one district court, and an 
extension was greatly desired. It might be m- 
quired what were the population and business that 
the proposed circuit embraced. It contained twelve 
or fourteen hundred thousand inhabitants, who 
employed as much capital as any other region of 
the same size in the country. The bill provided 
for the erection of two new circuit courts in the 


western country, a measure for which Mr. B. was 
decidedly in favor. The first of these two circuits 
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: ; > 3 j 
comprised the States of Missouri, Indiana, and I 


Hlinois. These three States were represented b 
twelve members in that House, less than one- 
of the delegation to Congress from the northern | 
district of New York. The second circuit was 
intended to embrace Louisiana, Alabama, and 
Mississippi; who were there represented by nine; 
members, and all of which were considerably less 
in population than one-half the size of the northern 
district of New York. In all these States, and 
throughout the whole region of country, they 
already enjoyed all the benefits of the judicial sys- 
tem. Mr. B. appealed to his western friends, that 
while they were anxious, and justly so, to obtain | 
go desirable a matter for themselves, they would 
not be unmindful of the claima ef so large a section 
of country as that for which he was now advo- 
cating. 

Mr, FILLMORE begged leave tosuggest to his | 
honorable colleague to make one of the places of | 
holding the court farther west. Utica was nearly 
four hundred miles from the western part of the 
State of New York, and Albany was still further | 
objectionable from the same ground. Mr. F. | 
would suggest Rochester or Buffalo. He moved 
to strike out Albany and insert Buffalo. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY explained, that he had in- 
serted Albany because it was the capital of the 
State; and Utica already had one term a year, and 
it would be better’to continue it there. Person- 
ally, he would say, he had no objection to the 
amendment, but he was convinced the public ben- 
efit would be better consulted by fixing it as he 
had done, and he hoped the amendment would not | 
be adopted. 

Mr. FOS 
there was only one ho 
maining of the session, 
cussion would be drop 


TER wished to remind gentlemen that ! 
ur and three quarters re- | 


ed. 


p 
Mr. FILLMORE said the bill proposed to estab- |; 
lish two circuits within one hundred miles of each |} 


other, and leave other, and not less important 
parts of the State, at a distance of four hundred 
miles. 

Mr. Firtmore’s amendment was adopted with- 
out a division. 


Mr. Bearpsiey’s amendment, asamended, was ji 


also adopted—ayes 80, noes 46. 

The bill; as amended, was then laid aside; and 
the committee took up and considered the follow- 
ing bills: : 

A. bill to increase the engineer corps; 

‘A bill for the relief of David Beard. 'Theamend- 
ment to this bill was agreed to. 


A bill relative to the accounts of our consul at |) 
: kins, 


London; 


A bill to continue the Subsistence Depart- | 


7il 


and he hoped further dis- || 


i 
' 
j 
i 
t 
{ 
i 
i 


|| and defenceless. That appropriation the House 


ment; and 

A bill for the relief of the Corporations of Wash- 
ington, Alexandria, and Georgetown. . 

"All which bills were severally agreed to, and 
laid aside to be reported to the House. 

The committee then took up the bill to carry 
into effect the convention with Spain. 

The question was on concurring with the Sen- 
ate in their amendment to this bill. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG explained, that the char- ; 
acter of the bill had been materially changed by | 
the amendment. i 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The committee then rose, and the Chairman 
[Mr. Sreraur] reported the foregoing bills to the | 
House. : 

The bill to establish branches of the mint of the 
United States was then read a third time. 

On the passage of the bill, Mr. C. P. WHITE | 
demanded the yeasand nays; w 
and taken, when there appeared— 
59. i 

So the bill was passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. i 

A message was received from the Senate‘an- | 
nouncing that that body still adhered to their dis- | 
agreement to the amendment of the House to the | 

iation for certain fortifica- | 


bill making appropri 
t 


ions. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG moved that the House | 
do still adhere to its amendment. 
Mr. WILDE said he believed if the House 
should still adhere, there would be the end of 
the matter. There could then be no farther con- į 


hich were ordered | 
yeas 114, nays į! 


| nitz, Barringer, Beatty, Bouldin, Briggs, Bull, | 


| Amos 


| Thomas Lee, 


| Ward, Wardwell, W 


i 
i 
i 


i 


ference with the Senate, and the bill would be | 


ost, 

Mr. MERCER moved that the House recede 
froin its amendment. 

Mr. LYTLE objected to any conciliatory meas- 
ures on the partof the House. lt had already | 
gone as far as prudence or patience could dictate. | 
it had conceded every thing to-night that it could | 
with honor concede, and it was time to tire of con- | 
cession, Let it (said Mr. L.) now remain with 
the peers to answer for the consequences. He | 


wished to fasten—to nail the responsibility there. |} 


Ile would not have the House to abandon the | 
elevated ground which it now occupied. Without 
an appropriation, the country wouid be left open | 


had tendered, and the country would put its seal 
of reprobation on the pusiilanimous act which 
thwarted the measure. 

Mr. HAWES called for the previous question, 
which being seconded, the question was taken on 
the motion of Mr. Mercer to recede. 
decided in the negative by yeas and nays, as fol- 
lows—yeas 88, nays 114. 

YEAS—Messrs. John Q. Adams, Heman Al- | 
len, Chilton Allan, Archer, Ashley, Barber, Bar- 


Campbell, Chambers, Chinn, William Clark, 
Clowney, Corwin, Crane, Crockett, Darlington, j 
Davis, Davenport, Deberry, Dickson, 
Evans, Edward Everett, Horace Everett, Ewing, 
Felder, Fillmore, Foster, Philo C. Fuller, Gam- 
ble, Garland, Gholson, Gilmer, Gordon, Grennell, 
Grifin, Hiland Hall, Hard, Hardin, James Har- 
per, Hazeltine, Hiester, William Jackson, Wil- 
liam C. Johnson, Henry Johnson, Seaborn Jones, | 
King, Letcher, Lewis, Lincoln, Marshall, Me- 
Carty, McKay, McKennan, Mercer, Milligan, | 
Miner, Parker, Patton, Phillips, Pickens, Pinck- 
ney, Potts, Ramsay, Reed, Rencher, Robertson, 
Slade, Spangler, Steele, Stewart, William P. 
Taylor, Philemon Thomas, Trumbull, Tweedy, 
Vance, Vinton, Watmough, Frederick Whittle- 
sey, Elisha Whittlesey, Wilde, Williams, W il- 
son, Young— 88. 
NAYS—Messrs. John Adams, John J. Allen, 
William Allen, Anthony, Bates, Baylies, Beale, 
Bean, Beardsley, Beaumont, Bell, Binney, Blair, 
Bockee, Boon, Brown, Bunch, Cage, Cambre- 
leng, Carmichael, Carr, Casey, Chaney, Samuel 
Clark, Clay, Coffee, Connor, Coulter, Cramer, 
Day, Dickers 
ester, William K. Fuller, Fulton, Galbraith, Gil- 
let, Thomas H. Hall, Halsey, Hamer, Hannegan, 
Joseph M. Harper, Harrison, Hathaway, Haw- 
Hawes, Henderson, Howell, Hubbard, 
Huntington, Inge, Jarvis, Richard M. Johnson, 
Noadiah Johnson, Benjamin Jones, Kavanagh, 
Kilgore, Kinnard, Lane, Lansing, Luke Lea, 
Love, Lucas, Lyon, Lytle, Abijah 
Mann, Joel K. Mann, Manning, Mardis, John 
Y. Mason, Moses Mason, May, Mclntire, Me- 
Kim, McKinley, McLene, McVean, Miller, | 
Henry Mitchell, Robert Mitchell, Moore, Muh- || 
lenberg, Murphy, Osgood, Parks, Patterson, 
Pearce, Peyton, Pierce, Pierson, Polk, Reynolds, 
Schenck, Schley, Shinn, Smith, Speight, Standi- | 
fer, William Taylor, Francis Thomas, Turner, 
Turvill, Vanderpoel, Van Houten, Wagener, 
ebster, Whallon, White, 


Wise—114. 

Mr. HUBBARD then moved that the House 
insist upon their amendment, and ask a joint com- | 
mittee of conference. Mr. II. asked to be excused || 
from serving on the committee. | 

The motion to insist was agreed to; and Messrs. i 
Camsrecenc and Lewis appointed on the part of j; 
the House. | 

HARBOR OF ST. LOUIS. i 


f St. Louis, as next in 
order, which was refused—it being alleged that 
the 3d of March had expired, and that the House 
had no right to do any further business. 


CUMBERLAND ROAD. 


The bill for the continuation and repair of the 
Cumberland road in the States of Ohio, Indiana, | 
and Illinois, was, on motion of Mr. THOMAS, 
of Maryland, read the third time and passed— 
yeas 93, nays 81. 


It was || 


on, Dickinson, Danlap; Ferris, For- | 


| admitted by all 


: | nounced to b 
Mr. ASHLEY moved to take up the bill for |j 
| improving the harbor o 


TIME OF ADJOURNMENT. 
Mr. JARVIS rose to a question of order. He 
desired to know whether the functions of. the 
House had not ceased, it being twelve o’clock at 


ght. 

The CHAIR intimated a disinclination to enter- 
tain the guestion. 

Mr JONES, of Georgia, moved that the House 
aujcurn. 

The SPEAKER said that the parliamentary 
course would be to adopt a resolution regularly 
adjourning the House. : i 

After a few remarks by Messrs. EVANS and 
J. Q. ADAMS— i =: 

The SPEAKER. said it was in order for the 
House to adjourn if it thought proper. í 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, appealed to the gen- 
tleman from Georgia (Mr. Jones] to withdraw 
i the motion to adjourn. X 
| Mr. ADAMS said if it was true that the fang” ` 
‘tions of this House had ceased, the gentlenian 
from Georgia had no right to make the motion, 
i and it would be unnecessary. i 
Mr. JONES withdrew his motion at the request 


of 

Mr. SMITH, who offered the usual resolution 
for the appointment of a committee to wait on the 
President, and inform him that the House was 
ready to adjourn, and that a similar message be 
sent to the Senate, &c. $ 

Mr. GARLAND objected to the reception of 
the resolution. 

The SPEAKER decided that it was in order. 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, asked the gentleman 
to withdraw the resolution, for the purpose of 
taking up the report of the Committee of Elec- 
tions, to pay the Hon. Rozert P. Lercwer the 
usua! allowance of a member of the House for the 
last session of Congress. 
| The resolution was withdrawn, when the resò- 
lution of the Committee of Elections was taken | 
up, the preamble stricken out, and the question 
being on the amendment proposed by Mr. Har- 
| pin, to make a similar provision for Mr. Tuomas 
; P. MooR, 

Mr. WILDE moved the previous question; 
which was seconded—yeas 69, nays 65 

The question being on the adoption o 
lution reported by the committee, 

Mr. PARKER demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered, and were—yeas 113, nays 
3; no quorum voting. gi 

Mr. JARVIS moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. WILDE demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. ° 

The Clerk proceeded with the call of the roll, 
but before he had gone through with the same, 

Mr. GARLAND rose to a question of order, 


f the reso- 


| He inquired whether members who were in their 


seats were not bound to vote on the question un- 
less excused by the House? : 

The CHAIR replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. GARLAND then sfated that a gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Brarpstey] had not 
voted. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY said that making all allow- 
ances for’ difference of time-pieces, it would be 
that the hour of twelve had arrived, 
Being persuaded of that fact, he considered his 
constitutional functions as a member of the House, 
as having ceased, and were at an end, He was, 
therefore, not called on to vote upon any question 
which might be propounded, 

A motion was then made to excuse Mr. Beards- 
Ley from voting; but a majority ‘appearing in the 
negative, 

Mr. GARLAND withdrew his objections, and 
the roll was called through. 

The vote on the motion to adjourn was an- 
e—yeas 15, nays 102; no quorum 
voting. 

Mr. 
ground 


GILMER also declined voting, on the 
that his fanctions as a member of the 
House had ceased at twelve o’clock. 

The SPEAKER, by consent, laid before the 
House the following communications: | j 

A letter from the Secretary of War, in relation 
to the expenditures for arms manufactured at the 
several armories of the United States; which was 
laid on the table and ordered to be printed. _ 

A communication from the same in relation to 
| the transportation and disbursement of Indian 
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annuities; which was laid on the table and ordered 

.o be printed. 

“and. a communication from the Postmaster 
neral, 

oe CONNOR moved that it be laid on the 

table and printed. -> ae: 

Mr. EVANS said the latter communication ap- 
peared to be an appeal to the public through this 
body, It asked no legislative action, and from a 
glance at its commencement he discovered that 
Mr. Barry had styled the report of the committee 
an aspersion upon his character. He submitted 
whether it was proper that the House should order 
the printing of this paper. i 
` Mr. CONNOR wid he had read rio part of this 
communication. He undérstood from one of his 
collegues of the committee, (Mr. Brarnsiey,] 

who had hastily glanced over the communication, 

art it was respectful to the committee and the 
Fibuse. It was a review of the reports. For one 
he would say, that if the committee were mis- 
taken, and if they had fallen into errors, he should 
be happy to have them corrected. He was in 
favor oF printing the communication. 

Mr. MILLER said the House had ordered 
both of the réports to be printed, without hearing 
either df them read; and he was in favor of print- 
ing this communication, in order that it might 
accompany the documents to which he had re- 
ferred. The Postmaster Ganeral had alleged that 
his character had been implicated, and he had 
made an explanation. It was nothing but fair 
that it should be printed. That officer had not an 
opportunity of being presént at the investigations 
of the committee, which he should haye had. It 
was but an act of common justice to permit his 
defence to go along with the reports of the com- 
mittee. g 

Mr. E. WHITTLESEY was proceéding to 
address the House, but gave way to a message 
from the Senate, by Mr. Lowrie, as follows! 

“ Resolved, That a méssage be sent to the honor- 
‘able the House of Representatives, respectfully 
‘to rémind the House of the report of the commit- 
‘tee of conference appointed on the disagréeing 
‘votes of the two Houses, on the amendment of 
‘the House to the amendment of the Senate to 
‘the bill respecting the fortifications of the United 
‘ States,” , 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said that the committee 
of conference of the two Houses had met, and 
had concurred in an amendment which was very 
unsatisfactory to him. It proposed an uncondi- 
tional appropriation of $300,000 for arming the 
fortifications, and $500,000 for repairs of and equip- 
ping our vessels of war—an amount totally inade- 
quate, if it should be required, and more than was 
necessary, if it should not be. When he came 
into the House from the conference, they were 
calling the yeas and nays on the resolution to pay 
the compensation due the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, (Mr. Letcuer;] he voted on that resolu- 
Uon, but there was no quorum voting. On a 
subsequent proposition to adjourn, the yeas and 
nays were called, and again there was no quorum 
voting. Under such circumstances, and at two 
o’clock in the morning, he did not feel authorized 
to present to the House an appropriation of 
$800,000. He regretted the loss, not only of the 
appropriation for the defence of the country, but 
of the whole fortification bill; but let the responsi- 
bility fall where it ought—on the Senate of the 
United States. The House had discharged its 


duty to the country. It had sent the fortification 
bill to the Senate with an additional appropriation, 
entirely for the defence of the country. The 
Senate had rejected that appropriation without 
even deigning to propose any amendment what- 
ever, either in form or amount. The House sent 
it a second time, and a second time no amend- 
ment was proposed, but the reverse; the Senate 
adhered, without condescending to ask even a 
conference. Had that body asked a conference 
in the first instance, somè provision would have 
been made for defence, and thé fortification bill 
would have been saved beforé the hour arrived 
which terminated the existence of the present 
House of Representatives. As it was, the com- 
mittees did not concur till this House had ceased 
to exist—the yeas and nays had beén twice taken 
without a quorum—the bill was evidently lost, and 
the Senate must take the responsibility of leaving 
the country defenceless. He could not feel au- 
thorized to report the bill to the House, situated 
as it was, and at this hour in the morning; but if 
any other mémber of the committee of conference 
proposed to do it, he should make no objection, 
though he believed such a proposition utterly in- 
effectual at this hour; for no member could, at this 
hour in the morning, be compelled to vote. 

Mr. LEWIS asked if there was a quorum in 
the House? 

A count being had, it appeared that only 114 
members were in attendance, which was nota 

uorum. : 

Mr. FILLMORE moved an adjournment, but 
withdrew the motion at the request of 

Mr. LOVE, who moved a call of the House. 

Mr. CARMICHAEL renewed the motion to 
adjourn. ; j 

Mr. WILDE demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered, and were—yeas 35, nays 76. 
No quorum. 

Mr. SMITH moved that a message be sent to 
the Senate, informing that body that this House, 
having completed the business before it, was ready 
to adjourn. 

A message was received from the Señate by Mr. 
Lownig, their Secretary, announcing that the Sen- 
ate, having completed its business, were ready to 
adjourn. 

Mr. MERCER contended that under the Con-. 
stitution and practice of the House it was not 
bound to adjourn at twelve o’clock at night on the 
third of March. 

Mr. HARDIN contended that under the Con- 
stitution the House could not continue in session 
after twelve o’clock at night on the third of March. 
He insisted that the House had continued in 
session more than two hours beyond the time 
which they had a right to sit. 


Mr. PARKER said the first Congress assembled | 


at ten or eleven o’clock on the 4th of March, and 
the functions of this body would not cease until 
that time of day on the 4th. 

Mr. BRIGGS said, as there was no quorum he 
could not see the propriety of sending a message 
to the Senate. His honorable colleague {Mr. 
Avams] had said the other day, that this House 
would be numbered with the dead on the 3d of 
March. That day had passed, and he would 
only say that, if we were numbered among the 
dead, we were the most noisy dead that he had 
ever seen, 

COMPENSATION TO MR. LETCHER. 
On motion of Mr. WILDE, the resolution pay- 


ing Mr. Lercuer for his attendance on the House 
at the last session was again taken up. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, demanded the yeas 
and nays.on the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. BARRINGER said the gentleman from 
New York had no right to make a motion, inas- 
much as he did not believe that te body was in 
existence: i, 

‘Mr. MANN replied that he was as’ much a 
member of the House as any other gentleman. 

The yeas and nays were refused} but-aeount 
being called for, there appeared fòr the resolution 
—72, against it 3; no quorum. = 

Mr. Smirx’s resolution in relatidif to the ad- 
journment was then read. 

Mr. PARKER wislied to ask gentlemen whether 
they could vote that the business was finished. 
He referred to the situation of the bill making 
appropriations for fortifications, The House had 
appointed a committee of conference: That com- 
mittee had not reported; and the important meas- 
ure remained.unacted on. 

Mr. PHILLIPS inquired whether the report 
of the committee of conference had been sub- 
mitted. ` f 

The CHAIR was understood to say that it had 
not. ! 

Mr. C. LYON moved to amend Mr. Smrru’s 
resolution by informing the Senate that the House, 
having no quorum to do business, was ready to 
adjourn. 

Mr. REED said that we could have a quorum 
when one was wanted. That House had not done 
its duty— : 

[Here Mr. Reep was called to order by several 
members. He, however, continued his remarks 
for some. moments amid calls to order and much 
ey J- 

Mr. CAMBRELENG regretted as much asthe 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Regn] the 
loss of the fortification bill; but he protested against 
the right of this body at half past two in the 
morning of the 4th of March to call gentlemen 
here, who in honor and in consciénce believed 
themselves no longer members of this body. The 
bill was lost, and the Senate must be held respon- 
sible to the country, for nò member could now be 
compelled to answer to the call. ; 

Mr. BARRINGER said that the bill had been 
lost by intrigue here. l 

Mr. LEWIS moved a call of the House; which 
was negatived, ; 

Mr. J. Y. MASON said that he understood 
that the Senate had adjourned; it was therefore 
unnecessary to paar a resolution on the subject. 
He moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. MERCER said he understood that the 
Senate had not adjourned. : 

Mr. MASON said he obtained his information 
from a member of the House.. 

Mr. SPANGLER asked for the yeas and nays 
on the adjournment; which were ordered. 

The Clerk was proceeding with the call of the 
roll, when g 

Mr. BARRINGER said that the Senate had 
undoubtedly adjourned. He moved to suspend 
the call of the yeas and nays; which was agreed 
to. 

The motion to adjourn was agreed to. 


Mr. SPEAKER BELL then rose, and after 


|| delivering an appropriate valedictory address, 


adjourned the House at three o’clock, a. m., with- 
out day. 


Rerrintep, Serremser,. 1855. 
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